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OPENING OF SESSION
The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) took the chair at
2.30 p.m. and read the prayer.
Qerk read proclamation by His Excellency the
Governor convoking Parliament.
Usher of Black Rod brought message from his
Excellency the Governor desiring attendance of
honourable members in Legislative Council.
Members, led by Speaker, proceeded to Council
chamber.
Sitting suspended 2.36 p.m. until 5.07 p.m.

NEW MEMBER
The SPEAKER announced the election ofMr Tony
Robinson as member for the electoral district of
Mftcham in place of Mr Roger Pescott, resigned,
pursuant to writ issued on 17 November 1997.
Mr Robinson introduced and affirmed.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Televising and broadcasting of proceedings
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) -

I move:

That this house authorises sound and/or visual
tran.smissions and broadcasts from the Legislative
Assembly chamber and sound and/or visual broadcasts and
rebroadcasts of recordings of proceedings of the
Legislative Assembly during question time today.

Motion agreed to.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to the conftrmation today by Crown
Casino's chief executive, Lloyd Williams, that
Crown will breach a speciftc condition of its casino
licence - namely, building the second hotel tower
by the required deadline in November 1999. Will the
Premier ensure that the $50 000 per day penalty for
this breach is paid by Crown Casino, or will he do yet
another cosy deal to bailout his mates?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I thank the
honourable member for his question. I am aware of
the comments he made to the media earlier today,
which clearly indicate that he lacks any verve in
leadership in trying to come to grips with matters that
affect the state. Based on the report that was put out
yesterday - and I might be slightly wrong with my
figures - in the first half of this ftnancial year Crown
Casino has paid $97 million to the Victorian
government. Having generated that amount, it has
also lost approximately $40 million - unfortunate
for any business. When the government took on the
responsibility for administering the casino
negotiations, which I remind the house was
introduced by the Kirner government, it endeavoured
to get the best deal it could for the people of the state.
It is estimated that by 30 June this year Crown will
have paid approximately $180 million, of which just
over 50 per cent goes into consolidated revenue and
just under 50 per cent goes into the Agenda 21
program, which is delivering to the people of Victoria
buildings such as the Exhibition Centre at no extra
debt, the new museum at $250 million and a range of
other major public works for the community.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETT - If you want to hear the answer
I am happy to give it; if you cannot handle it,
continue to interject. I understand - based on what
was said yesterday - that it is true Crown Casino
either has or will be making an application to the
government to see if the government can rearrange
the potential liabilities of Crown if it does not
proceed with two components of its development.
One is the Lyric Theatre. There has been substantial
pressure and public comment about there not being a
need for another theatre in Melbourne, given that
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many of our theatres are not full, and if we were to
have another theatre it would mean some of those
traditional theatres would not be occupied. Crown is
also seeking to have waived its commitment to the
construction of the hotel, which as it indicated in its
public statement yesterday it simply cannot afford
because it is losing money.
The third component of all this is the super tax. When
opposition members have a look at the contract they
will see that it was always written in that all aspects
of the contract could be renegotiated. Crown has
written to the government asking for a renegotiation.
We will get advice and ultimately make a decision as
to whether there will be any waiving of liabilities.
The government and the people of Victoria, apart
from those who voluntarily go there to use the
facilities, whether it be the casino, a restaurant or for
entertainment, have not put one cent into that project.
This year alone the government will get
approximately $180 million back. If following the
submissions from Crown the government makes a
decision, it will not be putting money into the casino;
it will be waiving a potential liability- it may be
waiving a potential liability, if it decides to do
anything.
The other side of the coin is, as I indicated earlier, the
government will receive approximately $180 million
this year. If the government is going to insist on
that - and it may still do so because no decision has
been made, and I give that guarantee to this houseit could put at risk part of the $180 million it currently
receives. So if the government pursued $18 million a
year and it was seen to cost us $30 million or
$40 million, it would be doing a grave disservice to
the people of Victoria.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr KENNETT - The honourable member
interjects inanely, as always. As I said, no decision
whatever has been made. I understand the application
has been made; I am not sure whether it has been
received in writing. Crown indicated yesterday that it
was making application to the government to have
those aspects reviewed. That review will take place.
There is no preconceived condition. As always the
government, however difficult the decision may be,
will try to do the right thing on behalf of the
Victorian community and all those who are employed
by Crown, for whom the opposition has no concern at
all. The opposition will never be happy until either
the management of Crown changes or Crown itself
fails. That is a typical opposition view on anything in
this state that has contributed to employment or
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stability, or in this case not just $180 million in one
year but approximately $200 million a year, which
the government is able to apply to good public works
that will serve the community for many years.

Melbourne Convention
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - Will the
Premier advise the house on his participation at the
recent Constitutional Convention in Canberra and
foreshadow the issues to be discussed at the
forthcoming Melbourne Convention?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I thank the
honourable member for his question and state at the
outset that prior to the convention I was somewhat
cynical about whether it would be able to perfonn a
worthy function. I was not a regular attender, but I
was well represented by my proxy, the honourable
member for Berwick. Two other representatives from
the chamber, the Leader of the Opposition and the
Leader of the National Party, the Deputy Premier,
also attended but were not given the opportunity of
having proxies. In hindsight the convention has
served the community well. It was drawn from a
disparate group of Australians. Obviously everyone
saw his or her role slightly differently, and some
performed substantially differently from others.
However, the Prime Minister established the
convention with the mission of trying to agree on a
republican model to go forward in a referendum to
decide whether the country should move to a republic
or maintain the monarchy, and in the final analysis
the convention achieved that end.
As the house will be well aware, as a result of much

discussion, I fmally supported the model advocating
the election of an Australian president by a two-thirds
majority of the joint houses of Parliament. An
election structured this way will quite clearly deliver
both a republic and an improvement in the present
system.
One of the conditions I have always spoken of is that
if we are to change from the system we have to a new
system it has to be better, and the proposed model is
better because at the moment the system simply
requires the nomination from the Prime Minister. In
order for a president to be selected there must be
bipartisanship between the Prime Minister, the
Leader of the Opposition and a two-thirds majority 0f
both houses.
I also put forward my view that the dismissal should
be effected by a majority vote of the House of
Representatives on the motion of the Prime Minister,
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and I did that because it will meet the community
expectation that if there is to be a change it must
preserve and build upon the essential elements of the
current system.
Therefore the convention has been of value to the
community in processing change, and I congratulate
the Prime Minister on having had the foresight to
hold it, as I congratulate all those who attended,
particularly those who attended every day, which was
a majority of the delegates.
The honourable member asked me about the
forthcoming Melbourne Convention, which will
examine the way Federation works a century on. This
is the third convention held in the build-up to the
change of the century. It is a repeat of the Melbourne
Convention which was held here in January 1899,
when Victorians played a predominant role in
finalising the document of Federation signed in
Sydney on 1 January 190 1.
It is appropriate again, given that there has been a
convention in Adelaide and Sydney, that 100 years
later we hold our own convention in Melbourne. It
will be conducted from 2 March in the true spirit of
Australian federalism and nationhood, and will
involve leaders from all fields across the community.
It will look practically at the workings of Federation
to determine the core steps to ensure that we have a
relevant and effective Federation. It will focus on the
Federation looking out to the global economy and
governments, which we think is important; the
Federation looking in, in terms of the structural and
institutional issues involving boundaries of private
and public sector, and the role of local government. It
will also discuss the economic union between the
commonwealth, the states and territories, including
financial arrangements, taxation, tax powers and
revenue sharing.
At the end of the three-day event it is our objective to
come up with a concise and meaningful statement on
how federation can best serve the Australian people.
In the area of taxation this is terribly important
because, as members of this house will know
regardless of their politics, there has been a
substantial shift in the independence of the states in
recent times because of High Court decisions in terms
of certainty of our taxation powers.
As we move into the 21 st century the states and their
communities are entitled to financial security, and I
hope that will be part of major tax refonn.

Mr Thwaites interjected.

3

Mr KENNETT - I understand you are not
interested in anything serious or anything to do with
policy, but it is a very important convention. It has
been put together by my colleague the honourable
member for Berwick, and I thank him both for his
representation in Canberra at the Constitutional
Convention and in advance for the work he will do
on this convention, which will be held from 2 March.

Crown Casino: tax concessions
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition)Does the Treasurer support giving a further tax
concession to high rollers at the Melbourne casino?
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - As a member
of the cabinet and a member of the government I
support the decision the government reaches.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Thwaites - We know what that means!

Mr STOCKDALE -If you know what I mean,
that would be the first time that has happened! There
are processes under the contracts between the
government and the casino operator, and processes
provided under the regulatory scheme to deal with
any issue raised by the casino. They will be dealt with
in accordance with those processes.
I might, however, make the point that it was made
clear at the time the government addressed the issue
of the tax rate appropriate to tourism-based clients of
the casino that it believed it was appropriate to reduce
the rate below that applicable generally in order to
facilitate the marketing expenses
associated - Mr Brumby inteIjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - Do you want the answer or
not? The precise model introduced has not achieved
that outcome. Nonetheless, the issue needs to be
addressed by the government in accordance with the
processes that apply to issues of this kind.

Electricity: winter power bonus

Ms McCALL (Frankston)- Will the Treasurer
infonn the house of the benefits that will flow to all
Victorians from the government's plans for a winter
power bonus?
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I have great
pleasure in endorsing the announcement contained in
the Governor's speech that as a result of the
perfonnance of the government's electricity reforms,
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exceeding even the expectations we had at the time
we initiated those reforms, over the next three years
we will reduce the winter power bill of each franchise
customer by $60 per annum. That is a direct result of
the introduction of a competitive market.
The many advantages the community has received
from those returns over the past few years include
three: the first is that franchise consumers, those who
do not have the right yet to choose their supplier,
have been gaining the benefit of pegging electricity
prices below the inflation rate under government
regulation. In real terms this has increased the
purchasing power of family budgets because less of
the family budget has been used on electricity.
Secondly, the relatively small number- now several
thousands - of large consumers who are
participating in the competitive market have secured
gains that surveys suggest are, on average, around
10 per cent in the cost of electricity and up to a 40 per
cent reduction in the bills of particular companies.

In addition the state has been receiving franchise fees.
Electricity companies have been making payments to
the government in respect of franchise customers, and
obviously as the number of franchise customers
phases down in the transition period those payments
were set to reduce so that by December 2000, when
all households and all other Victorians have the right
to choose their supplier, there will be no franchise
fees.
We expect that at that time all customers will benefit
from significant reductions brought about by
competition and by the improvements in productivity.
As a result of the reforms doing even better than we
expected we are able to effectively bring that benefit
forward for consumers who do not have the right to
choose their supplier until December 2000. That is a
significant benefit, and builds on top of nearly
$2 billion of reductions in the cost of government and
government utilities to the people of Victoria. It
builds on the reductions in petrol and payroll taxes
contained in the last budget.
It is clear from any dispassionate analysis of the
perfonnance of the government's reforms that this
benefit - a freeze in electricity prices for nearly
three years, a pegging below the inflation rate and
now a $60 reduction every year for the next three
years - could never have been delivered by the
previous system. The monopoly position which the
Labor Party supported could not and did not deliver
those benefits for the people of Victoria. This
initiative is one I would have expected the Leader of
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the Opposition to have the good sense to support.
From this winter people will see a $60 per annum
reduction in their bills and they will know, judging by
the inteIjections of the Leader of the Opposition
today, that the Labor Party does not support the
measure. The opposition is so negative and
dog-in-the-manger about benefits for the people of
Victoria that it cannot even support a $60 a year
reduction in the price of electricity. I am sure I speak
for every Victorian when I say that I am totally
bemused as to how the opposition could be against
this measure.
Land titles tendering process
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition)- I
refer the Premier to the $40 million land titles
tendering process which provided for 120 jobs to be
created in Ballarat and ask: is it not a fact that
because this whole process has been extensively
bungled by the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management a new tender process is now under way
and that under the new tender process there is no
requirement whatsoever for the 120 jobs created to go
to BaHarat.

Mr KENNETT (Premier) - Once again the
Leader of the Opposition is wrong. We went through
the process and the tender documents were
withdrawn because both - I think it was only two in
the end - competing finns had difficulty in meeting
the requirements of the tender. It has now been pulled
back and broken into four tenders, two of which are
fairly large and two of which are smaller. It is still
hoped that the two major contracts will go to regional
Victoria.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! If the honourable
member for Williamstown wishes to ask a question, I
will give him the call next time.
Mr KENNEIT - The Leader of the Opposition
will understand that on coming to office this
government, actually identified Ballarat as an IT
centre for this state, the country and, beyond
Australia, the world. It has made substantial
investments in the town, unlike the previous Labor
government which did not at any stage make any
commitment to IT in any regional area in Victoria.
Even today, the opposition is yet to bring down any
policy at all in the vital area of infonnation
technology and multimedia. The government is
attracting business to Ballarat on its merits, although
with the first tender, which was an outsourcing of IT
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between Vicroads and PTC, the government did
specifY Ballarat as an anchor tenant for the
development of the relationship between the new
infonnation technology park and the university. That
has worked exceptionally well and the government
will continue where it can to direct work there. The
Labor Party still has absolutely no policy after two
years.
Honourable members interyecting.

Mr KENNETT - You say you do. I challenge
the opposition to table today its policy on infonnation
technology and multimedia.
Honourable members interyecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house will come
to order.
Mr KENNETT - The opposition is a policy-free
zone. Members of the opposition are very good at
attacking personalities, , but when it comes to
substance they do not have one policy to offer.
In conclusion, the City of Ballarat and the

surrounding districts, the City of Greater Geelong and
the City of Greater Bendigo have all advanced
substantially in the past five years under the programs
and policies advanced by this government after
suffering 10 years of neglect by the Labor Party when
it had the opportunity to do something positive.

Education: programs
Mr TREASURE (Gippsland East)- Will the
Minister for Education infonn the house of the
government's commitment to education in Victoria
and how programs such as Keys to Life are
impacting at the school level?
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - It gives
me great pleasure yet again to rise in this house and
give more good news to Victorians. The government
is clearly committed to quality education for our
young people. That is very much in stark contrast to
those honourable members sitting opposite. As many
honourable members know, it was their party, the
Australian Labor Party, which, when in government,
left the education system wrecked and in need of a
complete overhaul. We all remember the newspaper
reports outlining how teachers could not be paid and
that funds had to be taken out of the SEC. We all
remember the reports about bus operators delivering
kids to school not being paid and the payments being
delayed beyond 30 June in special funny-money
accounts.

As the Premier indicated, members of the
government are prepared to do the hard work to
deliver the policies and to make policy changes that
will deliver for our children, the next generation,
systems equal to world-best standards.

We are spending $351 million more on education
than our predecessors did in their last term of office.
That is a 14.5 per cent increase in expenditure, which
is significant by any means. We have rewarded our
teachers both through pay and professional
development. The opposition spokesman on
education says it is a rort. I would have thought a
15.9 per cent pay rise since July 1995-Honourable members interyecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the honourable
member for Niddrie to stop making inane
interjections across the chamber. He should remain
silent.
Mr GUDE - I would have thought a 15.9 per
cent pay rise since July 1995, which is well ahead of
inflation, was very important. That came about at the
time the government introduced a professional
recognition program, which is also important because
it recognises quality of teachers, their professionalism
and their conunitment.

The government is currently spending $9 million per
annum on professional development for our teachers.
That may not be valued by members opposite but as I
go round schools - I have been to more than 500 in
the past couple of years - I know it is very much
appreciated by the teachers. It is also greatly
appreciated by parents, who see the value of
professional upskilling, particularly in areas such as
multimedia and infonnation technology.
The government has committed $52 million every
year to increasing literacy standards of our youngsters
in the early years of development. Again that is a
clear focus and a deliberate policy outcome. The
opposition has its friends, and there is a mysterious
ALP front group called Parents for Smaller Class
Sizes. I wonder whether one of them will pop up as
an ALP candidate. Perhaps I should ask the
honourable member for Springvale whether a
member of that group has managed to buy his seat.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the minister not
to invite interjections.
Mr GUDE -What is the truth about class sizes?
The fact is that Victoria has one teacher for every
15.2 students. The national average is 15.3. They are
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the latest figures. While the jackals opposite bark and
bay, I make the point that they are not my figures but
those of the Australian Bureau of Statistics figures. If
members of the opposition want to call them liars
they can do so. They compute those numbers across
Australia in a consistent measure.
Any honourable member who goes round schools
and is worth his salt knows the actual class sizes are
detennined by a number of factors, including the
number of specialist teachers that a principal might
decide to have in the school to cater for sports or
other areas, the number of children of a certain age
level in primary schools and the number of students
enrolled in VCE subjects. The community realises
that the Kennett government, unlike the opposition, is
responsible. It is a good government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GUDE -The present government employs
only full-time teachers for full positions. Unlike the
Labor Party, which in the end wasted in excess of
$20 million, this government does not employ a
full-time teacher when a current teacher goes on
maternity leave.

As was reflected in His Excellency's speech today,
the sacrifices made by the community to restore
Victoria to its rightful position will require the
delivery of a responsible dividend back to the
community, a dividend aimed at improving the
learning outcomes of young people rather than
featherbedding the antiquated practices of the
Australian Labor Party or the AEU.

Schools: information technology
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray)- I refer the
Minister for Education to his prediction reported in
the Herald Sun on 23 January that school libraries
will be replaced by computers. Does he still stand by
those remarks? When did he last read a novel on a
computer screen? Will he admit that his misguided
attempt at presenting himself as a visionary was the
opening shot in his bid for the leadership of the
parliamentary Liberal Party?

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education)- The
honourable members on this side of the house, unlike
those on the other side, take great pride in the
changes that have occurred in Victorian education
and in the improved delivery of infonnation
technology and the degree of commitment within
schools.
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I am advised that when the previous government
went out of office the ratio of computers to students
was 1: 16. This government is committed to having a
ratio of 1:5 by the end of its current term of office.
Currently the ratio is a little over 1:7 - a significant
number - and more than 600 are currentIy
connected to the Internet. Virtually all schools have
Internet access.
An opposition member interjected.

Mr GUDE - If the honourable member had
spent time visiting schools as some of us have he
would realise-An opposition member interjected.

Mr GUDE -1 have done that in Mitcham as
well; isn't that interesting?
An opposition member interjected.

Mr GUDE - About two weeks ago and about
four months ago. The reality is that, against this,
youngsters are undertaking some sensational projects
using the Internet.
An opposition member inteJjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Sunshine is wiping the smile off the
Speaker's face.
Mr GUDE - With the variety of commitment in
Victoria to deliver Vicnet 1 through the Minister for
Multimedia, Victorian schools will once again be not
just leading nationally and internationally but driving
ahead of anywhere else in the world. It would be
foolhardy in the extreme to believe that the
knowledge garnering in Victorian schools will
always be done from books in the library in the
traditional way.
On the occasion referred to I was indicating -

and it
would appear that everybody but the member for
Footscray was aware of it - that information
technology is becoming increasingly pervasive and
able to be used in classrooms, and that there will be
increasing use of that facility rather than of traditional
libraries.
Unlike the opposition, which has no education or
multimedia policies and no policies in a whole raft of
other areas, the present government is looking
forward in a visionary sense to 2050 and has clearly
identified, from all the evidence given to it in the area
of infonnation technology, that this is the area most
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likely to change. I am proud to be a member of a
government that has the first multimedia ministry in
the world. a ministry that is doing a tremendous job
for Victoria.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr GUDE - If the Leader of the Opposition
thinks it is funny I can tell him that thousands of
people who are getting jobs as a consequence of the
driving commitment of this government in that area
think it is very important.

Water safety
Mrs PEULICH (Bentleigh) - Will the Minister
for Sport advise the house of action being taken to
raise water safety awareness in the community and to
improve surf lifesaving facilities?
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport) -- The
recent spate of drownings, which I am sure must be
of concern to all members of this house as it is to the
government, has drawn attention to the major
problem that the level of community awareness of
water safety needs reassessing and increasing. Water
safety has always been a government priority. One
factor that must be stressed is that 80 per cent of the
Victorian population lives along the coast or inland
waterways. Victoria has a great climate, great
beaches and lifestyles, which means there could be
problems with water safety.
The figures this year show an alarming increase.
Since 14 November 1997, 34 deaths have occurred in
Victoria by drowning: 21 along the coast, lion
inland waterways and 2 in backyard pools. That is
just a bit better than 12 over 3 days, which is of great
concern to the government. On 4 January the Premier
announced community support funding for lifesaving
into the 21st century, which is a program to assist the
32 surf lifesaving clubs and the 29 royallifesaving
clubs, Victorian branch, to upgrade club facilities.
The government recognises the great work of
volunteers in patrolling beaches and wants to assist
them to conduct their educational practices programs
and further their work.
It is easy to understand that without adequate
facilities there will be no volunteers, and without
volunteers there will be more drownings. There has
never been a drowning between flags at a patrolled
beach. Not all beaches can be patrolled, however, and
that concerns the government. Not only that; there are
other high-risk areas such as dams, backyard pools
and rivers with rips, snags, submerged rocks and
currents.
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Last year Sport and Recreation Victoria funded a
water safety symposium conducted by Vicswim in
conjunction with the Royal Life Saving Society and
Surf Life Saving Victoria and attended by 29 aquatic
agencies. It produced the Victorian water safety
strategy which is currently being prepared for
distribution.
Last week the Premier and I met with representatives
ofVicswim, the Herald Sun and Channel HSV 7 to
discuss the development of a program to improve
swimming capabilities and promote a fuller
understanding of the dangers. I am delighted to report
that both the Herald Sun and the Age have committed
to work with the government. They met for 3 hours
today and intend to meet again next Monday to the
present to the Premier a five-year strategy to raise
community awareness of the dangers of water and to
create a safe environment for people to enjoy water
facilities and sports.

Ports: Webb Dock dispute
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I refer the
Treasurer to the sublease by Patrick stevedores of a
section ofWebb Dock to P and C Stevedores, the
National Farmers Federation company. and to his
admission that he was briefed about the sublease plan
prior to Christmas 1997. Will the Treasurer detail
when he was first briefed about the matter, who he
was briefed by and whether the briefing dealt with the
industrial agenda behind the sublease arrangements
for the NFF?
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - This is a
terrifying, rabbit-killer question! This is like the
$100 million the government paid to P and 0
Australia to settle a dispute. On one day you had the
government paying $100 million to settle the claim.
This was supposedly based on reliable documentsdocuments you got from a court! Where are the
documents? How is it we are not reading about that?
The honourable member for Williamstown has
proven that the apparent authority with which he puts
these issues is absolutely nil; it is nonexistent. In fact,
the honourable member made an assertion that he
could not back up when challenged. The honourable
member now seeks to misrepresent the position that
has been on the public record for the past few weeks.
Of course when there is a proposal involving a
government agency approving a potentially
significant sublease the government is briefed about
it. Would you expect that a significant sublease
within the port of Melbourne would be being
approved by the Port of Melbourne Authority and
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nobody would bother to tell the government? Is that
the way the Labor Party did business when it was in
government? If that is the way it happened when the
Labor Party was in government, thank goodness it
has no realistic prospect of being in government in
the foreseeable future.
I think I explained that between Christmas and the
New Year I was briefed on the proposal that a
sublease be sought under the lease between the Port
of Melbourne Authority and Patrick Stevedores. I
made it clear publicly, and I do so again in the house
today, that the only involvement the government has
had in these matters is receiving that briefmg on the
one hand and on the other hand instructing the Port of
Melbourne Authority to deal with the matter on a
commercial footing, which it did.

Buses: metropolitan services
Mr DIXON (Dromana) - Will the Minister for
Transport infonn the house of the advantages of bus
reforms for Melbourne's public transport users?
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport)Honourable members will be aware that during 1996
and 1997 negotiations were carried out with private
bus proprietors regarding the contracts under which
they were operating. They will recall that in 1990 the
private bus operators signed new seven-year contracts
with the then Labor government under which
payments were based on the number of kilometres
buses travelled rather than the number of passengers
they carried. As a result bus routes throughout
metropolitan Melbourne did not deliver services to
consumers properly. It was clear that changes had to
occur and that fmancial incentives were needed to
encourage other bus operators to supply services of
the sort the National Bus Company has for some time
been providing to commuters in the eastern suburbs.
The National Bus Company signed a contract with
the government that called for it to provide services
subsidised by the government on the basis of the
number of passengers carried. As a result the
company is delivering more frequent bus services
over a greater span of hours than Met buses
previously operated in those areas, providing more
weekend services, and providing improved services
to railway stations and shopping centres. Not only
has the service frequency improved in the National
Bus Company area, patronage has increased
significantly. The National Bus Company has
introduced a fleet of 56 mini-buses, which has
enabled it to penetrate local suburban streets that are
impenetrable to larger buses and has brought public
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transport access to within 400 metres of
approximately 95 per cent of households in the
franchise area. Commuters now have the option of a
decent bus service in the eastern suburbs, something
that was not open to them earlier.
They are the terms of the new contracts to which the
government and the metropolitan private bus
operators committed themselves last December. Not
only are bus customers getting a better service, but
taxpayers will save $100 million over the next
10 years as a result of the excellent negotiations that
were concluded in December. The new contracts
provide for the replacement of more than 600 buses
in the existing fleet, which will lead to improvements
in customer comfort, safety and accessibility. When I
talk of accessibility, I am talking of disabled access,
and Victoria leads the way in accessibility to public
transport of all states and territories in Australia.
Melbourne's buses carry more than one-third of
Victoria's 320 million annual public transport
passengers, and the government's refonns will ensure
customer demand and patronage throughout the
metropolitan area are the key priorities during the
tenn of the lO-year contracts. This is a wonderful
example of the kind of cooperation the government
can obtain from the private bus operators. It stands in
stark contrast to the war that occurred between the
private bus operators and the then Labor government
during its 10 years in power.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Dr NAPTIIINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - I wish to make a personal
explanation .. On Wednesday, 3 December 1997, in
the adjournment debate on nursing home fees and on
the following day during question time I advised the
house that under the new federal government policy
full pensioners in nursing homes will pay only a daily
care fee and not an accommodation charge. Although
this is the truth for full pensioners who were residents
of nursing homes prior to 1 October 1997, I have
since been advised that full pensioners entering
nursing homes after that date may be required to pay
an accommodation charge of up to $4380 a year for a
maximum of five years. The full charge applies only
to new nursing home residents with assets worth
$44 400 or more, and the decision on whether or not
to charge the accommodation fee is wholly at the
discretion of the nursing home operator.

PETITIONS
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PETITIONS
The Clerk - I have received the following
petitions for presentation to Parliament:
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not be allowed to proceed at Walkerville now or in the
future.
And your petitioners. as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Ms Davies (117 signatures)

Dental Practice Bill
Wheelers Hill boundary
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state
ofYictoria sheweth that the Dental Practice Bill 1998 has
the potential to undennine the high ethical and professional
standards required of dental care by removing the
restrictions on who may practice in the provision of dental
services to the community.
Your petitioners therefore pray that:
Dental surgery or medicine be regulated to
ensure that only qualified and registered dental
operatives be allowed to practise.
The restrictions on who may own dental
practices be maintained.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Ashley (26 signatures)

Walkerville boat safety facility
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state
ofYictoria sheweth that:
We wish to draw to the attention of the house
the amount of people that are against the
proposal to build a rock groyne, car park and
boat ramp at Walkerville;
It is of major concern due to the extra people
pressure that will be placed on the existing area
that is already suffering from this problem. It
will also create a visual eyesore on the coast and
the environmental impact is yet to be fully
understood. Its construction will also only
benefit a specific interest group, to the detriment
of the majority of people that live at or visit
Walkerville that would prefer to see the
coastline without this type of development. It
will also create a dangerous situation by
allowing inexperienced boat operators easier
access to an open bay that has very changeable
weather conditions and that is also exposed to
large surf conditions during autumn, winter and
spring. This facility has been named as the
Walkerville Boat Safety Facility by its
proponents but the local people that know the
area well believe it will lead to more people
getting into life-threatening situations.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the proposal that has
been put forward by the boating club to build this facility

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 information to be considered in the
review of suburb names and boundaries by the State
Government Place Names Committee.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the boundary of
Wheelers Hill be extended to take in the area bounded by
Lum Road, Wellington Road, South Eastern Freeway,
Springvale Road and Femtree Gully Road.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr E. R. Smith (2007 Signatures)

Accident Compensation Act
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 draws to the attention of the Legislative
Assembly its concerns that the current review of
Workcover will lead to changes to the Accident
Compensation Act 1985, which will be detrimental to
workers' rights to a fair and just compensation system and
to health and safety in the workplace.
Your petitioners therefore request that the government:
Reject any proposals to further limit access to
common law for injuries or illnesses.
Maintain the right of workers to choose their
own medicallhealth practitioner.
Improve access to, and levels of benefits. by
restructuring payments to one level after 26
weeks.
Improve access to independent rehabilitation
services and return to work opportunities.
Increase average premiums in line with the
Australian average rather than reduce rights and
entitlements.
Improve health and safety standards and
enforcement in the workplace.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Micallef (845 signatures)

Laid on table.

NOTICES OF MOTION

10

ASSEMBLY

in Schools program, which allows students to gain credit
towards their VCE by entering the workplace and
learning a range of skills; and (jii) expanding the
Victorian Youth Development program, which fosters
leadership, tearnwork and responsibility skills through
participation in a range of leading community service
organisations;

NOTICES OF MOTION
The SPEAKER of motion?

Order! Are there are notices

Notices of motion given.

Government school system
Mr ELDER (Ripon)- I desire to give notice that
tomorrow I will move:
That this house commends the government and the
Minister for Education for revitalising and transforming the
school education system, which, having been left neglected
and in tatters by the previous Labor government, is now
equipped to deliver students a quality education in a
superior learning environment, as a result of numerous
reforms and improvements, including:
(a)

increasing spending on government school education by
$351 million or 14.5 per cent over the last five years;

(b) reducing the $670 million backlog in school repairs and
maintenance left by the previous Labor government to
$280 million over the last five years;
(c) committing SI billion between 1996 and 2000 to building
new and better government schools and to improving
existing school facilities;
(d) ensuring that students' individual needs are met by
maintaining student-teacher ratios that are below the
national average;
(e) offering students more schools per thousand square
kilometres than any other state in Australia;
(t)

spending $52 million per year on the Keys to Life early
literacy program;

(g) employing 640 specialist trained reading recovery
teachers to assist students who require additional
assistance to learn to read and write;
(h)

lifting retention rates to well above the national average;

(i)

improving the access of all students to a quality
education, irrespecti ve of personal circumstances, by(i) increasing the education maintenance allowance,
which provides fimding to students with financially
disadvantaged parents, by 90 per cent since 1990-91;
(ii) providing $140 million this year to assist students
with special needs, rural and isolated students, students
with English as a second language and students with
disabilities; (iii) increasing fimding to students with
disabilities and impairments by $50 million since 1992;
(iv) directing an additional $12 million in 1998 to student
welfare, counselling and support services and tackling
youth suicide; and (v) committing over $14 million to
drug education programs between 1997-99;

(j)

broadening and enriching the education provided to
students through - (i) spending $48.4 million this year
to help all government students study a language other
than English; (ii) the Vocational Education and Training
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(k) providing on average one computer for every 7.5 students
at government schools;
(I)

committing $20 million to be spent over 1997-2000 to
introduce multimedia computers into every Victorian
school--

Mr 8rumby - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
there have been instances in the past few years in this
Parliament when the Speaker has ruled that notices of
motion are excessive in length. While the motion
canvasses an important issue, it is clearly excessive in
length. It runs to well in excess of an A4 page - it is
a page and a half-and has been running now for
the best part of 4 minutes. In the interests of
cooperation in Parliament and enabling reasonable
debate I ask you, Sir, to rule that the motion is of
excessive length and should be reduced to the sort of
maximum that has been set previously of about 8 to
10 lines.
The SPEAKER - Order! The 21 st edition of
May at page 325 makes it clear that generally where
motions of this kind exceed 250 words in length they
are deemed to be excessive. I uphold that ruling. I
believe that for the sake of better Parliament the
details the honourable member for Ripon has been
moving in his motion can well be canvassed in a
general motion on the subject concerned and should
be dealt with in his speech and not in a motion. I
commend to all honourable members that they
accede to that ruling. Will the honourable member for
Ripen advise the Chair how much more he has to go
to complete the motion?

Mr ELDER - I have nearly completed it300 words is generally one page-The SPEAKER - Order! How much has the
member still got to go?

Mr ELDER -

I will round off now, Mr Speaker.

Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! I will allow the
member to finish his motion. We will look at it
between now and tomorrow, and on tomorrow's
notice paper it may be abbreviated to come within the
250-word limit.
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The motion continues:

(m) advancing the interests of government teachers by(i) delivering to them a 15.9 per cent salary increase since
July 1995 and offering salaries of up to $56 494 for
classroom teachers.. with access to additional payments of
up to a further $4000 per year for assuming extra
responsibilities; (ii) ensuring Victoria's government
teachers have the lowest maximum face-to-face teaching
hours of any state; and (iii) advertising and filling more
than 4500 teaching positions for the 1998 school year;
and
(n) establishing the Schools of the Third Millenium project,
through which schools, business leaders and the
community have input into shaping future education
policy which will forge a school system able to meet the
needs and challenges of the society of the 21 st century.

Further notices of motion given.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND
REGULATIONS COMMITIEE
Redundant and unclear legislation

11
Standard for the Uniform Scheduling of Drugs
and Poisons No. 12, Amendment No. 1 and
Notice regarding the amendment.
commencement and availability of the Poisons
Code

Environment Conservation Council Act 1997Investigation of Victoria's Box-lronbark Forests and
Woodland Areas
Environment Protection Act 1970 - Order declaring State
Environment Protection Policy (Ground waters of Victoria)
(Government Gazette No. S 160, 17 December 1997)
Financial Management Act 1994Report of the Acting Minister for Agriculture
and Resources that she had received the 1996-97
Annual Report of the Emu Industry
Development Committee
Report of the Minister for Agriculture and
Resources that he had received the 1996-97
Annual Report of the Murray Valley Winegrape
Industry Development Committee
Reports of the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management that she had received the
1996-97 Financial Statements of the -

Mr RY AN (Gippsland South) presented third report
on redundant and unclear legislation, together with an
appendix.

Baimsdale Regional Waste
Management Group

Laid on table.

Western Regional Waste
Management Group

Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Alpine Resorts Commission - Report for the year ended
31 October 1997
Ballarat Health Service - Report for the year 1996-97
(two papers)

Report of the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management that she had received the
1995-96 Annual Report of the Eastern Regional
Waste Management Group
Report of the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management that she had received the
1996-97 Annual Report of the Northern
Regional Waste Management Group
Reports of the Minister for Health that he had
received the 1996-97 Annual Reports of theKooweerup Regional Health Service

Border Groundwaters Agreement Review CommitteeReport for the year 1996-97

O'Connell Family Centre (Grey
Sisters) Inc.

Building Act 1993Building Code of Australia - Amendment
No.2
Minister's exemption certificate under section
9( I) of the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 and
notice of the making of the Amendment (G.G.
G2, 15 January 1997)
Constitution Act Amendment Act 1958 - Statement of
function conferred on the Electoral Commissioner on
9 December 1997
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 Documents pursuant to section 12(H)- Poisons Code-

Report of the Minister for Sport that he had
received the 1996-97 Annual Report of the
Victorian Institute of Sport, together with
notification of the reasons for the delay in
receiving the report
Report of the Minister for Health that he had not
received the following 1996-97 Annual Reports,
together with notification of the reasons for the
delay in receiving the ReportsAlpine Health Group
Tawonga and District General
Hospital

PAPERS
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Bright District Hospital and Health
Services
Myrtleford and District War
Memorial Hospital
Forests (Bowater-Scott Agreement) Act 1986Termination Deed under section 7
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Flinders Planning Scheme - No. L157
Frankston Planning Scheme - Nos. L88, L93,
Ll04
Glen Eira Planning Scheme - Nos. L14, L18.
L2I
Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme- No. L68

Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 - Notice under
section 32(3)(a) in relation to an Order declaring the State
Environment Protection Policy (Ground waters of Victoria)
(Government Gazette No. G3, p. 112,22 January 1998)
Melbourne City Link Act 1995 - Orders pursuant to
section 8(4) increasing the Project Area
Melbourne Port Services Pty Ltd - Financial Statements
for the period ended 3 I May 1997
Melbourne Sports and Aquatic Centre Trust - Report for
the year 1996-97, together with notification from the
Minister for Sport of the failure to submit the annual report
and the reasons therefor
Parliamentary Committees Act 1968 - Response of the
Minister for Health on action taken with respect to the
recommendations made by the Law Reform Committee in
its Final Report on Legal Liability of Health Service
Providers
Planning and Environment Act 1987 - Notices of
approval of amendments to the following Planning
Schemes:
All Planning Schemes - No. S69
Avoca Planning Scheme - No. L17
Bairnsdale (City) Planning Scheme- No.lA4
Ballarat Planning Scheme - No. L38
Banyule Planning Scheme - No. L14
Bass Planning Scheme - No. L44, LA 7
Berwick Planning Scheme - No. L133
Boroondara Planning Scheme - Nos. L33, LAO,
LAl
Bright Planning Scheme - No. LA5
Brimbank Planning Scheme - No. LA9
Buln Buln Planning Scheme - No. LA7
Bungaree Planning Scheme - No. L30
Buninyong Planning Scheme - No. L61
Co lac Otway Planning Scheme - No. Ll5

Greater Dandenong Planning SchemeNo. L14
Greater Geelong Planning SchemeNos. RI65, R183, R219
Hobsons Bay Planning Scheme - No. L9
Hume Planning Scheme - Nos. L3 7, LA I
Kingston Planning Scheme - No. L34
Knox Planning Scheme - No. L155
Macedon Ranges Planning Scheme- No. L20
Maribyrnong Planning Scheme - Nos. L 16,
L30
Maroondah Planning Scheme- Nos. Ll3, Ll4
Part 2, L21
Melbourne Planning Scheme - Nos. L254,
L290,L291,L292.L293.L295,L310
Melton Planning Scheme - No. L89
Metcalfe Planning Scheme - No. L 7
Moe Planning Scheme - No. LA2
Moira Planning Scheme - No. L 19
Monash Planning Scheme - Nos. L 17, L2I ,
L32 Part I, L35
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme - Nos. L\9,
L30, L32
Moreland Planning Scheme - Nos. 1.23, L39
Part I, L47, L53
Morwell Planning Scheme - Nos. L48, L61 ,
L62
Nillumbik Planning Scheme - No. L I1
Pakenham Planning Scheme - Nos. L 150,
Ll52
Port PhilIip Planning Scheme- Nos. L52, L57.
L58,L59,L60
Rutherglen Planning Scheme - No. L13

Cranbourne Planning Scheme - Nos. L154,
L179 Part 2, Ll85, L2l4

Sherbrooke Planning Scheme - No. L II 0

Dimboola Planning Scheme - No. L9

Stonnington Planning Scheme - Nos. L23,
L25,L26,L31,L36,LA3

Doncaster and Templestowe Planning
Scheme - No. Ll24

Upper Yarra Planning Scheme - No. L78

ARTS ACTS (STATUTE LAW REVISION) BILL
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Werribee Planning Scheme Ll19,Ll20

Nos. L 117 Part I,

Whitehorse Planning Scheme L25, UO
Whittlesea Planning Scheme Ll54, L158

Nos. L19, L22,

Nos. L 152,

Wodonga Rural City Planning SchemeNo. L19
Yam Planning Scheme -

Nos. L53, L58, L59,
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Phannacists Act 1974 -

S.R. No. 167

Planning and Environment Act 1987 S.R. No. 151,8/1998
Plant Health and Plant Products Act 1995S.R. No. 158
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986S.R. No. 159
Printers and Newspapers Act 1958S.R. No. 141

L60, L64
Residential Tenancies Act 1980- S.R. No. 160
Yam Ranges Planning Scheme L65,L72,L74,L77,L85

Nos. L49,

Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 - Australian
Standard for Hygienic Production of Rabbit Meat for
Human Consumption
State Superannuation Fund - Report of the Actuarial
Investigation as at 30 June 1997
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:

Road Safety Act 1986 -

S.R. Nos. 153, 171

Second-Hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers Act
1989-S.R. No. 175
Small Claims Tribunals Act 1973S.R. No. 161
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 142,143,152,168,169,170

S.R. Nos.

Administrative Appeals Tribunal Act 1984S.R. No. 140

Supreme Court Act 1986 139

S.R. Nos. 137, 138,

Cancer Act 1958-S.R. No. 165

Taxation Administration Act 1997S.R. No. 172

County Court Act 1958-S.R. No. 174
Tobacco Act 1987 -

S.R. No. 157

Consumer Affairs Act 1972-S.R. No. 2/1998
Corrections Act 1986 -

S.R. No. 155

Country Fire Authority Act 1958S.R. No. 144
Dangerous Goods Act 1985 Dentists Act 1972 -

S.R. No. 311998

S.R. Nos. 150, 166

Education Act 1958-S.R. No. 162
Equipment (Public Safety) Act 1994S.R. No. 4/1998
Financial Institutions Duty Act 1982S.R. No. 7/1998
Firearms Act 1996 -

Treasury Corporation of Victoria Act 1992 S.R. No. 149
Wildlife Act 1975 - S.R. No. 156
Zoological Parks and Gardens Act 1995S.R. No. 111998
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994Ministers' exception certificates in relation to
Statutory Rule Nos. 130, 145, 137, 138, 139,
140,141,142,143,151,152,166,167,174
Ministers' exemption certificates in relation to
Statutory Rule Nos. 146,147,148,149,150,
156,157,158,162,163,164,165,172,1/1998,
3/1998,411998,5/1998,6/1998, 7/1998, 8/1998

S.R. No. 611998

Gas Industry Act 1994-S.R. Nos. 146, 147,
148
Human Tissue Act 1982 -

S.R. No. 163

Infertility Treatment Act 1995-S.R. No. 164
Land Tax Act 1958-S.R. No. 145
Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works
Act 1958 - S.R. No. 173
National Parks Act 1975 -

S.R. No. 154

Occupational Health and Safety Act 1985S.R. No. 511998

Victorian Dried Fruits Board 1995-96

Report for the year

ARTS ACTS (STATUTE LAW REVISION)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - In
accordance with the usual practice and in order to
preserve the privileges of the house, I move:

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
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That) have leave to bring in a bill to make minor
amendments to the Libraries Act 1988 and certain other
acts and for other purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-iD-reply
The SPEAKER - Order! I have to report that
His Excellency the Governor attended the Legislative
Council Chamber this day where His Excellency was
pleased to make a speech to members of both houses
of Parliament of which, for greater accuracy, I have
obtained copies. As the speech is printed, I take it that
honourable members do not desire that I should read
it to them.
Sitting suspended 6.28 p.m. until 8.04 p.m.
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That is an excellent acclamation of the sort of
government we are and will continue to be. As a
female member of Parliament standing on this side of
the house I note that under this administration
unprecedented numbers of women have been
appointed to senior positions in the public sector, to
public advisory bodies, to the judiciary and, of
course, to Parliament. Particularly on this side of the
house, quality has always designated the choice of
candidate for the various seats.

In making certain observations about the Governor's
speech I commence with a short quotation from a
famous novel I remember from my childhood. It is
called Alice in Wonderland by Lewis Carrol!. The
quotation is from a scene at the Mad Hatter's tea
party - which, I hasten to add, bears no resemblance
to the excellent afternoon tea we all enjoyed as guests
of the Parliament this afternoon. Nor, may I say, do
the characters at the Mad Hatter's tea party bear any
resemblance whatsoever to any honourable member
in this chamber. The quote is as follows:

Ms McCALL (Frankston) - I move:
That the following address-in-reply to the speech of His
Excellency the Governor to both houses of Parliament be
agreed to by this house:
Your Excellency:
We, the Legislative Assembly of Victoria assembled in
Parliament wish to express our loyalty to our Sovereign
and to thank Your Excellency for the speech which you
have made to the Parliament.

Before I begin my address-in-reply speech I should
like to speak briefly about my experiences as a new
member of Parliament in this chamber. I am
delighted to contribute to the address-in-reply debate
but I should like to share a couple of points I have
learnt as a result of being a member of Parliament,
particularly a backbencher.
I have taken the following from a little book called
Political Pryorities. I have learned that for some
backbenchers divisions are their only form of
exercise and that the division bell is a form of alarm
clock used to wake sleeping members so that they
may vote as instructed by their whip. That is one
light-hearted aspect of being a member of Parliament.
I have much pride in standing on this side of
Parliament, and I will quote a portion of the
Governor's speech:
My government has rebuilt Victoria's inheritance in the
past five and a half years.

'Have some wine,' the March Hare said in an encouraging
tone. A1ice looked all round the table, but there was
nothing on it but tea 'I don't see any wine,' she remarked.
'There isn't any,' said the March Hare.
'Then you should say what you mean, ' the March Hare
went on. ') do,' Alice hastily replied; 'at least- at least I
mean what I say - that's the same thing, you know.'
'Not the same thing a bit!' said the Hatter. 'Why, you
might just as well say that "I see what I eat" is the same
thing as "I eat what I see!'"

Honourable members might wonder why I quoted
this passage, but the speech relates to
communication, which is the most valuable skill that
we as members of Parliament have and which many
of us will use and abuse during our time as members
of Parliament.
I wish to speak about communication and particularly
how it relates to three areas of importance within my
electorate. The first of these is education. We have
heard much rhetoric in the chamber this afternoon
about education. The Frankston electorate is well
served by both state and private schools. It has seven
state primary schools, three state secondary schools,
four private primary schools and two private
secondary schools. At times it is difficult for
Mount Eliza Secondary College, in particular, to
compete with two of the most prestigious private
schools in the state - Peninsula Grammar and
Toorak College, The honourable member for Niddrie
might remember a short spell he spent at Peninsula in
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his distant past. He was one of its less distinguished
alurrmi, I would suggest!
The catchment of the schools in the electorate reflects
the diversity of the population. In the northern part of
the electorate more people attend state schools than
attend private schools. The southern part has a higher
percentage of people attending private schools. Each
of the schools in its own way has made a remarkable
contribution to communicating the necessity and
importance of education to all the people in the
electorate.
Frankston High has been a pioneer in the area of
information technology - teaching its students to
conununicate with others all around the globe as well
as with each other on a day-to~ay basis, how to surf
the net, how to communicate with schools and
individuals on the other side of the world and how to
learn more about the exciting world in which we live.
Mount Erin was the original Baxter Technical
School. It had its own difficulties, being in the less
advantaged part of the electorate. One of the most
important things my colleague the honourable
member for Cranbourne and I managed to achieve
this year was the locating of a deaf facility at Mount
Erin. Many children from the Pearcedale area who
were hearing disadvantaged had no opportunity of
attending a secondary school in their own area until,
with the help of the Minister for Education, we
located a deaf facility at Mount Erin. This is another
form of communication.
I do not know how many of us here have experienced
the difficulty of speaking with children who are
hearing impaired. It is a very interesting form of
conununication. One of the things you cannot afford
to do when dealing with children or adults who are
less able at hearing is use polispeak or muddled
words or the Alice in Wonderland type of 'Mean
what you say and say what you mean' language,
which has little impact on them. You have to be very
clear and concise, and one of the most valuable skills
that we as members of Parliament have is
conununicating with people like that. I am currently
learning deaf and dumb sign language to enable me
to use it as a better means of communication with
those children in my electorate.
The Peninsula Institute ofTAFE is currently going
through an enormous upheaval as it is about to enter
an amalgamation with both Barton and Casey. There
is no question that amalgamation ofTAFE colleges
in Victoria is long overdue. We have been over
supplied with individual institutions with the resultant
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potential duplication of effort. They have not
necessarily served the best needs of their
conununities.
The Peninsula Institute ofTAFE has long been seen
as a conununity college. It has been very good at
listening and communicating with the people it serves
as far down as Rosebud. During the past 12 months
my colleague in Drornana took great pride in opening
the Rosebud TAFE campus with the Minister for
Tertiary Education. The amalgamation can been seen
only as a positive move for all those institutes. We
need to listen to the needs of industry and the
conununity and to communicate those to our
educators. In that way we will produce better
outcomes for everyone in the community.
I hesitate to say that the links that will be built with
the Monash Peninsula campus will be particularly
important as a means of communication not only for
primary and secondary to the TAFE system but also
through articulation to tertiary education, whether it
be the provision of nursing or the many other skills
that are sorely needed in the community today. The
essential thing about communication in education is
listening to the educators, those who are being
educated, the marketplace and the conununity around
it.

The next topic that was touched on in the Governor's
speech is that of youth, an issue closely linked with
education and which is of major concern to all
Victorians. If we ignore the youth of Australia and
Victoria, particularly those between the ages of 13
and 17, and fail to learn to communicate with them
we will lose them forever.
I have spoken with the youth resources officer in
Frankston, a young woman called Lee Macintosh.
She told me to talk to a group of young people in an
effort to try to understand what they were saying. I
found that to be a very interesting experience. I am
normally very clear in what I say and believe my
listening skills are pretty good, but I found it very
difficult trying to communicate with these young
people because I did not understand a lot of their
language and their culture. As responsible members
of Parliament we must learn to communicate with
young people in a language they understand. We
must not always presume that they must understand
us. We must understand that it is a two-way
exchange: communication is a very important
two-way skill.
Two new initiatives are currently being launched in
Frankston, both of which have been successful
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overseas and elsewhere. They tie in extremely well
with the government's Turning the Tide program.
The fIrst is called Youth at Risk. On 3AW this
morning I heard Les Twentyman expounding the
benefIts of that program in Northern Ireland where he
was visiting. The honourable member for Carrum and
I launched the Youth at Risk program in Frankston
last Sunday at the Seaford Skateboard Park, so it is
now alive and kicking in the Frankston area. It is a
program dealing with communicating with young
people, particularly those who are at risk within the
community because of broken families, abuse, drug
abuse and anything such as that. It is a magnifIcent
way for the community to work with these children to
achieve an outcome.

always easy to criticise the health system when one is
well. It is signifIcant that the criticism of the health
system reduces dramatically when one has actually
used it. My family was exposed to the Peninsula
Health Care Network over the past few months when
my father was suddenly taken ill. I have nothing but
praise for the ambulance officers, the staff of the
Frankston Hospital and everyone involved in the
speedy recovery my father made. The health system
has gone through a massive upheaval, some people
say too much so. I am a supporter of the philosophy
that you take the facilities to where the people are and
you communicate to them the reason you are doing it.

One of the things that interested me about the
enormous number of volunteers who came to the
launch on Sunday was the language they used to
communicate with the young people. I know very
little about skateboards, but I learned rapidly on
Sunday. However, when listening to the discussion
that took place - the commentary, if you likebetween the man who was running the competition
and the young people I thought I had dropped in on
the wrong planet and was not listening to English but
a strange dialect of an obscure tribe lost in the
Amazon. It was a very good learning experience for
the honourable member for Carrum and me. I do not
know whether we will take up skateboard
communication classes, but who knows. Perhaps I
should.

triage. It is a fantastic facility which now provides
fIrst<lass international standard facilities to the
people of the Mornington Peninsula. I know from my
colleague in Rosebud that the Rosebud Hospital is
benefiting from new contract arrangements for the
doctors at that hospital. We are communicating with
the public - in other words, we are listening to what
the public has said is needed. They are
communicating with us and we are listening to them.

The other scheme that has been launched recently in
Frankston is Operation New Start, which is
sponsored by the local police, schools and the local
community. It is run out of one of the secondary
colleges, Mount Erin School, by a fellow called Paul
Kill who is a teacher in the area. He is doing a
fantastic job in communicating with young people on
their tenns and encouraging them to engage in
outward-bound courses such as abseiling and skiing,
things I never had the opportunity to do at school, for
which I am perhaps grateful as I was never good at
sports and was better in the library. Children who are
normally at risk are taken away from their
environment and take part in an eight-week
supervised course. They learn living and coping skills
that probably everyone in this chamber would take
for granted. Those children and young people do not
have those skills, and we must learn to communicate
with them in a way that will benefIt everyone in the
community.
The third area I will touch on which the Governor
mentioned at some length in his speech is health. It is

Last year the Minister for Health opened a
$10 million facility in Frankston for emergency and

The government has recently taken up some
initiatives in the area of palliative and aged care on
the peninsula. Without being unkind about older
members of my electorate, aged care is a big issue in
the southern half of my electorate because a large
number of self-funded retirees and older people will
eventually be looking for access to aged-care
facilities. I hasten to say that I am not checking them
out for my parents, who would be furious if I
suggested that. There is a massive shortage of good
aged<are facilities on the Peninsula, and by
surveying the customer base within the Peninsula
health care network the government is learning what
needs to be done and is communicating what it can
do.
Great inroads have been made into drug
rehabilitation, as was mentioned in the Governor's
speech in the reference to Turning the Tide.
Frankston has a syringe exchange program. I do not
know whether to be proud or horrifIed that it has a
100 per cent syringe exchange. That means the
community has made a concerted effort to clear the
beaches and streets of syringes and to make sure that
the exchange program is used in the way it was
intended to be used. We have communicated to the
community, by having the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services walking the streets of Frankston,
that we know the drugs are there and are not ignoring
the fact; we are indicating to the drug dealers and
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traders that they are not welcome, that we know they
exist and will do everything we can to wipe them out.
Communication is not just the relaying of words: it is
in the exchange of ideas, thoughts and beliefs. It is
understanding different listening skills, displaying
patience and tolerance - particularly to members of
the opposition who seem unable to be quiet for even
30 seconds - to those less capable than we are.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the honourable
member for Yan Yean to keep his voice down or
leave the chamber.
Ms McCALL - Let me assure you, Mr Speaker,
we would not miss him ifhe went! What sets us aside
as members of Parliament is the ability to use our
communication skills and to access all means of
communication, whether they are verbal, through the
media. electronic or written, not just to undermine or
outwit the opposition but also to represent the people
of Victoria to the best of our ability. I have every
intention of continuing to communicate with the
people of my electorate for many years to come and
to represent them to the best of my ability.
May I conclude with the following quotation from
George Du Maurier. I have been informed that
George was never in Australia, but the quotation does
have a little Australianness about it:
A little work, a little play
To keep us going - and so, good-day'
A little warmth, a little light ofloves bestowingAnd so, good-night!
A little fun, to match the sorrow
Of each day's growing - and so, good-morrow'
A little trust that when we die
We reap our sowing and so - good-bye!
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government has made and how it has advanced since
the 1992 election and talked about this being a fitting
time to look at the second part of the government's
53rd parliamentary session. His Excellency
mentioned the rebuilding of Victoria and its
improved performance. The agenda in this session
will show a marked difference. He talked about new
measures and - this is something I regard as
extremely important - the way the government has
moved ahead in the economic debate and how much
the level of debt has improved.
His Excellency talked about a new process that we do
not hear much about and which defmitely needs to be
heard about in the future, as many of the changes,
efficiencies and performances are now well and truly
under way. He said that each new measure and
expenditure proposal will be required to undergo the
test of social advantage. This is what we mean when
we talk about the government moving from the
aspirations of the private sector and building in the
efficiency and good working of government as well
as maintaining the human elements. Social advantage
is about the new and existing services and how much
more benefit they will give the community. Some
people get upset when members of the community
are referred to as customers, but they are customers
and they have to be treated not only as constituents
but as customers who must be given what they expect
of government.
The important thing about the four measures the
Governor spoke of is that they will have to be
measured against the improvements to the outcomes
in education and to the increased job opportunities for
the state. He also talked about encouraging safe,
healthy lifestyles and building a confident and
cohesive community. These are all important issues
that I am sure are approved of by both sides of the
house.

Ms BURKE (Prahran) - I have the honour to
second the motion for the adoption of an
address-in-reply to the speech of the Governor so
ably moved by the honourable member for
Frankston. J would also like to take the opportunity to
congratulate His Excellency Sir lames Gobbo and
Lady Goboo on the tremendous role they are playing
in looking after Victoria and on their continuing role
of contributing to the good governance of this state.

The government will be focused much more on
consolidating Victoria as the kind of place that people
can look on with pride as providing the ideal home,
lifestyle and workplace for the 21st century. Those
words are true: all sides of people's lives must be
looked at, not only the social side of things but also
from the point of view of security, lifestyle,
pleasurable places in which to live, the environment,
workplaces and so on.

His Excellency's speech has given us some clear
directions for the next few years. In the beginning of
his speech he talked about the 53rd Parliament which
we are in now and the division of the Parliament into
two sessions. He referred to the changes the

Many honourable members will want to discuss other
items in the Governor's speech but I would like to
touch on finances. The state is obviously in a healthy
trading position. It is important to get the debt down
and contribute much more finance to help
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communities. The important thing is that Australia is
now in a much healthier trading position, which
started in Victoria and I hope will spread to most of
the other states - New South Wales has a long way
to go. Victoria's international credit rating has
obviously improved and we are one step away from
an AAA rating.
Reform of major services is obviously dear to all our
hearts. I have seen some major improvements in
education and it is a delight to go around to the
primary schools.
Mr MildenhaU - What about Hawksbum
Primary School?
Ms BURKE - And what about Prahran Primary
School that was closed by your government?
The other issue is health. The honourable member for
Frankston brought up an extremely important point,
and it is one that comes back to my electorate many
times.
An opposition member inteIjected.

Ms BURKE - It is very easy to talk about a
health system that you are actually not using! One of
the most important things that has occurred is an
improvement in medical research. For many years
this state was known for its high standard of medical
research and technology, and that fell considerably in
past years. The government has enhanced the level of
medical research and development, particularly breast
cancer research, and I am absolutely delighted that
for once some real funds have been allocated to an
issue that has concerned women for a long time.
Having been on a transport consultative committee, I
know that public transport is improving every day.
Although the introduction of ticketing machines has
been a slow process it is now coming along nicely
and will be of world standard.
I want to touch on one more issue of the Governor's
speech that is close to my heart and is often forgotten
by people in the community, and that is the extensive
reform of the system of justice and safety to
Victorians. I compliment the Attorney-General on the
wonderful initiatives she has had passed through this
house in legislation that protects women, for instance,
in sentencing with regard to rape and stalking. She
has introduced numerous bills for which women in
this state will be eternally grateful but which are
never mentioned. We hear many grizzles but I
congratulate the Attorney-General. She is a proud
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member of this house and shows that by her
contribution in legal terms.
As a member of Parliament of two years standing I
now know that a member's time is divided between
his or her duties in attending Parliament and the
needs of his or her electorate. I now fully appreciate
the collective talents of members on the government
benches. It is a joy to see so many government
members who are experts in particular fields,
including the trades, business and the legal system.
Mr Elder inteIjected.
Ms BURKE- We even have a unionist. The
mixture of talent in a government is important to
democracy. If members of a government do not
understand the feelings of business people, the
workings of businesses or the way people live it is
hard for those members to govern effectively. It is a
healthy sign for democracy that we have a coalition
of such collective talent.
I refer now to my electorate of Prahran, a diverse and
vibrant electorate. Traditionally Prahran has been the
first home in Australia for many Greek families, but
there are now 111 different nations making up the
international fabric ofPrahran and parts ofSt Kilda.
They contribute to society in many ways. Together
with their homeland cultures they bring in a strong
sense of family, a respect for their elders and an
understanding of hard work and enterprise. All these
assets and many more go to making Victoria an
enriched state.

In June 1992 unemployment peaked at 9.3 per cent. I
am proud that Victoria has had the largest fall in
unemployment of any state in Australia during 1997,
the lowest level of unemployment for seven years
and the highest ever number of jobs created in the
history of the state. That improvement is evident in
my electorate. In the early 19905 when I was a
councillor and then mayor of the city many shops
were vacant and many people, including traders, were
in tragic situations. We wondered how we could
assist the traders, but since then businesses have
renewed confidence and the growth is evident. It took
me a long time to get my electorate office in Chapel
Street because shop vacancies are now filled quickly.
We are fortunate in the electorate of Prahran that our
appreciation of our short history is so obviously
visible because of the redevelopment of so many
historic areas and buildings, such as Government
House, which is one of the finest historic houses in
the world. It is looking magnificent since it has been
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fully restored. Considerable money has been spent on
Como House, which has also been restored to its
fonner glory. The Royal Botanic Gardens and the
Observatory have been allocated $7.5 million, and
people are proud to see so many historic buildings
being restored and the preservation and restoration of
so many railway stations. I am pleased that historic
buildings such as the Old Treasury are being restored
to their fonner glory - it is a delight to many people.
I pay tribute to the many workers, tradespeople,
craftsmen and craftswomen, and architects who have
preserved and restored our heritage for future
generations.
I refer now to one of the greatest social and economic
challenges facing this state and this country - drugs.
The people involved in the drug trade are not just
killing our young people, they are threatening the
economic development of the country. The
government has necessarily diverted more than
$100 million for its Turning the Tide program. The
loss of skilled young people, let alone the cost to the
health system of trying to repair the damage they do
to themselves, their families and friends, has
enormous effects. I have worked with many families
faced with the devastation of drugs and the loss of
children through drug overdose. The cost of
rehabilitation of people injured in work-related
incidents and road trauma involving drugs is also a
concern. It breaks my heart to see 13-year-old girls in
the streets of St Kilda stoned out of their minds and
hardly able to stand on their feet on any morning or
night of the week. When people talk of real problems
in society, they are the problems they are referring to,
and they are continuing. Just because the drug
problem is now more in the public eye than formerly
it does not mean it is a new phenomenon. I saw the
effects of the drug problem as far back as the 1970s
and the 1980s. In my electorate needles were left in
parks in the early 1980s, so we saw the problems
then. Although we gladly accept the funds allocated
by the government, we have hardly improved the
situation. The government is doing a magnificent job
with its Turning the Tide program., but we must be
vigilant and continue to work at it.
The legislation introduced and implemented by the
Attorney-General has been vital in combating this
problem. I congratulate the hundreds of volunteers
and community organisations working in the front
line. It is a sad area in which to work. The tragedy of
drugs is closely linked to unemployment. Although
the state is doing as much as it can, more jobs must
be created for young people. Many of our youth
reach the stage where they no longer value their lives,
their families or the community. This tragedy must be
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faced through the combined resources of government,
political parties of all persuasions, community
groups, parents and friends. We must give more
thought to the need to share our time and to discuss
issues with family members in this technical and busy
world in which we live. I congratulate the
government on its continual efforts to understand
young people, who are the future of the state. They
have every right to reach their full potential.
The government having set about restoring Victoria's
fmances, it pleases me to see the strong return of the
state's fiscal health. We live in an increasingly open
and competitive world, with the reality of highly
mobile capital and globally competitive tax systems.
Recent events in Asia are a salient reminder of
international markets that can pass judgment on any
government with unsound policies. The Victorian
government's refonn agenda has been aimed at
improving the state's competitiveness and its ability
to attract and generate productive investment and
jobs. This requires continual reappraisal and
reassessment of policy settings. We must meet the
challenges so we pass on to future generations a
brighter economic outlook than the one we inherited.
The issues facing our communities today do not
provide a monopoly on wisdom and care to anyone
group. We all need to assist and to fmd solutions to
difficult problems.

In conclusion, I extend my best wishes and thanks to
the former Governor, the Honourable Richard
McGarvie, AC, who retired in April. We did not have
a chance to thank him for his services. I wish his wife
and him a happy retirement and thank them for their
services to the state. I have touched on a few issues
that are important to me and I am sure that other
members will bring up many other issues in their
contributions to the address-in-reply. In finishing, I
indicate that my thoughts and very best wishes are
with the Australian troops who today have headed off
to the Middle East.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MILDENHALL
(Footscray).
Debate adjourned until next day.

TEMPORARY CHAIRMEN OF
COMMITIEES
The SPEAKER laid on table warrant nominating Alex
Andrianopoulos, Neil Donald Cole, David James
Cunningham, Kenneth Stephen Jasper, Stephen James
McArthur, Noel John Maughan, David John Perrin,
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Victor John Perton, Inga Peulich, Antony FuJton
Plowman, John Ingles Richardson and George Seitz to
act as Temporary Chairmen of Committees whenever
requested to do so by the Chairman of Committees.

that members ask oral questions without notice at
2.00 p.m. each sitting day (other than on a Tuesday
where a motion expressing sorrow at the death of a
member or any other person may take precedence):
provided that these sessional orders shall not permit
more than one question time each sitting day.

SPEAKER AND DEPUTY SPEAKER

(2)

At 2.00 p.m. on each sitting day (other than a
Tuesday) Mr Speaker shall interrupt the business
before the house, or if the house be in committee,
the Chainnan shall report progress and Mr Speaker
shall then interrupt such business: provided that in
the event that a division is in progress at 2.00 p.m.
such division shall be completed and the result
announced and if such division be upon a closure
motion any question required to be brought to
conclusion as a result of such division shall be so
brought to conclusion.

(3)

Any business under discussion and not disposed of
at 2.00 p.m. shall be resumed immediately at the
conclusion of the asking of oral questions and any
member speaking at the rime of interruption may,
upon the resumption of debate thereon. continue
such speech.

Temporary relief in chair
Mr W. D. McGRATB (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) -

By leave, I move:

That during any absence of Mr Deputy Speaker,
Mr Speaker be authorised to call upon any of the
Temporary Chairmen of Committees to temporarily relieve
him in the chair, and that during any absence of
Mr Speaker, Mr Deputy Speaker be similarly authorised to
call upon any of the temporary chairmen.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
4.

That-

(I) Standing order no. 59 be suspended and,
notwithstanding sessional order no. 2, the first
order of the day on Wednesdays appointed by
resolution of the house shall be the question That
grievances be noted', to which question any
member may speak for not more than 15 minutes
and the whole discussion on this question shall
end at 2.00 p.m.

1.

Unless otherwise ordered, the house shall meet on
Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday, Mr Speaker to take
the chair at 2.00 p.m. on Tuesday and 10.00 a.m. on
Wednesday and Thursday.

(2)

2.

(I)

Sessional orders
Mr W. D. McGRATB (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) -

(2)

I desire to move, by leave:

During the present session, government business
shall take precedence of all other business
(including motions pursuant to standing order
no. 26, which is hereby to the necessary extent
suspended, but not including a motion of want of
confidence in the government) each Tuesday,
Thursday and Friday and at 2.00 p.m. each
Wednesday.

I.

General business -

Grievances

2.

Oral questions (at 2.00 p.m.)

3.

Government business

4.

General business.

Notwithstanding the right of a minister to move a motion
for the adjournment of the house pursuant to standing
order no. 25 -

2.

General business-orders of the day

3.

Oral questions (at 2.00 p.m.)

4

Government business -

5.

Government business- orders of the day.

(1)

At 10.00 p.m. on each sitting day Mr Speaker shall
interrupt the business before the house, or if the
house be in committee, the Chairman shall report
progress and Mr Speaker shaH then interrupt such
business: provided that in the event that a division is
in progress at 10.00 p.m. such division shall be
completed and the result announced and if such
division be upon a closure motion any question
required to be brought to conclusion as a result of
such division shall be so brought to conclusion.

(2)

Upon such interruption of business-

notices of motion

notices of motion

Notwithstanding sessional order no. 2 (I)

1.

On Wednesdays, other than appointed Wednesdays
pursuant to sessional order no. 4, business shall be
called on in the following order:

3.

5.

On those appointed Wednesdays, business shall be
called on in the following order:

So much of standing order no. 124 as allows
members to ask oral questions without notice at the
rime of giving notices of motion be suspended and

(a)

Before a motion for the adjournment is
proposed by Mr Speaker, a minister may move
that the sitting be continued; which motion
shall be put forthwith without amendment or
debate and if such motion is agreed to, the
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house or committee shall resume the
proceedings at the point at which they had
been interrupted; or
(b)

(3)

6.

If a minister does not so move, Mr Speaker
shall forthwith propose the question 'That the
house do now adjourn' which question shall be
open to debate in accordance with the rules
and practices of the house and paragraph (4);
at the conclusion of the debate, Mr Speaker
notwithstanding the provisions of standing
order no. 24 shall adjourn the house without
putting any question until the time of the next
meeting.

circulated 2 hours before the expiration of the
completion time set under subparagraph (3). Such
announcement and request shall not be debated.
(6)

On the expiration of the completion time set under
subparagraph (3), the Chair, in relation to a
specified motion, shall put forthwith the question on
any amendment and/or motion already proposed
from the Chair for the purpose of bringing to a
conclusion any proceedings on the motion.

(7)

On the expiration of the completion time set under
subparagraph (3), the Chair, in relation to a
specified bill, shall put forthwith the question on
any amendment or motion already proposed from
the Chair for the purpose of bringing to a conclusion
any proceedings on the bill and-

Any business under discussion and not disposed of
at the time of the adjoumment shall be set down on
the notice paper for the next sitting and any member
speaking at the time of interruption may, upon the
resumption of debate thereon, continue such speech.

(4)

On the motion 'That the house do now adjourn' the
time available for the raising of matters on the
motion be 30 minutes and the time limit per
member be 3 minutes.

(1)

Standing orders shall be suspended to allow for
the programming of government business and the
following procedures.

(2)

Before the house meets for business in any week,
the Leader of the House and the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition (or their nominees) may meet as a
Government Business Progranuning Committee
with a view to reaching agreement on the manner in
which the house is to deal with government
business of the week.

(3)

On the first day of the sitting week the Leader of the
House or his nominee before the calling on of
government business may move without leave a
motion setting a date and time by which
consideration of specified bills or items of business
have to be completed in that sitting week. Debate
thereon shall not exceed 30 minutes and, in
speaking thereon no member shall exceed
5 minutes.

(4)

At a change of business, following a special
meeting of the Government Business Programming
Committee convened in accordance with the aims
of subparagraph (2), and without leave, the Leader
of the House or his nominee may move a motion to
amend the resolution under subparagraph (3).
Debate thereon shall not exceed 30 minutes and, in
speaking therC()fl no member shall exceed
5 minutes. Any change to the program cannot come
into operation until I hour after the motion is agreed
to.

(5) Amendments to be proposed in committee of the
whole to a specified bill may be circulated in the
house during the debate on the question 'That this
bill be now read a second time' after an
announcement and request of a minister or a
member (without leave but not when another
member is speaking) foreshadowing such
amendments: provided that these amendments are

(a) as required, the remaining questions necessary
for the passage of the bill through the house
and transmission to the Legislative Council
shall be combined (except in the case of a bill
that requires the second reading and third
reading to be passed with an absolute majority
of the whole number of the members of the
Legislative Assembly, the questions for the
second and third readings shall be put
separately), the committee stage of a bill being
dispensed with ifno government amendments
have been circulated pursuant to
subparagraph (5); and
(b) in the case of the consideration of any bill in
committee of the whole or on any of the
remaining stages at that time, the Chair shall
put a combined question or a number of
questions (the form and number being at the
discretion of the Chair) disposing of any
clauses and schedules and any amendment and
new clauses and schedules desired by the
government-copies of which have been
circulated in the house pursuant to
subparagraph (5) - and any other questions
required to dispose of the bill (as the case may
be) before the committee of the whole or the
house. (No other amendments, new clauses or
schedules shall be proposed); and
(8)

After the house has concluded the proceedings
under subparagraphs (6) or (7), in the case of each
remaining specified bill or item of government
business, the Chair shall(i)

in the case ofa bill, put in a combined
question, as required, the questions necessary
for the passage of the bill through the house
and transmission to the Legislative Council
(including any amendments and new clauses
and schedules desired by the government
which have been circulated pursuant to
subparagraph (5», the committee stage being
dispensed with; and

(ii) in the case of a bill that requires the second
reading and third reading to be passed with an
absolute majority of the whole number of the
members of the Legislative Assembly, put
separately the questions necessary for the
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transmission to the Legislative Council,
(including a combined question relating to any
amendments and new clauses and schedules
desired by the government which have been
circulated pursuant to subparagraph (5)), the
committee stage being dispensed with; and
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That( I ) this house authorises(a)

sound transmissions from the Legislative Assembly
chamber to offices within Parliament House; and

(b)

sound transmissions from the Legislative Assembly
chamber to government offices outside Parliament
House in accordance with the approval of
Mr Speaker except-

(iii) in relation to any bill being considered in the
committee of the whole, put a combined
question or a number of questions (the form
and number being at the discretion of the
Chair) disposing of any clauses and schedules
and any amendment and new clauses and
schedules desired by the government - copies
of which have been circulated in the house
pursuant to subparagraph (5) - and any other
questions required to dispose of the bill (as the
case may be) before the committee of the
whole or the house. (No other amendments,
new clauses or schedules shall be proposed);
and

(i)

(ii) sound transmissions of anything occurring in
the Legislative Assembly chamber prior to the
time fixed for the meeting of the house or after
the adjournment of the house; and

(iv) in the case ofa remaining item of business
other than a bill, put a combined question (if
required) which brings to a conclusion the
proceedings.
(9)

(c)

publication in electronic form of the record of the
proceedings of the Legislative Assembly; and

(d)

sound and/or visual transmissions and broadcasts
from the Legislative Assembly chamber and sound
and/or visual broadcasts and rebroadcasts of
recordings of proceedings of the Legislative
Assembly except-

If, on the expiration of the completion time set
under subparagraph (3), the house or committee is
considering a non-specified motion or bill, and there
are specified motions or bills to be completed,
Mr Speaker shall interrupt the business before the
house, or if the house be in committee, the
Chairman shall report progress and Mr Speaker
shall then interrupt such business: provided that in
the event that a division is in progress such division
shall be completed and the result announced and if
such division be upon a closure motion any question
required to be brought to conclusion as a result of
such division shall be so broUght to conclusion. The
house shall then consider such motions or bills as
required by subparagraph (8). At the completion of
such motions or bills the house or committee shall
immediately resume the interrupted business and
any member speaking at the time of interruption
may, upon the resumption of debate thereon,
continue such speech.

(10) The Chair shall not accept any points of order once
the expiration of the completion time under
subparagraph (3) has arrived and until all the
required questions under subparagraphs (6), (7) or
(8) have been dealt with.
(I I) Standing and/or sessional orders relating to closure
of debate or guillotine shall not apply to any
proceedings in respect ofa specified bill or item of
business.

Leave refused.

Televising and broadcasting of proceedings
Mr W. D. McGRATB (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I desire to move, by leave:

sound transmissions of Legislative Assembly
proceedings, being debate on a motion that
grievances be noted or debate on a motion
moved by a minister for the adjournment of
the house at the end of a day's proceedings;
and

(2)

(i)

sound and/or visual transmissions or
broadcasts of, or sound and/or visual
broadcasts or rebroadcasts of recordings of,
Legislative Assembly proceedings, being
debate on a motion that grievances be noted or
debate on a motion moved by a minister for
the adjournment of the house at the end of a
day's proceedings; and

(ii)

sound and/or visual transmissions or
broadcasts of, or sound and/or visual
broadcasts or rebroadcasts of recordings of
anything occurring in the Legislative
Assembly chamber prior to the time fixed for
the meeting of the house or after the
adjournment of the house;

the following conditions be required to be observed by
media organisations making sound and/or visual
transmissions or broadcasts from the Legislative
Assembly chamber or sound and/or visual broadcasts or
rebroadcasts of recordings of proceedings of the
Legislative Assembly pursuant to paragraph (I )(d) and
any breach of the exceptions and these conditions may
result in the immediate suspension of privileges by
Mr Speaker:
(a)

Media organisations or individuals must be
accredited by Mr Speaker.

(b)

Sound shall be recorded only from the audio signal
of proceedings transmined by the house monitoring
system by representatives of accredited media
organisations or individuals. No alteration to the
sound relay equipment is permitted without the
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pennission of Mr Speaker. The use of separate
recording equipment is not pennitted unless
authorised by Mr Speaker.
(c)

Visual and/or sound recordings and excerpts of
visual and/or sound recordings shall not commence
until the conclusion of the prayer and shall be used
only for the purposes of fair and accurate reports of
proceedings and reasonable balance between both
sides of the house is to be achieved by avoiding
undue concentration on anyone member.

(d) Visual and/or sound recordings and excerpts of
visual and/or sound recordings shall not be used for:
(i)

political party advertising or election
campaigns; or

(ii) satire or ridicule; or
(iii) commercial sponsorship or commercial
advertising; or
(iv) television advertisements or promotion.
(e)

Visual and/or sound recording of any particular
proceeding must provide equality between
government and non-government members.

(t)

Visual and/or sound transmissions or broadcasts of,
or broadcasts or rebroadcasts of recordings of,
proceedings shall be such as to provide in context a
balanced presentation of differing views and may
not include the transmission or broadcast of, or
broadcast or rebroadcast of a recording of events in
the chamber unrelated to the proceedings of the
house.

(g)

Visual and/or sound excerpts ofrecordmgs of
proceedings must be placed in context.
Commentators should identi fy members at least by
name.

(h)

Visual and/or sound excerpts of recordings of
proceedings shall not misrepresent any proceeding
before the house, or the seating position, or office
held by any member of the house.

(i)

U)

When making visual and/or sound transmissions or
recordings, camera operators shall operate within
the guidelines issued by the Speaker.
The visual and/or sound transmission of points of
order or remarks withdrawn are not to be
rebroadcast.

(k) Media personnel are required to obey any
instruction given by Mr Speaker or Mr Speaker's
delegates;
(3) this resolution continues in force unless and until
amended or rescinded by the house in this or a
subsequent Parliament.
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PARLIAMENTARY COMMfITEES
Mr W. D. ~cGRA TH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - By leave, I move the
following motions in relation to the appointment of
parliamentary committees:

House Committee
(a)

That Mr Jenkins, Mr Leigh, Mr J.F. McGrath,
Mr Mildenhall and Mrs Wilson be members of the House
Committee, and that the committee have leave to sit on
days on which the house does not meet

Library Committee
(b) That Mr Speaker, Mr Carli, Mrs Maddigan, Mrs Peulich
and Mr Treasure be members of the Library Committee;
and that the committee have leave to sit on days on which
the house does not meet.

Privileges Committee
(c) That a select committee be appointed to inquire into and
report upon complaints of breach of privilege referred to
it by the house; such committee to consist of
Mr Cameron, Mr Cooper, Mr Hulls, Mr Maclellan,
Mr Micallef, Mr Perton, Mr Ryan, Mr E.R. Smith and
Mr Thwaites, and that the committee have power to send
for persons, papers and records; to sit on days on which
the house does not meet and to move from place to place;
four to be the quorum.

Standing Orders Committee
(d) That a select committee be appointed to consider and
report upon the standing orders of the house, such
committee to consist of Mr Speaker, Mr Baker,
Mr Batchelor. Mr Cunningham, Mr Jasper, Mr Leigh and
Mr Richardson, and that the committee have leave to sit
on days on which the house does not meet; five to be the
quorum.

Motions agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Proclamations fixing operative dates
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - By leave, I move:
That this house authorises and requires the Clerk to lay on
the table copies ofprocIamations of His Excellency the
Governor in Council fixing dates for the coming into
operation of acts, as published in the Government Gazette
from time to time.

Motion agreed to.
Leave refused.
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Televising and broadcasting of proceedings
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - By leave, I move:
That this house authorises sound and/or visual
transmissions and broadcasts from the Legislative
Assembly Chamber and sound and/or visual broadcasts
and rebroadcasts of recordings of proceedings of the
Legislative Assembly during question time tomorrow.

Motion agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until tomorrow at
10.00 a.m.

Motion agreed to.

Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER - Order! I remind honourable
members that under previous sessional orders
members had 3 minutes in which to raise matters but
under standing orders they have 5 minutes.

Public transport: automatic ticketing
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - The matter
I raise for the attention of the Minister for Transport
relates to the automatic ticketing system and
widespread concerns that have been conveyed to my
office both at Thomastown and here about the
extended introduction of the automatic ticketing
system.
In particular a matter was brought to my attention by
Mr Trevor Browning of 3 Iluka Avenue, Aspendale.
He raises very real concerns about the automatic
ticketing system, known as Metcard, and I would like
the minister to investigate the issues raised by
Mr Browning in a letter to me dated 15 February.
Mr Browning says that last December he had trouble
putting a $5 note into a ticket machine at Aspendale.
He goes on to say that last week he could not validate
his ticket in the validator machine on the gatepost.
Mr Browning infonns me that the vending machines
at Melbourne Central have been out of order for at
least a week and nothing has been done to rectifY that
problem.

His letter continues:
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The whole transport system is now in total disarray and the
waiting room or toilets are never open at Aspendale. Your
motto 'Turning the system into a service' is ajoke.

He goes on to say he has read that people are to be
fmed on all occasions when they are travelling
without valid tickets. He continues:
There are enough stresses in life without having to worry
all the way to or from work if you are going to be accused
and fined $100 for not having a valid ticket when it is no
fault of your own.
My wife uses the train with our 12-year-old daughter, who
is in wheelchair, and the non-operation of the machines is a
stress she does not need.
What assurances can you give me that I will not be fined
for your system's problems and when will the $330 million
disaster be working properly?

Mr McArthur - On a point of order,
Mr Speaker, the honourable member for
Thomastown is quoting from a letter and therefore
has something of an advantage over other honourable
members. According to custom I ask whether he will
make a copy available to the house.

The SPEAKER - Order! Will the honourable
member make the letter available?
Mr BATCHELOR - I will be glad to make a
copy ofthe letter available to the house. A copy of
this letter has already gone to the Minister for
Transport, and one wonders why he has not
responded and why members of the public have to
rely on having to send duplicate copies of
correspondence to the opposition to have the issues
taken up responsibly and reasonably.

I ask the Minister for Transport to take on board the
valid concerns expressed by Mr Trevor Browning.
The problems raised are being felt by people right
across the system and it is imperative that the
minister investigate them urgently.

Trams: illumination
Mr LUPTON (Knox)-I raise for the attention of
the Minister for Transport the lack of illumination on
trams as they travel at night. I am concerned about
some of the older model trams that have some rear
lights but only one headlight at the front and are
therefore very difficult to see. As trams are an
important part of Melbourne's transport system, 1
would like to think there was some way in which
they could be better illuminated at night.
The example I believe might be useful is the way
ambulances, police cars and MFB and CFA vehicles
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are illuminated with, shall we say, sticky stuff stuck
on them in various colours. If green and yellow
transfers were placed around the sides and both ends
of trams it would assist motorists to see them at night.
A tram is rather a large vehicle, so anybody whose
car runs into it comes to a sudden stop. I believe poor
illumination makes trams extremely dangerous.
Placing illumination strips around the front, rear and
sides of trams would be a comparatively cheap
exercise, and as a matter of public interest and safety
I would like the minister to investigate the possibility
of ensuring that trams operating in Melbourne are
illuminated in that way.
As I mentioned earlier, the visibility of police,
ambulance and fIre brigade vehicles at night has been
improved dramatically by the use of these transfers,
and I believe our trams should be suitably marked to
assist motorists. It would be of particular assistance to
interstate tourists, who do not realise what a monster
a tram is and are therefore at risk. I ask the minister to
investigate the possibility of having that type of
illuminated transfer affixed to trams in the Melbourne
and metropolitan area.

25

Park in Waverley, he has ignored a petition to this
Parliament bearing 14 000 signatures, and what is he
doing now? He is letting down Victorians because he
is not unequivocally supporting the MCG as the place
for the AFL Grand Final for the year 200 I.
The Premier is quoted as saying that it is a national
competition and maybe it is not so bad if the event is
held in Sydney, but AFL football survives because of
Victoria. This is where most of the supporters live.
This is where most of the people who attend the
game live. This is where most of the people who have
contributed fInancially to Aussie Rules football live.
And this should be the continuous home venue for
AFL grand fInals. In 200 I Labor will keep the grand
fInal at the MCG. The Labor Party will make sure the
40-year agreement with the MCC remains. The
Premier should come into the house and explain why
he is letting down Victorians and all those Aussie
Rules supporters who are looking to him and saying,
'Do the right thing, Premier. This is the home of the
Australian Open tennis championships, this is the
home ofthe Melbourne Cup and this is the home of
the Australian Rules grand final. Do your bit for
Victorians and support us unequivocally!'.

AFL: grand final relocation
BuUa Hill railway
Mr PANDAWPOULOS (Dandenong)- I raise
with the Premier the high possibility of the AFL
Grand Final going to Sydney in the year 200 I. I was
astounded at the lack of support for the event shown
by the Premier in today's morning newspapers. So
amazed were members of the opposition that we
moved a motion in our caucus that was passed
unanimously. The motion reads:
That this caucus, noting the rich tradition ofVFL and AFL
football and in particular the significant nature of Victorian
football and the MCG as the home of the AFL Grand
Final, condemns any move to relocate the grand final
outside the state ofYictoria and censures the Premier for
his refusal to unequivocally support the grand final to be
held at the MCG in 200 I.

The Labor Party certainly sees this as a serious issue.
In government we invested a lot of our time and
resources, working with the Melbourne Cricket Club
and through the MCG Trust, to make sure that the
Great Southern Stand was built and to increase the
seating capacity of the MCG. Of course we took on
the BLF to make sure that an important part of the
future of the MCG - the light towers - were built.
We did that to secure grand finals at the MCG, and
that is why the MCC has a 40-year lease agreement
with the AFL. But Victorians now feel let down. The
Premier has let down the residents of the eastern and
sou(h~stern suburbs by refusing to support AFL

Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - I raise for the
attention ofthe Deputy Premier, in his capacity as the
minister representing the Minister for Tourism, a
matter that concerns the Bulla Hill railway currently
under construction at Bulla in my electorate of
Tullamarine. The Bulla Hill railway is being
constructed by the Tullamarine Live Steam Society, a
group of people who have put a huge amount of time,
effort and commitment into producing the miniature
trains, constructing the tracks and landscaping the
surrounds of their former home next to the
Tullamarine Freeway.
Some years ago, following the council amalgamation
process, the Hume council helped the society shift to
Bulla Hill and once again its members have set their
minds and hands to work at producing what is turning
into a truly magnifIcent site. The coalition's tourism
bills committee visited the site last year and to a man
and woman was most impressed at what had been
done there. Having seen both the site before any work
conunenced and what has been done since I am
staggered at the effort those people have put in. None
has received a cent for the work; it is all voluntary.
They are transforming an area that was formerly a
barren-looking paddock into something that will be
of very great beauty.
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During the time the society has been transporting its
equipment and necessary goods from Tullarnarine to
Bulla, its members have clearly shown their deep
commitment to what will be a major tourism
attraction in my electorate. It is on the top of Bulla
Hill overlooking the valley and Deep Creek. There
will be picnic facilities for families and if the money
comes through from the government a station will be
built. It will be a great family setting where people
can go on the weekend and really enjoy themselves in
a way that families should. Sunbury is the gateway to
the Macedon Ranges and over the past five years or
so has really started to come of age in the tourism
stakes. That has been largely due to the efforts of
Margaret Hansen of Hume council and Pat Carmody
of the Craiglee Winery, who does a great job and
produces magnificent wine. They are leading us
fotward in the tourism area.

there would be water restrictions, he was allowing
Melbourne Water to open the gates and allow
70 000 megalitres of water that farmers would need
in summer to go down the drain. The minister has
turned his back on country Victorians. Melbourne has
no water restrictions. The Minister is interested in
looking after Melburnians~ he has promised there will
be no water restrictions in Melbourne. He is more
caught up in the trappings of his ministerial office
than in listening to country Victorians, particularly to
the irrigators in Gippsland.

The project deserves government support. Much
work has been done already and Hume council has
contributed a large sum of money to help it get to the
current stage. With the appropriate government
support for which I am asking of the minister, this
project would be a major push fotward for tourism in
our area.

Mr McCann complains about the price of water being
charged by Melbourne Water. lames Hague statesand I think his warning to members opposite should
be heeded:

Melbourne Water: Gippsland irrigators
Ms GARBUTT (Bundoora)- I raise a matter for
the Deputy Premier concerning his responsibility for
water resources. I ask him to investigate how in the
middle of winter Melbourne Water was allowed to
pour 70 megalitres of water out of the Thomson Dam
when he knew full well that Gippsland farmers
relying on irrigation water were facing a two-year
drought and would need the water in summer.
Seventy thousand megalitres went down the drain
and out to sea and those farmers now have either no
water or at most enough for one watering. Farmers
have to let their pastures dry off and are spending
thousands of dollars buying feed. For many young
farmers in particular it will be the last straw and will
force them off their land. That 70 000 megalitres
could have watered the whole area for another month
and got farmers through until the drought broke. It
was nothing more than a short-term cash grab by
Melbourne Water - it was selling the water through
its hydro generators and obtained probably $5 million
profit, yet it could have made the same amount of
money in summer when the farmers could have used
the water.
So while the minister was walking around country
Victoria telling country Victorians they would face
water shortages, that they had to be careful and that

I have received letters, as would have many
members, complaining about his actions.
Mr William McCann states:
Please examine the way in which Melbourne Water is
extorting hard-eamed money from farmers in the Maffia
irrigation district via Southern Rural Water.

One thing I do have is my vote and it could just well make
an iota of difference in removing you from your cosy nest
in Spring Street. A National Party voter for 40 years and
most of that time a financial member of the National Party,
today I am neither. Indeed the role of your party in the
whole sorry saga of the Thomson Dam is, to say the least,
very very poor.

He names Peter Hall, a member for Gippsland
Province in another place, the honourable member
for Gippsland East and the minister, and says they
seem to be more concerned that Melbourne will have
no water restrictions this year. I ask the minister to
advise how that happened.

Trucks: speed limits
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) - I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services concerning the policing of speed
limits on heavy vehicles. I preface my remarks by
complimenting the minister and the police force on
the marvellous job they have done in enforcing the
.05 blood aIcohollimit with random testing and on
their vigilance in enforcing speed limits. This
vigilance in combination with the government's road
improvement program has led to a dramatic reduction
in the number of road accidents and hence people
dying on our roads. We ought to acknowledge that.

We should also acknowledge that there has been a
rapidly increasing amount of freight being transferred
by road. We now have a much larger number of
heavy vehicles using our roads, including larger
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vehicles such as B--doubles. On some highways
B-triples are now being trialed. There is no problem
with these very large and powerful prime movers
being able to haul large loads at high speeds provided
they stick to the speed limit of 100 kilometres an
hour. As the minister would be aware, new vehicles
that go onto the roads now supposedly are
mechanically limited to a speed of 100 kilometres an
hour. They carry a sign that states, 'Speed limited
100 kilometres' .
Most of the large trucking firms and other operators
are very conscious of the lOO-kilometre-an-hour
speed limit and observe it rigidly, but there are still
some cowboys on the road who are able to tamper
with their vehicles, exceed the speed limit and cause
concern, particularly to car drivers. I have
encountered this myself. It has not happened very
often, but from time to time there are heavy vehicles
doing well over their 110 kilometres an hour. and
recently a number of my constituents have raised
with me the problem of heavy vehicles travelling at
speeds in excess of 110 kilometres an hour. Although
both the police and Vicroads have a role in policing
heavy vehicle speed limits, I am advised by some of
my constituents that the police are not as vigilant with
trucks as they are with motor cars. Will the minister
please have a look at this situation and do what he
can to encourage police to be more vigilant in
enforcing the 100 kilometre an hour speed limit on
heavy vehicles.

Springvale Road: speed limits
Mr MICALLEF (Springvale)- I also raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads and
Ports in another place, and it relates to speed limits on
Springvale Road. Springvale. The stretch of road to
which I refer is outside Killester Girls Secondary
College, where the speed limit is currently
70 kilometres an hour. On the approach to the
secondary college there is an open stretch of road
outside the Springvale town hall where cars and
trucks speed up considerably. Often by the time they
reach the crossing, where many of the students
congregate, they are travelling at well in excess of the
speed limit. Some students do not wait for the lights
at that spot, and they are at risk.
Sister Helen, the principal of the college, has written
to me and to the local council asking us to take up the
issue on the school's behalf and requesting that the
speed limit be reduced to 60 kilometres an hour. Even
at that limit the traffic would be considered
hazardous, but at least it would be realistic.

As was pointed out by the previous speaker, many
trucks travel in excess of the speed limit, and that is
compounded by the fact that in the lead-up to that
stretch of road drivers are often frustrated by having
to wait at the Springvale level crossing, sometimes
for as long as 15 minutes during peak periods
because of the frequency of the trains crossing the
road. They are then held up by pedestrians crossing at
the shopping centre. The frustration builds up. and in
an attempt to make up lost time drivers often race to
jockey for position along the stretch of road where
the children cross.

My electorate office is not far from this spot, and I
often walk down that stretch of road to post mail at
the end of the day. I frequently see trucks and cars
whizzing past me, all jockeying for position. My
observations certainly justify the school community's
concerns. The school asked me to take up this matter
with the minister, and I have written to him. The
minister has responded by saying that a review is
taking place. I am asking that the review be expedited
as a matter of urgency to respond to the needs of the
school community, local residents and the local
municipal authority, who all agree that the speed limit
should be reduced to make the safety and wellbeing
of the students at that college the no. 1 priority.

Beach Road: traffic volume
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - I raise for
the attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports in
another place a concern about the volume of traffic
travelling along Beach Road on a daily basis.
Recently the local council was obliged to classify
Beach Road as either RDZ 1 or RDZ2 under a new
classification system. The system is intended to
identify those roads which are important for the daily
movement of traffic into the city of Melbourne, so
that in the event of any significant construction work
being undertaken along Beach Road the relevant
government department would be aware of it and
access and egress from properties and traffic delays
would be taken into account at the outset.
Beach Road is a fme scenic boulevard - some
people use the tenn 'a Shangri-Ia road'. The section
of it in my electorate starts at Hampton beach, which
has been renourished with some $3.3 million worth
of government money, and it is a magnificent beach.
It continues to the Sandringham Yacht Club precinct,
which includes the Victorian Scout and Guide sailing
centre, the Sandringham Yacht Club, the
Sandringham Sail Board Centre and the Sandringham
Angling Club. As one moves past the Sandringham
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Lifesaving Club towards Black Rock there is the Half
Moon Bay Lifesaving Club and the magnificent vista
of the Cerberus against the cliffs of Red Bluff and
Black Rock. As one travels further along, past the
Black Rock clock tower towards Ricketts Point, one
sees a magnificent part of Melbourne. Many overseas
visitors have the opportunity of taking day trips to
look at a scenic part of Melbourne that represents one
of the frnest 12 kilometres along Port Phillip Bay.
The honourable member for Tullamarine has drawn
to my attention a number of other historic
establishments along Beach Road that have led to
interest in the local scenery among the wider
community. These include the former Hampton
Hotel, which is now a fine residential development,
the Sandringham Hotel, the Red Bluff Hotel, the
Beaumaris Hotel and the Mentone Hotel.
The juxtaposition of a major road with important
traffic flowing through to the city and a tourist
precinct is a dilemma for a number of local residents.
Many would prefer to see the road converted to a
scenic boulevard with a number of measures being
taken to reduce the volume of traffic and the
diversion of traffic to the Nepean Highway. Mr Ted
Schirrman and Nan Yeates -the latter is the
President of the Foreshore Residents Association have a 10ngstanding interest in the conduit of traffic
along Beach Road and ensuring that it is not unduly
heavy and that the residential amenity is preserved.
I urge the minister to consider regular traffic counts
along Beach Road to accurately measure traffic
shifts. Statistics from 1989 show the volume of traffic
at that point, but my constituents want a current count
to be conducted, especially in the context of City
Link coming on line.

Strathmore Secondary College
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale)- I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Education.
I ask him to act immediately to rectify a serious
shortage of permanent facilities at Strathmore
Secondary College. The school is 1400 square metres
below its entitlement in permanent teaching spaces,
and 700 square metres below entitlement in
non-teaching spaces. Children in the electorate I
represent are seriously disadvantaged because of the
closure by the government of the Hadfield, Oak Park
and Coburg secondary colleges. Last year I was
contacted by parents from the Strathmore North and
Oak Park primary schools, who were concerned that
their children could not gain access to their local high
school.
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Particularly serious is the situation for the parents and
students from Strathmore Heights - an area
landlocked by the Essendon Airport, the Tullamarine
Freeway, the Sydney rail line and the Moonee Ponds
Creek. Children from Strathmore North Primary
School want access to their local secondary college.
as do those from the Oak Park Primary School. A
letter from the Strathrnore Secondary College school
council president, Christine Rydberg, states:
In brief, the college is currently I400m 2 below its
entitlement in pennanent teaching spaces. This shortage is
particularly grave in specialist areas such as technology
and personal development. ... With non-teaching spaces
the college is more than 700m2 below entitlement. Much of
this shortfall is library space, physical education space,
lecture rooms and student lounge. Also missing however is
locker space and as a result the corridors experience serious
overcrowding.

The Strathmore Secondary College school council
wants this matter broUght to the minister's attention
to ensure that new buildings are established
according to the Department of Education's own
master plan. The situation has been exacerbated by
the Kennett government's closure of the three closest
secondary schools for the students in my electorate.
Strathmore Secondary College has good staff and
good programs but it is seriously lacking facilities.

Responses
Mr W. D. McGRATU (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I shall respond in the order
in which the matters were raised. The honourable
member for Thomastown raised the issue of ticket
vending machines. I shall direct that matter to the
attention of the Minister for Transport. The
honourable member for Knox raised a matter in
relation to the illumination of trams so that better
sighting of trams can be achieved, particularly in his
region. I will also refer that matter to the Minister for
Transport.

The honourable member for Dandenong raised the
matter of the AFL Grand Final being perhaps
transferred to Sydney. I think the honourable member
is overreacting and trying to politicise Australian
Rules football by his action. However, I remind
honourable members that a 40-year agreement is in
place between the MCG and the AFL and it can be
broken only by the agreement of both parties. The
honourable member criticised the Premier for his lack
of interest. I remind the honourable member of the
major events the Premier has attracted to this city,
and to Victoria as a whole. The record of the
government in its support of the Australian Open. the
AFL, soccer, rugby and racing is unequalled.
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The honourable member has made claims about the
previous Labor government's support for the AFL
and the building of the Great Southern Stand. About
the only thing it did was guarantee the loan. Because
Victoria is the home of Australian Rules this side of
politics well and truly supports the AFL Grand Final
being staged in Melbourne. I do not believe there is
any danger of the AFL Grand Final leaving
Melbourne to be staged at an interstate venue. The
government will not interfere, but it will continue to
support bodies such as the AFL, the VRC and the
Australian Tennis Association to ensure that major
events continue to be staged with the level of
promotion those bodies currently afford to their
individual sports.
The honourable member for Tullamarine raised for
the Minister for Tourism the Bulla Hill railway steam
train. I will direct that matter to the attention of the
minister.
The honourable member for Bundoora raised the
issue of some 70 000 megalitres of water that she
claims Melbourne Water allowed to run to the sea
when fanners were crying for water because of
drought conditions. Everything is very easy in
hindsight. I am sure that Melbourne Water was not
aware there would be severe dry conditions when it
allowed water to be released to the sea. I remind the
honourable member for Bundoora that in 1985-86 the
Cain-Jolly budget slashed Gippsland's allocation to
78 000 megalitres. Labor started the rot and it is
hypocritical for the honourable member to raise an
issue like this and attempt to stand tall in this
argument.
The Deputy Premier, the minister with responsibility
for water, has announced a review of the allocation
and pricing of water. Terms of reference are now
being developed, and the use of hydro is one of the
matters under consideration. A range of issues aimed
at fixing Labor's mistakes are being undertaken. I
was acting for the Deputy Premier when this issue
was at its peak and an additional 10 000 megalitres
was released as the final release. The honourable
member for Gippsland South was on the phone on
three separate occasions, while some pressure was
brought to bear on Melbourne Water to finalise the
arrangements with Southern Water so that the
appropriate price and the timing of the release could
be finalised.
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I also remind the honourable member for Bundoora
that in recent times government has allocated
something like $1.2 billion into the water industry for
both city and country - one of the biggest injections
of finances into infrastructure that has ever been
recorded in the time of a Victorian government. I
guess that signals very strongly that there is a strong
conunitment to ensure that the water industry
continues to provide the sort of service that farmers
and people in urban areas and provincial towns and
cities look for from the water industry. That
$1.2 billion gives a very clear indication that the
government is very committed to ensuring the best
outcomes for the water industry in this state.
The honourable member for Rodney raised with me
the matter of speed limits and heavy vehicles. Once
speed limits are set it is the responsibility of the
police to police those speed limits. The honourable
member is concerned that a minor number of heavy
transport operators are breaching the speed limit of
100 kilometre an hour and I shall take that up with
the Victoria Police. The honourable member might
have to identify some specific highways or whether
or not they are in the Echuca region. If he can identify
the exact highway where this is occurring then we
can quite easily pick up the, as he termed it, the
minority of cowboy drivers of heavy rigs. Heavy
vehicles travelling well above the speed limit are
dangerous to not only themselves but to other people
on the road network. The honourable member for
Springvale raised for the Minister for Roads and
Ports a speed limit in an area in his electorate that is
close to schools. He is concerned for the welfare of
students. He wants the 70-kilometre-an-hour speed
limit reviewed and I understand a review is being
undertaken. I shall make sure the remarks he has
made tonight are brought to the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Ports.
The honourable member for Sandringham wants a
reconsideration of the classification system in relation
to Beach Road. I will also direct that matter to the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports. The
honourable member for Pascoe Vale raised in good
faith questions about the Strathmore Secondary
College on behalf of the school and the students. I
will direct that matter to the attention of the Minister
for Education.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 9.28 p.m.

30

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 17 February 199X

ABSENCE OF MINISTERS
Wednesday, 18 February 1998

ASSEMBLY

31

Wednesday, 18 February 1998
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) took the chair at
10.06 a.m. and read the prayer.

ABSENCE OF MINISTERS
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise honourable
members that the Premier, the Deputy Premier, the
Treasurer, the Minister for Planning and Local
Government and the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management will be absent from the chamber
today due to government business. The Minister for
Conservation and Land Management will be absent due
to illness. The Premier, the Deputy Premier and the
Treasurer will be represented by the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services. The Minister for Education
will be represented by the Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training and the Minister for Planning
and Local Government will be represented by the
Minister for Transport.
Mr Brumby - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
given that, in the absence of sessional orders, the
standing orders provide for questions without notice to
be held at 10.00 a.m., what powers do you have to
prevent the Premier and other ministers treating
Parliament with absolute contempt? I have spent the
best part of five years in this Parliament and seven
years in the federal Parliament and I have never seen a
Parliament treated with the contempt this Parliament
has been treated with today with the arrogance of the
Premier and the Treasurer not showing up for question
time. That contempt of Parliament reflects on you, Sir,
as the Speaker. Are there any provisions under the
Westminster system to require the Premier, the
Treasurer and other ministers to attend question time or
do we have a new system when the Premier, the
Treasurer and other ministers show up for question time
when they see fit?

Yesterday we saw the Premier of this state embarrassed
over his double standards on Crown Casino and today
the Premier - The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition now is going well beyond his point of order.
In answer to the point of order, the Chair has no power
to require any member, including the Leader of the
Opposition, to attend Parliament. It is the responsibility
of individual members to determine whether they will
attend.

Police and Emergency Services: credit cards
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - As I
cannot ask the Premier or the Treasurer the question no doubt they are speaking to Lloyd and Ron about the
$50 million gift they are about to provide them - I will
ask the head of the D grade, who is here today. Will the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services infonn the
house whether he or any of his staff has at any time
used state government credit cards, and if so whether at
any time the cards have been used for personal
expenses of any type?
Mr W. D. McGRAm (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I understand an FOl request in
relation to credit cards has been placed with all
ministers. It is fair and appropriate that those FOI
requests are followed through and the answer will be
forthcoming at the appropriate time.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Brumby - Mr Speaker, on the question of
relevance, the question that was asked was quite
straightforward. It had nothing at all to do with FOI
requests; it was a straight question: has the minister or
any of his staffused government credit cards and have
they used them for personal expenditure. Frankly, we
are not interested in FOI; we are interested in the
minister's answer to this question today- yes or no!

The SPEAKER - Order! The answer is relevant to
the question. It may not be the answer the Leader of the
Opposition wants, but it is relevant to the question.
Mr W. D. McGRAm - This question is being
assessed simply because of the FOI requests. When I
am in a position to answer that question it will be
provided via the FOI request.

Investment: government facilitation
Mr TRAYNOR (Ballarat East) - Will the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services infonn the house of
investments facilitated by the government in Victoria in
the past three months?
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - At least the question relates to
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policy and the importance of economic growth in
Victoria. The Premier, Deputy Premier, Treasurer and
Minister for Education are not present during question
time today because they are going through the BERe
procedure to ensure that the budget is properly
formulated. The budget is due and will be introduced in
a way that the opposition was never able to achieve
when in government. Under the previous Labor
government we saw a decline in investment in Victoria.
In response to the question asked by the honourable
member for Ballarat East, I will deal with just four
significant developments that have taken place in
Victoria since December 1997.

Honourable members interyecting.

Mr W. D. McGRATH - Opposition members
hate these announcements because they remind them of
their inadequacies. Ansett Australia has made a
$16 million investment. The location of the Saab 340
simulator at Melbourne Airport is an important
development that will facilitate the training of staff to
ensure aviation safety around the country. Amott's
biscuits has made a $14 million investment in the
installation of an additional plant at Burwood to support
its export success in the jam tartlet range of products.
Mr Baker interj ected.
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continually pushes the fact that the state is very much
an information technology precinct. The fact that Bill
Gates is prepared to come from the United States to
visit Victoria is a clear indication that he has a specific
interest in what is going on in Australia, and
particularly in Victoria. That is a positive step in
making sure that we see the continued growth of
information technology and the businesses that work
with the government to make it all happen.
Brernner at Geelong has made a $40 million investment
and created 100 jobs through the extension of its
existing wool combing plant at Geelong. That
investment demonstrates a confidence in the wool
industry that was never expressed or supported by the
Labor government--

Mr 8atchelor - Mr Speaker, the minister has been
going for in excess of 3 minutes. The opposition
understands the government has a deliberate strategy
today of giving lengthy, repetitious and irrelevant
answers to questions to exceed the time limit. This is
the first occasion on which it has been done it and the
opposition asks you to require the government to
honour the precedents established over time in relation
to the answering of questions, particularly today.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister was giving
his answer. He did become more lengthy than I would
have expected, but it was in direct response to an
interjection from the honourable member for Sunshine.
If opposition members continue to interject, as the
honourable member for Sunshine did, and elicit
additional answers from ministers, obviously the
answers will be longer than they should be.

Mr W. D. McGRA TH - That is a very important
investment in Victoria. I represent the Wimmera region,
which is the principal wheat-growing district of this
state. The failed former Minister for Agriculture
interjects with a stupid remark about the wheat
industry. In relation to the wheat industry, the type of
wheat grown in Victoria - something the former
minister would never understand - is a soft variety
that is grown in Australia generally but principally in
the Wimmera. It has a protein content of about 10 per
cent and nowadays farmers are gearing their production
cycles to ensure they meet that specification. That was
never thought of or laid down by the previous
government, but the current government has worked
with the Australian Wheat Board and the department of
agriCUlture to ensure that farmers are better informed in
relation to the type of grain needed to meet the
specification requirements of the industry. That is one
of the principal reasons why Amott's wants to see its
company grow in Victoria. It is a very positive
outcome.

The SPEAKER - Order! Both the Leader of the
Opposition and the minister will remain silent. If the
Leader of the Opposition had been patient he would
have heard me say that I will ensure that ministers'
answers are relevant and not lengthy - not more than
4 minutes, which has been the general rule in the past. I
would like answers to be shorter, but 4 minutes has
been the general rule and I will uphold that.

Ericsson Australia has invested $13.9 million and
created 264 jobs through the establishment of an
Asia-Pacific region supply centre at Melbourne to
service 17 companies - technology again. The
Treasurer, who is also the Minister for Multimedia,

Mr W. D. McGRATH - On the point of order,
Mr Speaker, the honourable Leader of the Opposition
suggested the answer was irrelevant. There has been
new investment in Victoria amounting to $83.9 million
and he suggests the answer is irrelevant! It is an

Mr 8rumby intetjected.
The SPEAKER will remain silent.

Order! The honourable member

Honourable members interjecting.
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important question for the future economic direction of
the state. Since mid-September 1997 job growth of
some 25 000 has taken place - an increase of 1.2 per
cent. All the economic factors leading to job growth are
seen as very much a positive by the Victorian
community and as a negative only by the Labor
opposition.

Attorney-General: credit cards
Mr HULLS (Niddrie)- As the Premier of
Queensland has sacked a minister for using a
taxpayer-funded credit card for private purposes,
including incorrectly claiming to have dined with a
person not in attendance at the dinner in question, will
the Attorney-General give an undertaking that no such
inappropriate and potentially illegal use of corporate
credit cards has occurred in relation to her card or any
card held by her staff, including personal purchases?
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I am sure my
card and those of members of my staff have always
been used appropriately. As the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services has said, this issue is the subject of
a freedom of information application. The member for
Niddrie, who I think is the applicant, may peruse the
records and will be-Mr Hulls interjected.

Mrs WADE - Just calm down. There is no need to
be a bully. If you just listen you will get the answer to
your question. As I said, I believe my card has always
been used in an appropriate fashion. However, I am
sure the honourable member for Niddrie, and possibly
some other opposition members, are aware that I
recently answered a question on radio about the use of
credit cards. I said that when you receive a detailed bill
at a hotel, including telephone calls, mini-bar expenses
or possibly stamps, it is difficult to hold up a checkout
queue when people are rushing off to conferences or to
catch planes. On one occasion I asked a hotel to obtain
theatre tickets for me. One of my staff members
checked out for me and would not have been aware of
those expenses which were personal and those which
were government expenses. It is not always possible to
sort out the account at that stage and pay them
separately.

When the account comes to me I always sort out those
items which should be paid by me and reimburse the
department. I believe that is standard practice both for
present and previous ministers and public servants. I do
not think that is an inappropriate use of a credit card. If
directions are given in the future that that should not be
done I would have no alternative but to hold up
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everybody in the checkout queue while I sort out
exactly what I should-Mr Loney interj ected.
Mrs WADE - The honourable member for
Geelong North suggests that ministers could use their
own credit cards, and that is an option. However, he
may be unaware that the government has encouraged
both public servants and ministers to use their credit
cards because it provides tremendous advantages in
accounting for the way money is spent. Enormous
savings are made by making one monthly payment
instead of paying each invoice separately. Any decision
about a change will be made by the government. If it
costs more, I think it would be a backward step to
refuse the use of government credit cards in those
circumstances. It would be useful if members of the
opposition - -

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable minister
has now been speaking for 4 minutes.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! Opposition members
can't have their cake and eat it too. I ask the
Attorney-General to take her seat.

Harness racing: initiatives
Mr LEAN (Carrum) - Will the Minister for Sport
advise the house of the impact of and the outstanding
success that has emanated from the upgrade of harness
racing facilities and other initiatives following the
privatisation of the TAB?
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport)- I advise
the house that when the coalition took office in 1992
harness racing was undoubtedly in a state where it
needed a fillip and a resurgence. Following the
privatisation of the TAB and the appointment of the
new board, led by Ian McEwen with Ron Casey,
Neville Gibson, Joe Beder and Michael Brennan, the
board has embarked on a series of great initiatives
which have certainly borne fiuit. The privatisation
finances allowed the board to wipe off the debt that
each of the 25 clubs had, amounting to $850000 in all.
The advent of free-ta-air harness racing into most
homes in Melbourne via channel 31 was a tremendous
innovation. It resulted in TAB turnover increasing
every year for the past four years. Last year it was up
8.5 per cent, and so far this year it is up 2.8 per cent.
Prize money right across the board is a record
$20 million. It is now the middle of the four-week
summer carnival that involves prize money for harness
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racing at Moonee Valley of $1.4 million. That is the
envy of all states, and the prize money for this
Saturday's rwming of the Hunter Cup will be boosted
to $450 000 - a huge increase that is attracting the best
horses in Australasia to Victoria.
I have just received a letter from the Ballarat Harness
Racing Club showing the benefit of the upgrade of
facilities. Over the last four years $10 million has been
spent, with Bendigo, Cranboume, Shepparton, Mildura
and BaHarat gaining the advantage. Ballarat had a large
revamp costing $2 million at Bray Raceway. The
honourable members for Ballarat East and Ballarat
West were present when that upgrade, consisting of a
refurbished grandstand, new totalisators, administration
and bar and dining facilities, horse stalls and a parade
ring, was opened. In the nine meetings held since that
upgrade average attendance has almost doubled. An
average of 2000 patrons are attending, among them
many younger patrons, which is the aim.
The on-course turnover is up 30 per cent. The average
number of meals sold, which before the upgrade was
180, is now 550. The Cadbury Pacing Cup, which is
run in January, had an attendance of 4500 - up almost
50 per cent. There is no doubt that the board is leading a
very progressive industry with its initiative and forward
thinking. Harness racing is up and running and a lot of
it is due to the efforts of the current board.

Attorney-General: credit cards
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer the
Attorney-General to the fact that the guidelines issued
by her depanment in relation to corporate credit cards
prohibit any purchases being made for personal
purposes and can subject such a user to prosecution
under the Crimes Act. Will the Attorney-General
undertake to this house that if there has been any
inappropriate use of such cards within her department
that the users will be subjected to the full force of the
law?
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - It never ceases
to amaze me that opposition members do not
understand bow the legal system in this state operates. I
am continually being asked to investigate or prosecute
people. I would have thought that the honourable
member for Niddrie, who is supposedly the spokesman
on legal affairs, would understand that matters of
prosecution and investigation are matters for the police.

Aboriginals: community development
Mr A.1\IDRIGHETTO (Narracan) - Will the
Minister responsible for Aboriginal Affairs inform the
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house of government initiatives to promote economic
development in Victorian Aboriginal communities?
Mrs HENDERSON (Minister responsible for
Aboriginal Affairs) -It is the Victorian government's
policy to provide greater opportunities for Aboriginal
communities by promoting economic development.
The government wants to ensure that the state's
economic growth delivers better employment outcomes
for Aboriginal people. To date the government has
supported economic development by providing capital
funding for infrastructure in Aboriginal communities
and placing much greater significance on promoting
cultural tourism among Aboriginal communities. By
way of example, recently the government contributed
$2.5 million to establish the Koori Heritage Trust
through the purchase of a building in Latrobe Street and
the refurbishment of that building. Governments
working with Aboriginal communities should be able to
develop innovative ways of assisting not only
individuals but also community groups to generate
business and employment opportunities in the areas in
which they live.
To advance that process I have asked Aboriginal
Affairs Victoria to prepare an Aboriginal economic
development strategy for Victoria. The first step in that
process is a special meeting of ministers from all states
and territories which I, as minister, will be hosting in
Melbourne next month. The conference will provide an
opportunity for indigenous entrepreneurs to come
before the ministers of the states and territories to tell us
what is working for them, and what has contributed to
or hindered their success. The conference will enable
governments across Australia to consider ways in
which they can support the aspirations of indigenous
people to achieve economic development.

Rural Development: credit cards
Mr PANDAWPOULOS (Dandenong) - Will the
Minister for Rural Development inform the house
whether he or any of his staff has used state
government credit cards for personal purposes?
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Rural
Development) - That matter is the subject of an FOI
request at the moment, as was rightly stated by the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. The
matter is being researched at the moment. To the best of
my knowledge government credit cards have never
been used for personal purposes.
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Road toO and crime statistics
Mr McLELLAN (Frankston East) - Will the
Acting Premier infonn the house of the record low road
toll and crime statistics achieved in Victoria during
1997?
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - Through the Department of
Justice the Wallis Consulting Group undertook a survey
on crime in the state. The survey reported that 96 per
cent of Victorians feel very safe or fairly safe in their
local neighbourhoods and that 89 per cent of those
interviewed said they felt very safe or fairly safe in their
homes alone after dark. That is consistent with
Australian Bureau of Statistics data, which shows that
Victoria is the safest mainland state. Because of the
government's efforts with the Victoria Police it can
boast that Victoria has a 19 per cent lower crime rate
than the national average. That is something about
which we can feel some satisfaction.

The road toll is at a record low of 377 deaths. Although
it is still too many, back in 1970, 1061 people were
killed on our roads. The various initiatives that have
been put in place, such as random breath testing,
compulsory wearing of seatbelts, radar guns and traffic
cameras, have led to a record low road toll. The big
challenge now is to maintain that level.
Since 1993, the Victorian drug squad has seized
$350 million worth of illicit drugs, charged 521 people
with offences in relation to illicit drugs and charged
11 people who attempted to offer bribes to members of
the squad.
Mr Haermeyer inteIjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the honourable
member for Yan Yean to cease interjecting.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - The honourable member
for Yan Yean inteIjects and must feel quite ashamed of
himself. When the Four Corners program in relation to
police corruption went to air the honourable member
thought he was very much on the front foot in looking
for a royal commission and asking for the minister to
resign.

Mr Haermeyer interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Yan Yean will cease inteIjecting.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - That was his statement.
He has been on the back foot since that statement was
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made. Suddenly the Victorian public is not supporting
the ABC in its program and he is right out of order.
Mr Haermeyer inteIjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Yan Yean is to cease inteIjecting.
Mr W. D. McGRA m - The Victoria Police
Force is very well run by the Chief Commissioner,
Mr Neil Comrie. The police force conducts itselfvery
well, and that is why Victoria has the lowest crime rate
of any mainland state. There is still work to be done and
strategies to be put in place. The government will
continue to work on those strategies to ensure that the
sense of wellbeing in Victoria continues and Victoria
remains the safest mainland state - the place where
people can do business and invest with confidencebecause investors look for that sort of information prior
to and during the period of their investments.

A number of policy issues will come forward in the
budget session we are about to enter. Those initiatives
and strategies will once again reinforce the positive
position of law and order in this state because the
people of Victoria certainly see and recognise the work
done by the Victorian government, led by the Premier
in cooperation with the Victoria Police, to ensure that
we have the safest living environment in the country.
Mr Haenneyer - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the answer to the last question by the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services went for well over
6 minutes. It was clearly an abuse of question time.

The SPEAKER - Order! I fear the honourable
member's clock must be running a little fast. If it had
not been for his inteIjections the answer might have
been much shorter. I ask the honourable member for
Van Yean to cease interjecting, as I asked him to do
three times during the response to that question. If he
continues to interject during this session I will name
him.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Victorian Institute of Marine Sciences 1995-96

Report for the year

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were laid upon the Table by the Clerk pursuant to an
Order of the House dated 17 February 1998:
Accident Compensation (Miscellaneous Amendment) Act
1997 - Sections 13, 16(1), 16(3), 17, 18,39(1),40,41,44,
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53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58,64 and 68 on I February 1998. Sections
23 and 42 on 29 June 1998 (Gazette No. G3. 22 January

1998)
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19,20,23,24,25,26.27, 28( 1),28(2),29,30(2), (except
paragraph (a», 33, 34, 35, 36. 37, 38,39,40,41,42,43,44
and 46 on 1 January 1998. Remaining provisions (except
sections 7(2) and 32) on 1 July 1998 (Gazette No. G51.

Alpine Resorts (Management) Act 1997 - Sections 3, 9, 10,
11,63,64,65,68 and 73 on 16 December 1997 (Gazette No.

24 December 1997)

5159. 16 December 1997)

Wildlife (Amendment) Act 1997 - Sections 30, 31, 32, 33,
34, 35, 36, 37, 38 and 40 on 18 December 1997 (Gazette No.

Corrections (Amendment) Act 1996-Sections 11, 12 and
13 on 20 December 1997 (Gazette No. G50. 18 December

G50. 18 December 1997).

1997)
Evidence (Audio Visual and Audio Linking) Act 1997Remaining provisions on 22 December 1997 (Gazette

FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES ACTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL

No. G50. 18 December 1997)

Introduction and first reading
Fire Authorities (Amendment) Act 1997 - Sections 3, 5, 6,
10, 11(2) and 13 on 5 December 1997 (Gazette No. G48.

4 December 1997)
Fisheries Act 1995 - Sections 155(4) and 162 on
18 December 1997 (Gazette No. G50. 18 December 1997)
Food (Amendment) Act 1997 - Sections 9 and lOon
8 February 1998 (Gazette No. G5. 5 February 1998)
Gaming Acts (Miscellaneous Amendment) Act 1997Sections 3, 5, 6, 21, 24, 25 and 26 on 22 January 1998

(Gazette No. G3. 22 January 1998)
Gas Industry (Further Amendment) Act 1997 - Sections 3,
4,28 and 31 on 9 December 1997. Remaining provisions
(except for sections 12 and 3 7( I on I I December 1997

»

(Gazette No. 5155.9 December 1997)
Health Services (Amendment) Act 1997 - Part 2 on
18 December 1997 (Gazette No. G50. 18 December 1997)

Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) introduced a bill to amend the
Country Fire Authority Act 1958, the Victoria State
Emergency Act 1987 and the Fire Authorities
(Contributions) Act 1989 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

FIREARMS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) introduced a bill to amend the
Firearms Act 1996 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

Law and Justice Legislation (Further Amendment) Act
1997 - Part 7 on 8 December 1997 (Gazette No. G48.

4 December 1997)
Local Government (Miscellaneous Amendment) Act 1997Sections 5( I ) and 6 on 12 December 1997. Sections 15 and
18 on 31 March 1998 (Gazette No. G49. 11 December 1997)
Police and Corrections (Amendment) Act 1997 - Part 2 on
31 December 1997 (Gazette No. G50. 18 December 1997)
Port Services (Amendment) Act 1997 - Sections 6( I), 6(2),
7 and 8 on 9 December 1997. Remaining provisions (except
for sections 6(3) and 6(4» on 10 December 1997 (Gazette
No. G48. 4 December 1997)
Sentencing (Amendment) Act 1997 - Sections 7 and 8 on
11 December 1997 (Gazette No. G49. 11 December 1997)

RETAIL TENANCIES REFORM BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport) introduced a bill to
reform the law relating to retail tenancies, to repeal the
Retail Tenancies Act 1986 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

VALUATION OF LAND (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Introduction and first reading

Sentencing and Other Acts (Amendment) Act 1997Sections 4(a), 8(1) and (2)(a), 12,23 and 24 on 15 December

1997 (Gazette No. G49. II December 1997)
Urban Land Corporation Act 1997 - Remaining provisions
on 3 February 1998 (Gazette No. 55. 3 February 1998)
Vocational Education and Training (Training Framework)
Act 1997 - Remaining provisions on I January 1998

(Gazette No. G50. 18 December 1997)
Water Acts (Further Amendment) Act 1997 - Sections 3,4,
5(1), 6( 1),6(2),6(3),7(1), 7(3),7(4), 9( 1), 12, 13, 14, IS, 16,

Mr HONEYWOOD (Minister for Tertiary Education
and Training) introduced a bill to amend the Valuation of
Land Act 1960 to provide for municipal councils to make
biennial valuations of land and for other purposes.
Read first time.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Wednesday, 18 February 1998

ASSEMBLY

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

37

4.

(I)

Sessional orders
Mr W. D. McGRA TH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I move, by leave:

(2) On those appointed Wednesdays, business shall be
called on in the following order:

ThatI.

2.

Unless otherwise ordered, the house shall meet on Tuesday,
Wednesday and Thursday, Mr Speaker to take the chair at
2.00 p.m. on Tuesday and 10.00 a.m. on Wednesday and
Thursday.
(I)

During the present session, government business
shall take precedence of all other business
(including motions pursuant to standing order
no. 26, which is hereby to the necessary extent
suspended, but not including a motion of want of
confidence in the government) each Tuesday,
Thursday and Friday and at 2.00 p.m. each
Wednesday.

5.

(I )

I.

General business - notices of motion

2.

General business - orders of the day

3.

Oral questions (at 2.00 p.m.)

4

Government business - notices of motion

5.

Govemment business - orders of the day.

Grievances

2.

Oral questions (at 2.00 p.m.)

3.

Government business

4.

General business.

At 10.00 p.m. on each sitting day Mr Speaker shall
interrupt the business before the house, or if the house
be in committee, the Chainnan shall report progress
and Mr Speaker shall then interrupt such business:
provided that in the event that a division is in progress
at 10.00 p.m. such division shall be completed and the
result announced and ifsuch division be upon a
closure motion any question required to be brought to
conclusion as a result of such division shall be so
brought to conclusion.

(2) Upon such interruption of business(a)

Notwithstanding sessional order no. 2 (I)

I.

Notwithstanding the right of a minister to move a motion
for the adjournment of the house pursuant to standing order
no. 25-

(2) On Wednesdays, other than appointed Wednesdays
pursuant to sessional order no. 4, business shall be
called on in the following order:

3.

Standing order no. 59 be suspended and,
notwithstanding sessional order no. 2, the first order
of the day on Wednesdays appointed by resolution
of the house shall be the question 'That grievances
be noted', to which question any member may
speak for not more than 15 minutes and the whole
discussion on this question shall end at 2.00 p.m.

So much of standing order no. 124 as allows members
to ask oral questions without notice at the time of
giving notices of motion be suspended and that
members ask oral questions without notice at 2.00 p.m.
each sitting day (other than on a Tuesday where a
motion expressing sorrow at the death of a member or
any other person may take precedence): provided that
these sessional orders shall not permit more than one
question time each sitting day.

Before a motion for the adjournment is proposed
by Mr Speaker, a minister may move that the
sitting be continued; which motion shall be put
forthwith without amendment or debate and if
such motion is agreed to, the house or committee
shall resume the proceedings at the point at which
they had been interrupted; or

(b) If a minister does not so move, Mr Speaker shall
forthwith propose the question 'That the house do
now adjourn' which question shall be open to
debate in accordance with the rules and practices
of the house and paragraph (4); at the conclusion
of the debate, Mr Speaker notwithstanding the
provisions of standing order no. 24 shall adjourn
the house without putting any question until the
time of the next meeting.

(2) At 2.00 p.m. on each sitting day (other than a Tuesday)
Mr Speaker shall interrupt the business before the
house, or if the house be in committee, the Chairman
shall report progress and Mr Speaker shall then
interrupt such business: provided that in the event that
a division is in progress at 2.00 p.m. such division shall
be completed and the result announced and if such
division be upon a closure motion any question
required to be brought to conclusion as a result of such
division shall be so brought to conclusion.

(3) Any business under discussion and not disposed of at
the time of the adjournment shall be set down on the
notice paper for the next sitting and any member
speaking at the time of interruption may, upon the
resumption of debate thereon, continue such speech.
(4) On the motion 'That the house do now adjourn' the

(3)

Any business under discussion and not disposed of at
2.00 p.m. shall be resumed immediately at the
conclusion of the asking of oral questions and any
member speaking at the time of interruption may, upon
the resumption of debate thereon, continue such
speech.

time available for the raising of matters on the motion
be 30 minutes and the time limit per member be
3 minutes.
6.

(I)

Standing orders shall be suspended to allow for the
programming of government business and the
following procedures.
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(2) Before the house meets for business in any week. the
Leader of the House and the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition (or their nominees) may meet as a
Government Business Programming Committee with a
view to reaching agreement on the manner in which
the house is to deal with government business of the
week.
(3) On the first day of the sitting week the Leader of the
House or his nominee before the calling on of
government business may move without leave a
motion setting a date and time by which consideration
of specified bills or items of business have to be
completed in that sitting week. Debate there<>n shall
not exceed 30 minutes and, in speaking thereon no
member shall exceed 5 minutes.
(4)

remaining stages at that time, the Chair shall put a
combined question or a number of questions (the
fonn and number being at the discretion of the
Chair) disposing of any clauses and schedules
and any amendment and new clauses and
schedules desired by the government - copies of
which have been circulated in the house pursuant
to subparagraph (5) - and any other questions
required to dispose of the bill (as the case may
be) before the committee of the whole or the
house. (No other amendments, new clauses or
schedules shall be proposed); and
(8)

At a change of business, following a special meeting
of the Government Business Programming Committee
convened in accordance with the aims of subparagraph
(2), and without leave, the Leader of the House or his
nominee may move a motion to amend the resolution
under subparagraph (3). Debate thereon shall not
exceed 30 minutes and, in speaking thereon no
member shall exceed 5 minutes. Any change to the
program cannot come into operation until I hour after
the motion is agreed to.

(i)

(7)

On the expiration of the completion time set under
subparagraph (3), the Chair, in relation to a specified
motion, shall put forthwith the question on any
amendment and/or motion already proposed from the
Chair for the purpose of bringing to a conclusion any
proceedings on the motion.

(iii) in relation to any bill being considered in the
cornmittee of the whole, put a combined question
or a number of questions (the form and number
being at the discretion of the Chair) disposing of
any clauses and schedules and any amendment
and new clauses and schedules desired by the
government - copies of which have been
circulated in the house pursuant to subparagraph
(5) - and any other questions required to
dispose of the bill (as the case may be) before the
committee of the whole or the house. (No other
amendments, new clauses or schedules shall be
proposed); and

On the expiration of the completion time set under
subparagraph (3), the Chair, in relation to a specified
bill, shall put forthwith the question on any
amendment or motion already proposed from the
Chair for the purpose of bringing to a conclusion any
proceedings on the bill and(a) as required, the remaining questions necessary
for the passage of the bill through the house and
transmission to the Legislative Council shall be
combined (except in the case of a bill that
requires the second reading and third reading to
be passed with an absolute majority of the whole
number of the members of the Legislative
Assembly, the questions for the second and third
readings shall be put separately), the committee
stage ofa bill being dispensed with ifno
government amendments have been circulated
pursuant to subparagraph (5); and
(b)

in the case of the consideration of any bill in
cornmittee of the whole or on any of the

in the case of a bill, put in a combined question,
as required, the questions necessary for the
passage of the bill through the house and
transmission to the Legislative Council
(including any amendments and new clauses and
schedules desired by the government which have
been circulated pursuant to subparagraph (5», the
committee stage being dispensed with; and

(ii) in the case of a bill that requires the second
reading and third reading to be passed with an
absolute majority of the whole number of the
members of the Legislative Assembly, put
separately the questions necessary for the passage
of the bill through the house and transmission to
the Legislative Council, (including a combined
question relating to any amendments and new
clauses and schedules desired by the government
which have been circulated pursuant to
subparagraph (5», the committee stage being
dispensed with; and

(5) Amendments to be proposed in committee of the
whole to a specified bill may be circulated in the house
during the debate on the question 'That this bill be
now read a second time' after an announcement and
request of a minister or a member (without leave but
not when another member is speaking) foreshadowing
such amendments: provided that these amendments
are circulated 2 hours before the expiration of the
completion time set under subparagraph (3). Such
announcement and request shall not be debated.
(6)

After the house has concluded the proceedings under
subparagraphs (6) or (7), in the case of each remaining
specified bill or item of government business. the
Chair shall-

(iv) in the case ofa remaining item of business other
than a bill, put a combined question (if required)
which brings to a conclusion the proceedings.
(9)

If, on the expiration of the completion time set under
subparagraph (3), the house or committee is
considering a non-specified motion or bill, and there
are specified motions or bills to be completed,
Mr Speaker shall interrupt the business before the
house, or if the house be in committee, the Chairman
shall report progress and Mr Speaker shall then
interrupt such business: provided that in the event that
a division is in progress such division shall be
completed and the result announced and if such
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division be upon a closure motion any question
required to be brought to conclusion as a result of such
division shall be so brought to conclusion. The house
shall then consider such motions or bills as required by
subparagraph (8). At the completion of such motions
or bills the house or committee shall immediately
resume the intenupted business and any member
speaking at the time of intenuption may, upon the
resumption of debate thereon, continue such speech.
(10) The Chair shall not accept any points of order once the

expiration of the completion time under subparagraph
(3) has arrived and until all the required questions
under subparagraphs (6), (7) or (8) have been dealt

with.
(11) Standing and/or sessional orders relating to closure of
debate or guillotine shall not apply to any proceedings
in respect of a specified bill or item of business.

I will make some brief comments on the motion. I see
the need to ensure that we have sessional orders rather
than standing orders. Last night by leave I moved a
motion which, had it been agreed to by the opposition,
would have enabled question time to take place today at
the nonnal time of 2.00 p.m.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! For the sake of order in
the house, if the Attorney-General and the Deputy
Leader of the House wish to have a debate I ask them
not to do it across the table: do it at the appropriate
time, out of the chamber or behind the Speaker's chair.
Mr W. D. McGRAm - Because of the failure of
the opposition to grant that leave we are here now and
will be debating this question for some time today. I
wonder about the wisdom of that decision when we talk
about the utilisation of the time of the house properly
and adequately. Under sessional orders the names of the
bills that are to be debated during a week are stated on
the notice paper and agreed to in negotiations between
the Leader of the House, the Honourable Phil Gude,
and the Leader of the Opposition, the honourable
member for Thomastown; then in the days that follow
orderly and proper debate is achieved.

Under the standing orders of the time I recall the then
honourable member for Reservoir, Jim Simmonds,
talking about Workcare from 1.00 a.m. to 5.00 a.m.
Mr Speaker. you may have been here and would
remember that occasion well. That speech mentioned
just about every worker who had been injured in the
state at that time and was very repetitious.
Under the current standing orders we do not allow those
drawn-out, tedious speeches; instead everyone is given
the opportunity to speak on a topic in a proper and more
orderly manner, except for the last week of the
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sessional period when, once again, the government
provid~s the opposition with the opportunity of using
more time to speak. A range of bills seems to jam up at
the end of a sessional period regardless of whichever
party is in government, but an opportunity is provided
for members to have proper, reasonable and sensible
debate. We now have reasonable hours of sitting: we
start at 2.00 p.m. on Tuesday and go on to the
adjournment debate at 10.00 p.m., and sit from
10.00 a.m. till 11.00 p.m. on Wednesday and Thursday.
Under the current sessional orders orderly debate is
allowed.
A former leader of opposition business, Tom Roper,
had some knowledge of how to run a house from the
opposition point of view. He agreed with the sessional
orders and was able to ensure the best possible
outcomes in the debates that flowed through this
important chamber.
I believe the motion I have moved in relation to
sessional orders is right and appropriate, as they are laid
out in the notice paper today. I hope honourable
members will see commonsense and that ultimately
both sides of the house will agree to the proposed
sessional orders.
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - This debate
is taking place today because the opposition does not
accept the sessional orders that are being put forward.
We have never accepted these sessional orders. They
are the most restrictive, undemocratic rules governing
the proceedings of any Parliament in Australia, and to
have the Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
acting as the Premier, come in here today and say in
effect that the sessional orders are worthy and good and
to get agreement on that statement is a complete
distortion of the truth, for which the minister stands
condemned. It typifies the arrogant, undemocratic
approach of the government.
One would have thought the government would have
got the message after the Mitcham by-election and the
strong message sent to the government by not only the
voters of Mitcham but by people throughout the
eastern suburbs who are sick and tired ofthe arrogant
style of this government and of the arrogant personal
style of the Premier and his ministers. The debate
today is another demonstration and reinforcement of
the heavy-handed nature of the government.
These sessional orders are restrictive and undemocratic
and in effect place a straitjacket on all members of this
Parliament. That is what they are designed to do. It is
no accident that the sessional orders have been in
operation since the beginning of 1993. We know
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exactly how they work: they not only prevent the
opposition from conducting its business but at times
they prevent members of the government from
carrying out their primary functions as members of
Parliament.
It is an absolute disgrace that Parliament sanctions
such rules and sessional orders that restrict members as
individuals, as an opposition and even as a government
in carrying out their duties and responsibilities in this
chamber. Members of Parliament are elected
individually with a solemn responsibility to carry out
their duties.
Yesterday honourable members witnessed the solemn
swearing in of the honourable member for Mitcham.
Each member has gone through the same process of
being sworn in as a new member following each
election. Most people take those personal
commitments deeply, hold them dear to their hearts
and try to carry out their duties. When members of the
government get together they use their numbers,
getting direction from the minister, to restrict debate
and try to conceal facts. That fact manifests itself in the
fonn of these sessional orders.
What occurred today is another example and further
proof of the pattern of arrogant behaviour of the
government leadership team in absenting itself from
question time. What the ministers did today breaches
the very spirit of the Westminster tradition, and that
attitude has again manifested itself in the sessional
orders debate which immediately follows the most
gross abuse of question time that we have seen in this
Parliament for many a year. There has been gross
abuse of question time by this arrogant, out-of-touch,
out-of-step government.
Their actions today in absenting themselves and thereby
refusing to make themselves available to answer
questions about free gifts to the casino and the misuse
and abuse of credit cards demonstrates that they failed
to hear the message of Mitcham and reinforces the
philosophical underpinning of the sessional orders.
Later the opposition will move an amendment to the
sessional orders in an attempt to free up debate in this
chamber and to allow individual members of
Parliament to carry out the responsibilities that they
solenmly pledge to undertake when they are sworn in.
If accepted, the amendment will also allow both the
opposition and the government to fulfil their
responsibilities in the traditions of the Westminster
system and not have them trampled upon by an
arrogant, out-of-touch Premier and government. We on
this side of the house will resist these sessional orders
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on each and every occasion that the matter comes
before the chamber.
It is interesting to note how the sessional orders have
led to abuses. Since their introduction we have
experienced the extraordinary occurrence of bills being
forced through Parliament without debate. That shows
how heavy-handed and undemocratic the government
can be. Coalition members can allow the government of
the day to introduce bills and do the first and second
readings, then manipulate the order of business so that
because of the automatic guillotines that occur in the
evening and on Thursdays, bills are passed and laws
introduced although individual members of Parliament
have not been allowed to debate them.
Government members interjecting.

Mr BATCHELOR - It reminds me of examples
of dictators all around the world who set up puppet
parliaments to rubber-stamp their decisions. Because
the Labor opposition will not act as puppet or as a
rubber stamp, the government has had to put sessional
orders in place to curb debate.
Mr PertoD inteIjected.
Mr BATCHELOR - The honourable member for
Doncaster is yelling and screaming over there, but
when push comes to shove he acts in exactly the way
the Premier directs him. The Premier sends him into the
chamber and says, 'Put on your Liberal facade, the
human face of the Liberal Party', so that when he is
required to vote to pass laws in this state that no
member of this Parliament is allowed to talk on, he
does so. The honourable member does it willingly
because that is what is required by members of the
government. The Kennett government is the most
undemocratic and arrogant government in Victoria for
some time, and the honourable member for Doncaster
is a willing participant in it. He is happy to go along
with the government, and ifhe interjects during this
debate trying to pretend that he is standing up for
democracy we will remind him on every occasion that
he has been a party to some of the biggest jackbooting
acts under sessional orders by this government that we
have ever seen.
Mr E. R. Smith interjected.

Mr BATCHELOR - In this state laws have been
made when members of Parliament have not been
allowed to speak in debate on the bills; they have been
shoved through at the end of the week with a whole
grab bag of other legislative vehicles to get things
through so the government can get things its way.
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In recent times the government has understood that

such arrogant behaviour is liable to bring it undone, so
in response - its members are slow learners but
nevertheless they have refined the way they manipulate
sessional orders - on many occasions it allows the
second-reading speech to be given by the minister and
one response by the opposition, then it gags debate. The
government forces the bilI through and allows no-one
from either the government or the opposition to make
an effective contribution to the debate. Many bil1s have
therefore gone through with limited debate. On some
occasions the government has used the change of
business - dinner breaks and the like - to intenupt
and cut off the second-reading response by the
opposition and prevent it from going through.
These issues are fundamental. How does one describe a
Parliament where the govenunent is able to make laws
but will not allow members of that Parliament, whether
they are for or against a measure, to speak? How does
one describe a Parliament where laws are made when
only one member of the opposition is allowed to speak
and, on many occasions, its own members'
contributions are curtailed? How does one describe a
Parliament in which on many occasions when there are
lengthy speakers' lists on both sides of the house the
government, through the manipulative abuse of
standing orders, prevents people from carrying out their
primary responsibilities as individual members
representing their electorates? Members here are
elected as individuals. not on block votes. We are
required under the implied relationships we have with
our electorates to carry out that responsibility. I know
the acting Premier does not want us to carry out those
responsibilities. He is interjecting against our trying to
carry out our responsibilities. He thinks that they are
not worth protecting, and he wants to override them.
Well, let him do that, but in this Parliament he cannot
stop us from carrying out those responsibilities. We will
do it and will continue to do it.
Mr E. R. Smith -

What responsibilities?

Mr BATCHELOR - How long have you been
here? The honourable member does not even know
what his responsibilities are!

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Glen Waverley should contain himself!
Mr BATCHELOR -Later today we will see him
voting to implement these restrictive, abusive,
anti~emocratic sessional orders; he interjects and he
does not even know what his responsibilities are.

Mr E. R. Smith inteIjected.
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Mr BATCHELOR- What a joke you are! And
you adequatel y represent this government in this
chamber?
The SPEAKER - Order! As Government Whip
the honourable member for Glen Waverley should
know that when the Speaker asks him twice to do a job
he should do so.
Mr BATCHELOR- He does an excellent job in
representing the arrogant, anti~emocratic nature of this
govenunent. and it is little wonder that he has the
responsibility of being the Government Whip.
We have seen the problems that these sessional orders
impose on debate, but they have also been used in
many other restrictive ways, all of which have produced
an interesting response. So angry have individual
members on both sides of the house become because
they have not been allowed to speak that people have
got together and contrived to restrict speaking times on
some bills before the house to artificially limit them to
much less than the 30 minutes allowed under the
standing orders. On many occasions people agree
across the chamber to restrict their contributions in an
effort to let more people participate in the debate and
thereby subvert the anti~emocratic nature of these
sessional orders. We have seen on many occasions
where speakers from both sides of the house have an
informal arrangement - and I applaud that - that a
person will speak for only 10 minutes, so in half an
hour many more speakers are heard, a variety of views
are put forward and speakers are allowed to represent
their electorates and the different points of view. That is
one way that this Parliament has developed to work
around the inherently restrictive nature of the sessional
orders.
What should happen today is that the informal
cooperation that exists on many occasions across the
chamber should be brought to the fore in the form of
sessional orders that wil1 enable such a spirit of
cooperation to continue so that more people can put
forward their views.
The opposition does not suggest the sessional orders
should be in place so people can be forced to agree to
propositions; all it is asking is that the sessional orders
allow honourable members to make a parliamentary
contribution, which is not an unreasonable request.
When people are elected to Parliament they believe
they will be able to make a parliamentary contribution.
From time to time the media publishes a list of how
often and on what issues members have spoken in this
place and many honourable members have been
unfairly treated in those media reports because of the
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Mr Speaker shall interrupt the business before the house, or
if the house be in committee the Chairman shall report
progress and Mr Speaker shaH then interrupt such business:
provided that in the event that a division is in progress at
1.45 p.m. such division shall be completed and the result
announced and ifsuch division be upon a closure motion
any question requiring to be brought to conclusion as a
result of such division shall be so brought to conclusion and
call upon a member (except a minister) to make a statement
on any matter for not more than 90 seconds.

sessional orders. The media has attacked honourable
members because of their lack of contribution in the
parliamentary arena, but the real reason for many
members not being able to contribute is that they are
prevented by the Premier's anti-democratic,
high-handed sessional orders.
The Premier is not even prepared to come into the
chamber to join in this debate. His representative, the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, says the
opposition would be acting wisely if it did not debate
this issue. When the issue of democracy is debated in
this chamber, when issues concerning the participation
and responsibility of individual members of Parliament
are raised in this place, the government's lead speaker
tries to prevent debate! He says it is not wise to debate
these issues; it is a waste of time. Those arguments
again show the arrogant, high-handed nature of the
government's approach to this whole matter.
Following the use and abuse of the sessional orders in
the past few years, the opposition thought it was time
for change. Mr Speaker, you will remember the
contribution of the Leader of the Opposition to the
Christmas felicitations debate last year. You will recall
that the Leader of the Opposition, as did other
honourable members, reflected on what had taken place
during the previous calendar year and in earlier
sessions. The Leader of the Opposition thanked the
staff, as is traditional, but in his reflective way he raised
issues about the conduct of Parliament and particularly
the sessional orders.
The SPEAKER - Order! I interrupt the
honourable member to indicate that his amendments
have now been prepared and should be circulated to
honourable members. The honourable member will
want to talk about his amendments, and it would be
appropriate for him to talk about the amendments and
the motion and for subsequent speakers to speak to both
the motion and the amendments, paragraph by
paragraph if necessary. I ask the honourable member to
now move his proposed amendments either
individually or en bloc.

4.

That subparagraph 3(3) be omitted and replaced with 'Any
business under discussion and not disposed of at 1.45 p.m.
shall be resumed immediately at the conclusion of the
asking of90 second statements and oral questions and any
member speaking at the time of the interruption may, upon
the resumption of debate thereon, continue such speech.

5.

That in subparagraph 2(2) the words 'other than appointed
Wednesdays pursuant sessional order no. 4," be omitted.
That subparagraphs 2(2) 1-5 be omitted and the following
words be inserted:
'I

General business -

notices of motion

2

General business -

orders of the day

3

9O-second statements (at 1.45 p.m.)

4

Oral questions (at 2.00 p.m.) (I hour)
Definite matters of urgent public importance (I hour)

6
6.

That in paragraph I the words ') 0.00 a.m. ' be omitted and
replaced with '9.30 a.m.'

2.

That in subparagraph 2() the words '(including motions
pursuant to standing order no. 26 which is hereby to the
necessary extent suspended, but not including want of
confidence in the Government)' be omitted.

3.

That subparagraph 3(2) be omitted and replaced with 'At
1.45 p.m. on each sitting day (other than a Tuesday)

orders of the day.'

That after subparagraph 3(3) insert the following
subparagraphs:
'(4) That so much of the standing orders be suspended so
as to allow the following to apply:
(a)

a member may ask a question without notice fi'om the
time the Speaker calls for questions. Questions without
notice may be asked for I hour on each sitting day.
However, the Speaker may extend the time for
questions without notice at his or her discretion;

(b) the Speaker may require the language of a question to
be changed if it seems to him or her that it is
unbecoming or is in breach of the standing orders or
conventions of the house;
(c)

Mr BATCHELOR - I will move them en bloc.
The additions are the result of drafting changes. I move:
I.

Government business -

a member asking a question must not offer argument
or an opinion on the maner; or give facts or names of
persons, except those strictly necessary to explain the
question;

(d) when a member gives facts or names, he or she is
responsible for their accuracy. Where the matter is of
sufficient importance, the Speaker may require prima
facie proof of accuracy;
(e)

in answering any question the minister or member:
(i)

must be directly relevant and responsive to the
question; and

(ii)

must be reasonably succinct; and
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(iii) must not introduce matter extraneous to the
question nor debate the matter to which the
question relates; and
(iv) must comply with the same rules and practices as
apply to the asking of questions;
(f)

a minister may decline to answer a question or part of
a question:
(i)

on the ground ofpubJic policy; or

(ii) if the minister is unable to answer the question
fully and accurately without notice and requests
that the question or part of the question be placed
upon the notice paper; or
(iii) if the minister informs the house that the question
requires a more extensive answer than is
appropriate to a question without notice and that
it will be the subject of a ministerial statement or
announcement at an early opportunity.
7.

Omit subparagraph 4( 1) and sub paragraph 4(2) and insert
the following paragraph: '4. That so much of standing
order no. 59 be suspended so as to allow that on those
Thursdays, business shall be called on in the following
order:
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what Mr Speaker determines to be unruly behaviour or
misconduct falling short of highly disorderly conduct
pursuant to standing order 116."
12. That standing order 26( c) be suspended and that the
following provision be made:
'(c) In speaking to such motion debate shall be strictly
confined to the subject matter stated, the mover shall
not exceed twenty minutes, any other member shall
not exceed 10 minutes, and the whole discussion on
the subject shall not exceed I hour.'
13. That so much of standing order 104 be suspended so as to
provide that no member shall speak for more than
20 minutes in any debate in the house.

Mr Perton interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR- The first response by a
member of the government about the proposed
amendments is what will happen with his lunch! The
proposed amendments have previously been the subject
of some discussion. They contain proposals that have
been around for a while. Indeed, the Leader of the
Opposition wanted Parliament to take them on board at
an earlier time.

Grievances (4 hours).
2

General business - committee reports

3

Government business - orders of the day.

4

9O-second statements (at 1.45 p.m.).

5

Oral questions (at 2.00 p.m.).

6

Matters of public imponance (I hour).

7

General business.

8

Government business. '

8.

In subparagraph 5( 1) omit the words '10.00 p.m' and add
the words '7.30 p.m.'.

9.

That after subparagraph 5(4) insert the following
subparagraph:
'(5) The Speaker may extend the time allowed to a
member on the motion 'That the house do now
adjourn" but only if the Speaker is of the opinion that a
member's rights have been unreasonably infringed.'

10. After paragraph 6(2) insert the following paragraph:
6(2)(i)
Where possible times for all government
business will be fixed by agreement one week in
advance. Notice of agreed times will be publicly
announced. '
11. After paragraph (9) insert the following paragraph:
'( I0) So much of standing order 117 be suspended so as to
allow Mr Speaker to suspend a member from
attendance for one hour if that member is engaging in

Mr Speaker, I was reminding you about the Leader of
the Opposition's conunents during Christmas
felicitations last year when in passing he reflected on a
few matters relating to parliamentary procedure and the
impact the sessional and standing orders have on the
conduct of Parliament. He said that during the
preceding 12 months the opposition had had a rollercoaster relationship with the government, but towards
the end of the sessional period that had been smoothed
out, although there were some fundamental problems
with the sessional orders. Mr Speaker, in a pleasing
response you referred to some of the matters raised by
the Leader of the Opposition and said they were worthy
of consideration; that it was time to be reflective, to
look back and to make some changes.
Mr W. D. McGrath interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR - The second response from a
member of the government, in this case the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, is about what happens
when he gets home and into bed. Oral gratification
comes first and then the National Party is concerned
about sexual gratification and what happens at bedtime.
We know what their priorities are! The Liberal Party is
concerned about feeding its collective mouth and the
National Party is concerned with feeding its hormones!
The opposition is trying to have a sensible and rational
debate about the sessional orders and how Parliament
conducts itself but government members only want to
create a diversion. The opposition will resist the
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temptation and deal with the real issue of parliamentary
reform, decency in government and commonsensethe antithesis of this government.

Mr Speaker, you made a number of comments during
your response to the Christmas felicitations. In essence
you said there needed to be a review and that there
should be an opportunity to raise matters of public
importance in the house. You referred to the concept of
a sin bin and discretionary powers for the Chair. You
referred to a minimum number of questions being
asked during question time and to what happens during
question time.
Mr Speaker, opposition members expected that over the
Christmas break and in the lead up to this parliamentary
session there would be some discussion and a vehicle
would be made available by which suggestions could
be put forward. The opposition thought that perhaps the
most revolutionary approach of all might have been
taken, by which alternatives might have been
canvassed - people with other ideas might have been
asked to contribute and opposition members might have
been approached to determine whether there was any
ground for common agreement. Even acknowledging
there might have been areas of disagreement, no
attempt was made to explore any grounds for common
agreement. The government failed in its responsibility
in not taking up the suggestions, good advice and good
counsel that you, Sir, gave on the last day of the
parliamentary session last year. You then said in
response to the Leader of the Opposition that these
things ought to be brought forward. They were not.
The government's motion proposes sessional orders in
exactly the same terms, spirit and intent as those that
have been introduced in the past - they are of the same
restrictive nature and will cause the problems that they
have always caused. The opposition is expected to be
happy to continue with the sessional orders it has been
forced to live with during the past five or so years. The
opposition is not happy; it is most unhappy about the
motion. The opposition will use this opportunity to put
on the record its discontent, anger and repugnance at
the way sessional orders are being used. It will use this
opportunity to put forward some constructive
suggestions, many of which should be accepted by the
government. The changes the opposition is proposing
would make Parliament a bener place for us all in
which to work and discharge our responsibilities. As a
whole they might even produce a better legislative
outcome for the government.
Many aspects of the sessional orders need to be
changed. In effect there is a need for an overhaul of the
whole of Parliament's operations. Later the opposition
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will be taking up the debate about televising
proceedings and will raise other issues about access and
transparency. Parliament needs to be thoroughly
overhauled both as an institution and in the minutiae of
how it operates. Frequently legislation is inadequately
scrutinised by the government, the committees and the
opposition because of the restrictive nature of the
sessional orders.
Our fellow Victorians who are not members of the

house have little contact with or understanding of what
is going on. They have little knowledge of our
proceedings. Perhaps we need to be much more open
and need to have explicable and understandable
procedures and forms, rather than procedures and forms
shrouded in mystery, as is currently the case. Instead of
separating ourselves from the electors we ought to be
providing a forum in an institution with a set of
arrangements that enable people to easily and readily
understand what is going on and get their views
through to their elected representatives and taken into
account.
I will comment on various areas of parliamentary
procedures that are the cornerstone of any effective
Westminster-style Parliament. Questions without notice
is probably the most important area of Parliament in
providing scrutiny, transparency and informationparticularly current information that is of immediate
interest to the public at large. J suggest that to the public
at large question time is the most recognisable aspect of
the parliamentary process. If the man or woman in the
street were asked what happened in Parliament he or
she would most often understand the forms and the
purpose of question time.
The operation of question time in the Victorian
Parliament is an absolute disgrace. As I said, nothing
could bener demonstrate that than what happened
today. It is not unusual for the government to abuse
question time in many ways. Today the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, representing the
Premier, deliberately talked out question time. An
opportunity was available near the end of question time
for the opposition to ask another question, but rather
than winding up his answer in the suggested time frame
the minister continued to talk out the time. In doing so
he effectively stole from the opposition the opportunity
to ask another question.
That behaviour and abuse of the forms ofthe house
does not surprise the opposition, but if members of the
public at large were told that is what the government
routinely, systematically and deliberately does they
would be shocked and horrified. It should not happen
but it does because the proposed sessional orders and
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the standing orders that underpin them allow it to
happen.

The SPEAKER - Order! Perhaps the honourable
member could clarify that. Does he mean four per side?

The opposition is suggesting that some changes should
be made to the conduct of question time. Question time
in Victoria is the most ineffective of any Australian
Parliament in meeting the primary objectives of
accountability, transparency and availability of
information. One need only consider the impact or
effect of question time in Victoria and compare it with
what happens in other states to realise that question
time in the Legislative Assembly fails to meet those
benchmarks.

Mr BATCHELOR - I mean opposition questions.
I thOUght I said that earlier. I did clarify that earlier, but
I will restate it absolutely. These are questions the
opposition has the opportunity to ask. Under the rules
that govern our question time the limiting factor is the
total time in which questions may be asked. If it is
artificially kept short government members can use
these parliamentary techniques to undermine question
time. In other jurisdictions the time limits have been cut
out and they have found that ministers are then keen to
answer succinctly by giving pithy responses. They do
not need to filibuster in the great traditions of the
Victorian parliamentary ministerial teams. They give
accurate answers. So with just a little tweaking here and
a little tweaking there, Mr Speaker. we could make an
effective change to question time.

As honourable members know, question time runs for
45 minutes on Tuesdays but only 30 minutes on other
days, yet the time can be consumed - eaten up or
frittered away - by the use of a whole range of
parliamentary devices and tactics. Time after time, day
after day government members make lengthy speeches
and in doing so consume the available 30 or
45 minutes. Government ministers sometimes do not
answer the questions they are asked; they answer some
other fictitious questions or refer to notes, giving
answers written out for them by someone from the
Premier's office or by their own advisers. On many
occasions questions asked of government members take
the fonn of what are described pejoratively as dorothy
dixers, or are about matters that are not of great
importance. Government ministers are asked to answer
in broad and sweeping tenns, in complete contradiction
to the precedents - -

Mr Perton inteIjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Doncaster knows he must not inteIject and must not
call a member by his first name across the chamber.
Mr BA TCHELOR - Opposition staff have had a
look at how many questions are actually asked in
question time in Australian parliaments. One of the
tests of the effectiveness of question time is how many
questions an opposition can ask. In Victoria in the
course of a week the opposition routinely gets an
average of4 questions; in South Australia it is between
8 and 11; in Queensland - that paragon of
antidemocratic parliamentary institutions and the
heavy-handed arm of executive government - it is
between 7 and 9; in Western Australia it is about 6; and
in the federal arena it is 9 to 10 questions. As I said, in
Victoria we have on average about 4 a day over the
course of a week. This is totally unacceptable. Our
analysis of the information we have shows that these
are the figures that routinely and regularly apply.

That is what we are suggesting in the amendments. We
want to make sure that a real feature of this
parliamentary chamber is its question time and that a
feature of that question time is that the government
actually answers questions. We are putting forward a
swag of suggestions. We want question time to be
longer and we want a number of other changes to be
made so that for the first time in a long while questions
without notice in the Victorian Parliament would be an
effective parliamentary procedure that meets the
benchmark tests I referred to earlier and would become
the sort of question time the public expects to see.
The Victorian Parliament not only has the smallest
number of questions asked on average, it also has the
shortest question time. I said earlier that our question
time is 45 minutes on one day and only 30 minutes on
the other two parliamentary sitting days. Question time
in the federal Parliament is 80 minutes; in New South
Wales it is at least 45 minutes; in South Australia it is
I hour; in Western Australia it is 45 minutes; in
Tasmania it is 1 hour; in the Northern Territory it is
1 hour; and in the ACT there is no limit to question
time - it is defined by the number of questions that
can be asked, plus supplementaries.
These are issues that can and should be dealt with. They
require simple and minor changes to sessional and
standing orders, and those changes should be made. I
remind you, Mr Speaker, of your comments last year in
your response to the Christmas felicitations. Even.if
you did not go to the extent of changing the standing
orders but merely introduced these changes to the
sessional orders, that would be a worthy thing to do in
the context of the trial. Our standing orders have
applied for a very long time and are refined by the use
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of sessional orders. That refinement has been
extrapolated to the nth degree by this government, so
much so that it has become parliamentary abuse.
We need to go back to the original intent of sessional
orders, which was to make the parliamentary
proceedings of the day contemporary and relevant, as
well as to enable honourable members to take
advantage of the opportunities they provide. As you so
correctly pointed out in your response to the Christmas
felicitations, Sir, you can introduce change, you can
introduce it gradually in the sessional orders and you
can introduce it on a trial basis and examine its effects
without having to go to the fundamental, underpinning
structural requirements for parliamentary procedures the standing orders. Instead of the government
cementing in the sessional orders in the most rigid and
restrictive way, we are seeking to free up the sessional
orders to make Parliament more relevant. If these
proposals do not work, we have the opportunity to
address them again. Members of the opposition would
be happy to participate in that.
In fact Parliament has a standing committee to deal
with these matters - the Standing Orders Committee. I
have been a member ofthat committee for a number of
terms, but it has never met during that time. That is an
indictment not only of the members of that committee,
of whom I am one, and I accept my responsibilities
there, but of the Parliament. It has a Standing Orders
Committee in name only. Its membership was agreed to
again yesterday, and its composition is the same as it
was last time, but it is yet to meet. Anyone who held his
or her breath waiting for it to meet for the first time
would very quickly expire. This vehicle for examining
the standing orders is one of our standing committees,
and after each election and prorogation it is routinely
reconstituted, but then it is routinely and systematically
ignored.
What is the value of having such a committee? The
opposition is looking at that seriously. Why should we
put our names to a committee on the pretext that it is a
viable, active and alive Standing Orders Committee
when we know it is not? It is a committee in name only
because it never meets. I suspect the government will
not allow it to meet. There must be some secret agenda
back there, a government directive that the Standing
Orders Committee should not ever meet, because that is
exactly what has happened for all the time I have been a
member of it - unless, of course, my name has been
excluded from the invitation list for years and the
committee has been meeting in secret. I suspect that is
not the explanation. I suspect the government believes
it would be too dangerous for the committee to meet
and put forward ideas for the better running ofthe
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Parliament. It will not let the parliamentary
representatives on the standing committee loose and
allow them to commission a review of the standing
orders. It believes it is far better not to let the committee
meet than to let us, as parliamentarians, have carriage of
that responsibility.
I would welcome the government or the Speaker
providing whatever the triggering mechanism might be
to allow the committee to be genuinely convened. All
members of the opposition would welcome such a
springing to life of the Standing Orders Committee, but
we have not seen that. If we had, the committee might
have been able to discuss some of the issues the
opposition has raised today. It might have been able
consider how we could improve question time. But no,
the committee has not been allowed to do that, and
members of the opposition are concerned about that.
The other crucial area for parliamentary debate is the
ability to discuss matters of political importance as and
when they occur. There are no procedures in this
chamber to allow that. Question time is for asking
questions and trying to elicit information and answers;
it is not a vehicle for debate. The chamber needs a time
when political issues of the moment can be discussed.
If one looks at the forms of our parliamentary
procedures, the standing and sessional orders, one sees
that they do not effectively provide such an
opportunity. It is something you, Mr Speaker,
commented on in your response on Christmas
felicitations last year.
General business motions are now dealt with on
Wednesday mornings. The subjects of those motions
have to be submitted in writing at the beginning of
parliamentary session. They are acted out week about
between the government and the opposition. That is not
an effective way to discuss matters of the moment
because by its nature it means one has to frame
resolutions of a general nature. One has to predict
9 months, 18 months or 2 years ahead what mayor may
not be a contemporary political issue. If Parliament is
not prorogued it has to be done over the four-year life
of a session and leads to some ludicrous and irrelevant
debates. On many occasions the house debates
resolutions that are out of date by two or more years.
They are an embarrassment to the Legislative
Assembly as a house of Parliament, they are
embarrassing for individuals members who rise to
move them, and they embarrass both the government
and the opposition.
That process continued yesterday. The government and
the opposition each gave notice of 20 motions, taking
turns, yet only a few of the motions will be debated
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prior to the next general election. Of the 40 motions
considerably fewer than half will ever be debated, so
approximately 20 motions from each side will act as a
block to prevent more contemporary motions working
their way to the top of the notice paper. By the next
session any aspects or dimensions of motions that were
contemporary when notice of the motion was given will
no longer be contemporary or relevant. Parliament will
continue for another 18 months, or whatever time
elapses before the next election, with a notice paper of
general business items that are largely irrelevant and
used as a device to stop the opposition from raising
matters of a contemporary nature.
There is the opportunity under standing order 26 to
move an adjournment motion and debate contemporary
issues for 2 hours, but the past custom and practice in
relation to the rules allowing such motions to proceed is
very cumbersome. It is antiquated and proceduralistic,
and the largely irrelevant restrictions lead to very
narrow debates, if debate is allowed at all. It often leads
to conflict between Mr Speaker, and the opposition as
motion after motion is ruled out of order because of the
precedents. Even prior to that tension rises between the
opposition and the Clerks as we try to get agreement on
what form of words oUght to be put forward for your
consideration, Sir, in an attempt to avoid the dispute
that often takes place Wednesday mornings when
motions we genuinely believe oUght to be debated you
genuinely believe do not meet the very cumbersome
and tiresome restrictions those adjournment motions
have wrapped around them.
The custom-and-practice provisions, which stem from
May and from a time long ago when other vehicles

were available for members of our Parliament to raise
the sorts of issues to which I refer, have been used to
restrict the opposition in raising contemporary matters.
The farcical situation can arise of a very serious matter
of public interest dominating the media day in and day
out over a long period, often an urgent matter of the
utmost importance involving government policy or
government expenditure, and yet it is not able to be
discussed by means of an adjournment motion. Usually
it is ruled out because of some ancient precedent that
bears no relevance to today's proceedings and or to
contemporary issues. You, Sir, acknowledged that in
last year's Christmas felicitations. However, was the
government prepared to provide some sort of
opportunity for a more reasoned and rational debate of
matters of public importance? No, it was not. In effect,
the Victorian Parliament does not have a vehicle for
raising matters of public importance because the
general business motion and the adjournment motion
under standing order 26 do not allow opposition or
even government members to raise matters of
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contemporary political immediacy, matters that are hot
and running in the public arena.
If members of the public were to see some of the things
which we debate and pretend are matters of urgent
public importance they would be shocked. They would
be even more shocked if they understood the procedural
straightjackets within which the opposition is expected
to initiate those sorts of debates. That is the reason the
opposition's amendments place great emphasis on the
ability of individual members to raise matters of public
importance on a regular basis. Members of Parliament
in Victoria do not have that ability. In New South
Wales it can be done after each and every question
time. Important political issues can be raised and
debated, and that is what ought to happen. We in
Victoria oUght to have a similar opportunity.
In Queensland, debates on matters of importance
continue for an hour after question time. In Western
Australia there are two such sessions a week. In
Tasmania. the Northern Territory and the ACT there is
an opportunity for such debate on every parliamentary
sitting day - and if they wanted to they could go all
day discussing the matter of public importance. The
federal Parliament has three sessions of an hour each
per week. In Victoria we have zero opportunities none. It is an absolute disgrace. It is a matter that the
opposition seeks to overcome through the amendments
I have moved.

Another critical aspect of parliamentary democracy is
the question of sitting days. The government has made
an art form of restricting the number of days on which
Parliament sits. Parliamentary sittings are necessary to
provide parliamentary opportunities of any nature, no
matter how liberal or restrictive they may be. Despite
having the most restrictive parliamentary procedures of
any state or federal government in Australia, the
government also has a shocking record in terms of the
number of days on which it allows Parliament to sit. If
it sat any fewer days we would have to be regarded as
part-time politicians and have our pay cut in half
because of the infrequent occasions and limited time
that we as parliamentarians are required to attend this
chamber to discuss matters of public importance, to
participate in question time and to consider the
legislative program.
The current parliamentary session is a good example. It
will be of only eight weeks duration. On this occasion
the starting date was brought forward because the
government copped such heavy criticism last year for
starting the parliamentary session so late in the year,
particularly compared with other parliaments around
Australia. Therefore, what the government did in the
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most cynical way was to bring the parliamentary
session forward. But to ensure that did not flow through
to having more sitting days, it decided to fmish
Parliament early.
One of the things that people expect Parliament to be
doing is considering laws and discussing the legislative
program of the government, but there will be even
fewer days in this parliamentary session to engage in
legislative dialogue because the debate will be
shortened for the following reason: for the fIrst two
weeks, because of the proroguing of Parliament, we
will be participating in the address-in-reply debate, so
for that time there will be no discussion of legislative
matters.
When Parliament resumes after the first non-sitting
week, what do we see on the notice paper as the
demanding legislative framework in the third
parliamentary week? Four bills! That is hardly a
demanding or exhausting work requirement for the
Parliament. In introducing restrictive sessional orders
the government shows contempt not only for the
Parliament but for the people of Victoria by having
fewer sitting days, then during the parliamentary
session the government shows utter contempt by
refusing to allow a large amount of legislative debate to
take place.
I suppose it is an expression of what a tired old
government it has become. It has run out of ideas; it is
exhausted; it has sold off everything that was not bolted
down or could be moved. There is very little left, and
that is demonstrated by the importance of the legislative
program it has put forward. There is nothing therenot a thing. The truth of what I say will be seen in the
Hansard record for this week.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
is straying from the subject of the motion. I know it is
only a passing reference, but he might come back to his
amendments.
Mr BATCHELOR - The government has
contempt for Parliament, and even when it does
convene Parliament it does not require
parliamentarians, in the early part of this session at
least, to carry out a very heavy legislative workload. In
1997 the Victorian Parliament sat for 42 days; the
Queensland Parliament for 44 days, the commonwealth
Parliament for 63 days-The SPEAKER - Order! Again, sessional orders
do not determine the number of days we sit. That is
perhaps a passing reference, but the honourable
member has made his point very clearly and should
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now come back to the subject matter of the motion and
the amendments.
Mr BATCHELOR- Thank you, Mr Speaker, I
accept I have made the strong point and it goes hand in
glove with the impact of the sessional orders. Another
area we are trying to change in the sessional orders
relates to the right of reply. The opposition has received
a number of complaints from people who feel they have
been wrongly accused, that they have suffered as a
result of parliamentary privilege, and that there is very
little they can do to correct this. We are seeking to
follow on from other jurisdictions where people have
some semblance ofa right of reply.
Honourable members intetjecting.

Mr BATCHELOR - I can see the agitation levels
from the government members beginning to rise. When
we talk about protecting the rights of individuals,
government members in this chamber rise with
interjections.

Under our proposals a series of procedures would be
put in place for people who believe they have been
unfairly accused. They could make a written
submission to the President of the Legislative Council
or to you, Sir, as Speaker of the Assembly, setting out
how they believe they have been misrepresented or
adversely affected. We would require the submissions
to be succinct and strictly relevant to the details of the
case and would require the President or you,
Mr Speaker, to determine that the matter was not
vexatious or frivolous and that the submission was not
offensive in character and then consult with the
member concerned. A statement of the aggrieved
person could then be tabled or incorporated in Hansard.
We need to identify how we can protect parliamentary
privilege, which is very important, but at the same time
maintain our responsibility as parliamentarians to use
that privilege wisely. Ifa member of the public feels
that he or she has been aggrieved, under our proposals
that person would have the ability to do something
about it - not in a vexatious or offensive way, but in a
way that would be controlled and regulated by you,
Mr Speaker, and that would provide people with the
opportunity to have the matters that aggrieved them
resolved.
These changes are important not so much to us as
parliamentarians but in demonstrating our responsibility
to individuals in the wider community who have
bestowed on us the benefit of parliamentary privilege.
Also implied in this is the very real responsibility to use
parliamentary privilege wisely. On some occasions it
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has not been used wisely, and the opposition believes a
balancing mechanism should be available in strict and
limited ways for people to have their views heard or
read, as the case may be.
The opposition has also proposed a greater opening up
of the use of petitions to Parliament. In the community
the use of petitions is viewed as an important right.
Many people spend long hours and go to a lot of
trouble organising petitions, having them signed,
collated and presented to Parliament in the correct,
somewhat cumbersome and out~f-date format in
which they must be presented. Despite those
restrictions petitions are regarded as important, but
unfortunately Parliament as an institution does not
reciprocate and place on petitions the importance that is
placed on them by individuals. A series of
administrative and organisational changes would enable
petitions presented to Parliament to play a better and
more central role in the parliamentary process than they
do now.
Under the opposition's proposal, one hour each week
would be set aside for the consideration of petitions:
20 minutes would be reserved for the presentation of
petitions to Parliament by members of the public,
petitioners would be allowed a maximum speaking time
of 5 minutes, and the remaining 40 minutes would be
available for debate on the petition. An all-party
committee of the Legislative Assembly would
determine which petitions should be presented to
Parliament and the parliamentary rules would set out
what could or could not be presented. Breaches of those
rules would be dealt with as a matter of privilege. The
opposition wants to see an opening up of the
parliamentary process so that the traditional use of
petitions by members of the public will play an
important and strategic part in that process. We can do
that by sitting earlier on some mornings. The
amendments cater for that change.
In essence the opposition wants to improve the
cherished form of interaction between Parliament and
the public, namely, the presentation of petitions, which
deserve better treatment by Parliament. Currently the
huge or small petitions gathered in large and small
communities are dealt with here in the most
discourteous and perfunctory manner. People would be
shocked, offended and resentful if they understood how
the institution of Parliament disregards petitions,
whether they be small petitions about local issues or
large petitions containing up to 45 000 signatures such
as those that were presented to Parliament concerning
the relocation ofSt Vincent's Hospital and the
protection ofWilsons Promontory. Petitions of that
size, which require significant human effort in the
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collection of signatures, deserve better treatment than
they get at the moment.
You, Mr Speaker, know that the tabling of petitions is
often lost in the morning chatter that takes place at the
beginning of the day's business. Any petition
containing 45000 signatures deserves better than to be
presented with the background noise that occurs at the
start of the parliamentary day. Parliament is letting the
side down with respect to the important relationship or
bond between it and the people who elect its members.
We are letting them down, and the changes proposed
by the opposition seek to address that.
A further area the opposition seeks to have changed
relates to what has been referred to as the sin-bin. I
think you, Mr Speaker, referred to it during last year's
Christmas felicitations as the power of the Chair.
Whatever phrase you used to describe it, Sir, the
opposition believes there should be a gradation of
penalties that you as Speaker can impose on people
who err in their parliamentary conduct. At the moment
it is almost all or nothing, and it has an impact on the
way the house and individual members behave. Other
Parliaments have had the ability and courage to deal
with this issue and come up with alternatives. We have
had plenty of opportunity to see how these alternatives
apply in other jurisdictions, yet we have not had the
courage, foresight or temerity to look at it.
The opposition is saying, not for the first time but for
the umpteenth time, that the appropriate presiding
officer, in this house Mr Speaker, ought to have a
gradation of powers available to him which are clearly
set out and which enable him to dish out punishment
according to the offence. We need a system where the
punishment fits the crime so that we do not have the
ludicrous situation of pressure building up day after
day, week after week and, from the opposition's
observation, punishments being imposed for particular
offences that far outweigh the offences. One can only
assume there has been some influence in that process
caused by the building up of pressure because the
Speaker has no other outlet. The opposition's
proposition is put forward in the knowledge that it is
likely that most of the impact will be on the opposition
of the day because of the robust political debate that
takes place in this chamber. Nevertheless, the
opposition thinks it is worth pursuing this change,
changes in relation to question time, matters of public
importance such as petitions and the other matters I
have mentioned previously, including the matters
covered in my proposed amendments.
My amendments include a series of changes that would
result in speeches of shorter duration. That has
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happened informally in the past. It is of interest that the
forms of the house have been overtaken by informal
arrangements and a common sense approach being
taken by some members. Few standing orders provide
for that to happen so that members can take control in a
democratic way. The rules concerning the length of
speeches is about the only one. The proposal for shorter
speeches should be institutionalised. It would result in
better debates and outcomes because more members
would be able to participate in debates.
The government will not even implement changes that
it can see members on both sides of the chamber want,
that are universally agreed on as being desirable and
effective and have been shown to be capable of being
implemented without rancour. It will use its numbers to
defeat those changes when the debate concludes.
Again, it reinforces the philosophical underpinning of
this government that when it has a choice between
either being restrictive, heavy-handed, overriding and
arrogant and supporting the wishes of members on both
sides of the house, it will err on the side of arrogance
and defeat democracy on every occasion. That is what
we will see happen later on today.
A host of other matters are contained within the
opposition amendment but I will not go into a great
deal of detail other than to mention that the 9O-second
statements that allow members to raise very simple
matters on the record ought to be available to us. Not
much can be said in 90 seconds but other parliamentary
chambers such as the federal parliamentary chamber
allow such statements. The 9O-second statement allows
members of Parliament to raise routine and local
matters that are nevertheless important. It takes the
parliamentary process down to the level of the local
neighbourhood where the process oUght to be active
and alive, vigorous and dynamic; but do you think the
Kennett government would allow or want the
Parliament of Victoria to be acting in a way that is
relevant or dynamic, that touches the everyday lives of
ordinary working people? No, not on your life,
Mr Speaker. That is the last thing it wants.
It does not want a Parliament that represents those sorts
of values; it wants a Parliament that represents the
anti-democratic arrogance and heavy-handedness that
fits well with the pomp and circumstance of yesterday,
when people were rushing around with braid, cutlasses,
bayonets, drums, salutes and big hats and sloshing into
refreshments. Those are the values that this government
wants Parliament to project to the public at large. They
are not the values that I want to see as the primary focus
that this Parliament projects - far from it. If we had a
parliamentary chamber that reflected the values of
ordinary people, that allowed them access to it or
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allowed their members of Parliament to make
comments in 9O-second statements, that would be a
good humanising thing. I am surprised that the
government will not allow that change.
Finally, I refer to yet another stark contrast between
what this government wants and what the people of
Victoria expect. Again, it is encompassed in value
terms and it is interesting that where there is a
dichotomy between one value and another, one can
always predict from that dichotomy what the
government will go for. It relates to conduct in the
chamber and whether this institution is family friendly.
This parliamentary chamber has members who
represent electorates. It is supported well by staff, many
of whom have worked here for many years and
understand and give good counsel and advice; but at the
end of the day, whether people are staff or
parliamentary members, they go home to families and
have to try to reinvent themselves or regain a slice of
humanity. The way Parliament expects people to
conduct themselves in the totality of the parliamentary
time frame implies that there are no families in people's
lives; that members of Parliament are a unique breed of
human beings who do not have children, spouses,
communities or neighbourhoods in which they exist
independently of their Parliament - and we have very
restrictive sessional orders that reflect that expectation.
We have codes of behaviour, hours of operation that
work actively against those who want to hang on to
those sorts of values and family traditions.
If a Parliament is made up of automatons, of people
with no connections to anybody else and with no form
of humanity; of people who do not relate to their
neighbourhoods and whose whole lives revol ve around
what goes on in this chamber, parliamentary
performance and the laws that are made will be
inadequate to meet the needs of the vast majority of
people. Why should the 88 members of this chamber be
allowed to adopt values that put them at odds with
99.9 per cent of the population who expect them to
conduct themselves in a human way that recognises
human values? That typifies the way parliamentary
values, forms and traditions are deeply rooted in the
past.
They are based on an assumption that the family
relationships of the individual members of Parliament
reflect a 17th century attitude typified by a patriarchal
set of family arrangements where males were the
decision makers and women were not just homemakers
but child-bearers, and that was the extent of it. They are
the sorts of assumptions that have been dragged
through to today, when it is assumed that in every set of
family relationships there is a spouse who can provide
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the institutional family support to enable the man to
come in here and continue these crazy, obsessive,
outdated and personally destructive arrangements.
The opposition wants to see changes that will not only
make it easier for its members to carry out their
business in the chamber but will make it easier for them
to carry out their business in the electorate. It also wants
to see changes that will force members on both sides of
the house to be decent human beings.
What do you think the government's response to that
is? It is, 'Not on your life! We do not want those sorts
of people in this chamber because they are too hard to
control' . and the best way of preventing that from
happening is to insist upon sessional orders that are
restrictive, arrogant and anti-<iemocratic as typified by
the sessional orders that once again are being moved
and once again will be forced through. It is more than
likely the government has already attempted to curtail
the debate on this issue as if it were a procedural debate
on the length of time members should be speaking. The
then Acting Premier said it was not wise to spend a lot
oftime on the matter. However, what could be more
fundamental to a decision on the democratic processes,
forms and traditions of this house than to allow debate
to continue? I suspect that frantic efforts will later be
made by the government to curtail that opportunity and,
when they are, it will be proof once again that
government members care little for parliamentary
debate, democracy, or the ability of people in this house
to discuss these sorts ofthings.
In conclusion, the government needs to think about
these issues carefully because we are coming up to an
election it will lose. It will be in opposition after the
next election. The signal has already been given in the
Mitcham by-election. The new honourable member for
Mitcham sits in this place as living proof of the swing
to the Labor Party. The tide is turning against the
government. The government now has an opportunity
to introduce sessional orders that will work when it is in
opposition. The government will vote today on the son
of sessional orders it will work under in opposition. It
knows what the consequences will be ifit votes down
these decent, humane, rational changes.

Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill) - I am
fascinated to hear the honourable member for
Thomastown adopting the role of resident morals
officer. The mantle of moralist does not sit comfortably
upon the honourable member's rather narrow
shoulders. It slips constantly because one is reminded
that the honourable member for Thomastown is the
person who, as state secretary of the Australian Labor
Party, was responsible for the bogus how-to-vote cards

The SPEAKER to the motion.
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Order! That matter is irrelevant

Mr RICHARDSON - It was simply a passing
reference to the role of resident moralist adopted by the
honourable member for Thomastown. Indeed, had he
not been protected by the Labor government he would
have been in gaol. That is all that needs to be said about
that.
Sessional orders are introduced to prevent the
destruction of the institution and procedures of this
chamber contemplated by the Labor opposition. I am
reminded of the fact that when I first entered this place
more than 20 years ago the Liberal Party was in
government under the premiership of the then
Mr Hamer, and it was a very liberal chamber. Sessional
orders were not prominent in those days, but there were
opportunities for the opposition of the day to do many
of the things the honourable member for Thomastown
now talks about. One of the things allowed by the
government of the day was the raising of matters of
public importance, adjournment motions, which
followed question time virtually every day.
The government allowed the opposition to proceed with
those motions even though they disrupted the business
of the house and were a distraction, but it was seen to
be a democratic procedure. Irrelevant as the then
opposition was at the time, it was thought that it should
still be given an opportunity to raise such matters. The
opposition of the day abused those arrangements and
when the Labor Party came to government it decided
that what had been allowed under the previous Liberal
government would not be allowed under it. The
introduction of prescriptive sessional orders dates back
to that time - the first days of the Cain Labor
government. The sessional orders under which we now
operate are far more liberal than those introduced by the
Cain government.
The honourable member for Thomastown referred to a
number of matters he believes can be addressed by his
proposed amendments to the sessional orders. He spoke
about deficiencies he perceives in the existing
arrangements. He referred to question time and
bemoaned the fact that the opposition has so few
opportunities to ask questions. He produced figures to
demonstrate that the opposition could ask only an
average of four questions per question time in an
average week. He compared those figures with the
figures for questions other oppositions are able to ask in
other Parliaments. Of course the honourable member
made no reference to the fact that question time in this
chamber is so frequently disrupted by the opposition
that it restricts its own capacity to ask questions.
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The honourable member raised matters concerning the
behaviour of members that he believes would be
addressed by the amendments he proposed. The bad
behaviour in this place is instigated by the Labor
opposition. Its behaviour is disgraceful. If one examines
the list of honourable members who have been
suspended from this place after being named, one finds
that Labor Party members are the only ones on it. It is
their behaviour that is disruptive. The Leader of the
Opposition is in no position to moralise about
behaviour. He is the person called to order most
frequently by the Chair. His behaviour is disgraceful
and disrespectful, not just to the Chair but to the
parliamentary institution.
The honourable member for Thomastown claimed the
sessional orders proposed for reintroduction are
anti-democratic. He suggested the mere fact of having
sessional orders was anti-democratic. J remind the
house that it was Labor governments under Premiers
Cain and Kirner that refined the art of the drafting of
sessional orders. What was fine for them in government
is apparently not fine for them in opposition.
The proposed amendments contain some interesting
propositions. It is proposed the house should meet
30 minutes earlier than it does at present, but that it
should adjourn at 7.30 p.m. The honourable member
for Thomastown complains, as I presume does his
glorious leader - that impressive figure who leads the
Labor Party - that there is a lack of democracy in this
place and that insufficient time is allowed for the house
to debate matters of importance, but particularly that
there is insufficient time for the opposition to be heard.
Despite that, it now proposes that the sitting time
should be reduced rather than expanded! Jfthere were
any logic in the proposals being put forward by the
opposition I would have thought it would be pressing
for an extension of the sitting time of this place rather
than a restriction, but such is the inconsistency and
curious logic of the opposition that it proposes a
reduction in the number of sitting hours.
Reference is made to raising of matters of public
importance after question time. That was the practice; it
was abandoned by the former Labor government. There
was an absolute gem in the remarks of the honourable
member for Thomastown. He referred to the use of
privilege by members to make attacks on other people
and suggested that his proposals would remove the
opportunity of people committing the dreadful sin of
using the privileges of this place to name people. I am
reminded that it was Steve Crabb, a fonner Labor
minister, who distinguished himself in this place by
making the most outrageous allegations about
individuals. Harry Beitzel was one who was damaged
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by Steve Crabb, and John Elliott was another. I
understand litigation is currently in process in relation
to the attacks made by Steve Crabb. It was apparently
all right for members of the Labor Party when in
government to do that; now, curiously, the rules have to
be changed.
There was a reference to the behaviour of members.
Members opposite should know about bad behaviour
because they are the ones who bring discredit on this
place. At question time in particular, when the public
gallery is full of people and often numbers of school
children can see the behaviour of members opposite, I
am ashamed and appalled. The children who observe
that sort of behaviour are also appalled. The mantle of
moralism sits uneasily on the shoulders of the manager
of opposition business. Members opposite are in no
position to moralise on anything in relation to this
house or the institution of Parliament.
Daily they demonstrate that they hold the institution
and the traditions of this place in absolute contempt.
Sessional orders are introduced because it has been
found necessary to have sessional orders that will bring
order and stability to the house. It is necessary to have
rules that will force the opposition to comply with rules
of good order, because without them it has been shown
that members of the Labor Party will do everything in
their power to disrupt, divert and waste time. If ever
there were an example of the wasting of time we had it
in the speech of the honourable member for
Thomastown, who preceded me. He suggested that his
proposed amendments to sessional orders would
prevent filibustering, yet he spoke for at least an hour
and half or an hour and three quarters.
Honourable members intetjecting.

Mr RICHARDSON -The honourable member for
Thomastown, and presumably his glorious leader, that
impressive figure, are opposed to the idea of sessional
orders on the grounds that they are undemocratic and
all that sort of thing, yet the Labor Party introduced
restrictive sessional orders when it was in government.
Members opposite contradict themselves when they
approve of the idea of sessional orders by saying, 'We
don't like your sessional orders; we want you to have
ours. Sessional orders are nasty, evil things, but if you
have to have them, let us have ours'. There is a curious
inconsistency in the way that members of the Labor
Party have presented themselves on this issue. Perhaps
they are diverted by other things. I know they are
concentrating on sorting out the future of the party and
the lack of the future of certain members of the partythe blood is flowing. I can understand they are
distracted and upset, ripped apart as they are by all this

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Wednesday, 18 February 1998

ASSEMBLY

factional tension, yet it is something I do not
understand, never having been subjected to that sort of
thing myself-much! Honourable members
understand that currently members opposite are
diverted by serious matters - the divisions and
tensions in their party. Perhaps that is why they have
come up with this garbage.
It is a pity because some over there are quite bright. I
understand the Leader of the Opposition attended not
only Melbourne Grammar but also briefly attended my
old school, Ivanhoe Grammar. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition went to Melbourne Grammar. The
honourable member for Sunshine was a very
distinguished student at the Perth Modern School. They
have a few clever people over there and some
intellectual giants, such as George Seitz, Eddie Micallef
and so on. They ought to be able to do better than this.
It is disappointing that they have not presented
something with more substance to it which would
reflect the history ofthe Labor Party's own actions
when it was in government. This is pussyfooting
around a bit. In the grand old days of John Cain, Labor
in government really knew how to put the jackboot
down on the house and the democratic institution. This
pales into insignificance by comparison.
I suspect that the house will probably not accept the
proposed amendments as they would contribute nothing
of substance or value to the place. When they are
rejected there will of course be no alternative but to
return to the motion before the house - that is, the
adoption of the same sessional orders that have applied
for the past six years, have worked well and have
brought good order and good management to the house.
It seems likely that those sessional orders will be
adopted, the sensible sitting hours will be maintained
and the capacity for proper management and good
order will prevail.
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likely that the house will adopt the proposal moved by
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, and on
that adoption we shall proceed in an orderly manner to
serve the people of Victoria.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
support the amendments moved by the honourable
member for Thomastown and will address some of the
issues raised in the debate. Given the broad discussion
on some of those matters at the conclusion of the spring
sittings it is unfortunate that we cannot now have a
more serious debate on reform ofthe standing orders.
When the honourable member for Forest Hill says he
suspects the amendments moved today will not be
adopted, I suspect the honourable member is correct
and that the government will use its numbers to put
through its version of the sessional orders.
Unlike the honourable member for Forest Hill I was not
a member of this Parliament during the life of the
previous government, so I am not in a position to
comment on the sessional orders then in place.
However, I have been a member of three different
houses of Parliament where three different Presiding
Officers have occupied the chair. I was a member of the
federal Parliament for seven years, I was then a
member of the Legislative Council of the Victorian
Parliament for three months, with the Honourable
Bruce Chamberlain in the chair, and I have been a
member of this Legislative Assembly for the best part
of five years. It is regrettable that it is the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria out of all the parliaments around
Australia and many commonwealth parliaments that
provides the fewest opportunities for scrutiny ofthe
government of the day and the fewest opportunities for
honourable members to raise and have broad debate on
matters of public importance.

It is to be hoped that the Labor Party will take a
message from the honourable member for Thomastown
in relation to behaviour. If members of the opposition
are able to behave better they will bring more credit not
only on the institution but also on themselves. They will
do that if they are able to adopt the propositions of the
honourable member for Thomastown in relation to
question time by not disrupting question time; and if
they can adopt his proposals that there should be no
filibustering - even though he did it himself.

Each day in the federal Parliament for 2 hours after
question time there is debate on matters of public
importance. That is a longstanding custom. The
opposition raises a matter and the matter is debated.
The question is agreed and debated by the parties of the
day. Something like 14 questions are available to the
opposition each day during question time. It is a matter
of fact, not a matter of conjecture, that in the federal
Parliament more questions are available to the
opposition in one question time than are available to the
opposition during a week of sittings in the Victorian
Parliament.

If they cannot follow his example, but rather follow my
example - being succinct and to the point - more
credit will be brought to the house and to them. For
those reasons it seems likely that the house will not
accept the amendments. They have no merit. It seems

During last year's Christmas felicitations I raised
several issues. You, Mr Speaker, responded to a
number of them. I have copies of both the Hansard and
newspaper reports published at the time. The
newspaper report states that the Speaker, Mr Plowman,
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had given his support to the possibility of a sin-bin to
enable unruly Victorian MPs to cool off. It says that
Speaker Plowman used his end-of-session address to
the Legislative Assembly to flag his support for a plan
proposed by me and that I outlined to MPs a range of
parliamentary reforms I believed should be adopted,
including the sin-bin used in federal Parliament. It goes
on to say that the Speaker picked up on several of those
suggestions, telling Parliament that its current
disciplinary process - expUlsion for a day or more was not in line with those of most other parliaments.
The Speaker also supported my suggestion of a right of
reply for people defamed by statements made under
parliamentary privilege. Speaker Plowman also raised
the prospect of a minimum number of questions
without notice each day and an easier way for MPs to
raise matters of public importance. The article states:
'A parliament that is not considering change is probably
going backwards,' he said. 'I have looked at all the
parliaments around Australia. By comparison, this Parliament
does not do badly. but there are obvious areas where other
parliaments do things better. We should follow suit.'

I would say 'Hear, hear' to that. It is a pity that, despite
the discussions that were held last year, the issue being
raised in this Parliament and your agreement with those
suggestions, Mr Speaker, after the proroguing of
Parliament and the commencement of a new session of
Parliament there has been absolutely no change to the
sessional orders of this house. As I said, the honourable
member for Forest Hill has been a member of this place
for a long time. Having heard his speech one can
understand why he was not a successful candidate for
Speaker of this place. It was a partisan speech, a speech
that was inward looking, a speech that was narrow in its
focus, a speech that did not in any way, shape or form
add to any genuine or honest debate about reform of
this place.
The opposition wants to see some reform of the
sessional and standing orders of this Parliament. I
repeat the statement the honourable member for
Thomastown made at the conclusion of his speech.
Government members need to be clear about this. The
standing orders they vote for today will be the standing
orders the Labor Party will put in place in the next
Parliament when it forms the government of Victoria.
So what you think is good enough in government will
have to be good enough in opposition. I want
government members to be absolutely clear about that.
The opposition has proposed these amendments in a
genuine way seeking a proper debate in this house.
Many of them have great merit, and if honourable
members took off their party political hats and looked
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at the matters objectively many of them, at least
privately, would agree with the proposals.
I turn to an issue raised by the honourable member for
Forest Hill, a person with no prospect whatsoever of
being Speaker in this place because ofthe partisan and
divisive way in which he spoke. He is obviously not too
good at arithmetic, either. We have proposed
amendments to the sitting hours to start half an hour
earlier, at 9.30 a.m., and to move the adjournment at
7.30 p.m. The honourable member for Forest Hill,
displaying his lack of capacity in matters numeric,
concluded that would mean a significant reduction in
sitting hours every day. The fact is that if you start half
an hour earlier, sit through lunch time, as the federal
Parliament does on a number of its weekly sitting days,
do not stop for dinner at 6.30 p.m. and have the
adjournment at 7.30 p.m. there is basically no change in
the number of sitting hours.
The opposition also says that the house should sit on
more days of the year. Last year the house sat for
something like 42 days, the commonwealth Parliament
sat for 63, the New South Wales Parliament 53, and the
Western Australian Parliament 65. We sit fewer days in
this Parliament than almost any Parliament not just in
Australia but in the whole commonwealth of nations.
On the question of sitting hours, I point out that the
composition of the Parliament has changed since the
standing orders were first put in place. There are more
members of an age group where their spouses and
children need to spend time with them. There are more
women in Parliament, and it is ludicrous that we sit for
just 42 days of the year going through until 10, 11, 12
or 1 o'clock at night. For goodness sake, they are stupid
times to sit. If you use ingenuity, show initiative and
take off your partisan hats you will find that you can
rearrange the sitting times and get the same number of
hours.

You can start at 9.30 a.m., you can organise lunchtime
debates that do not involve divisions and do not
interfere with honourable members who have other
commitments, and you can have the adjournment
debate at 7.30 p.m. so that members of Parliament can
be home with their families and at least see their kids
before they go to bed. That is what we want; a more
family-friendly Parliament. I know from private
discussions with many members on the government
benches that they would prefer those sitting hours. They
make more sense. Members know the stresses
parliamentary life puts on families and they would
prefer more sensible sitting hours.
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In question time today we saw the grossest abuse and
contempt of Parliament and the most arrogant response
from a Premier, a Treasurer, and a Deputy Premier that
I have ever seen in any Parliament. It is arrogant for
those members to not even bother to turn up and be
prepared to answer questions about the casino and the
$50 million gift to L10yd and Ron. Talk about
accountability! One has to ask the Premier to whom he
is accountable. Is it Parliament, his electorate, the
people of Victoria? He is accountable to just two
people, L10yd Williams and Ron Walker - the little
troika that is running Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr BRUMBY - He had the opportunity to be
here - where is he? Is he down at the casino? It is no
wonder the Premier did not turn up today. He editorial
in today's Australian Financial Review. the most
conservative financial newspaper in Australia, carries
the headline 'Don't bailout casino risk'. The full-page
editorial states:
What difference in principle is there between the sort of
government succour being floated by the Premier, Mr Jeff
Kennett, to the private owners of Melbourne's Crown Casino
and the sort of favours granted by President Suharto to his
family and cronies?

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr BRUMBY - The opposition member accuses
us of sleaze and grease. Is the Financial Review full of
sleaze and grease for raising that matter? Is that what
you are saying about the Financial Review because it
dares to raise those matters about the $50 million gift to
L10yd and Ron?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! We are getting away
from debate on the sessional orders. I ask the Leader of
the Opposition to come back to the matter we are
debating.

Mr BRUMBY - We would like to know about the
donations received by the minister opposite - how
much did you get? Tell the house.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will not try to elicit interjections from the
other side. I ask him to come back to the sessional
orders.

Mr BRUMBY - I am coming back to the sessional
orders. We saw the D-team at question time today.
There was the member for Wimmera in the Premier's
chair.
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Honourable members interjecting.

Mr BRUMBY - I described it as the D-team; the
media used the adjective the Z-team, which it thOUght
was a more appropriate description of the quality and
calibre of the frontbench today. All of the questions
asked about credit cards - the ministers were asked
one after another if they could give a guarantee that the
credit cards-The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is straying again.

Mr BRUMBY -

I am speaking about question

time.
The SPEAKER - Order! No. The detail of the
subject matter of question time and questions asked is
not the subject of this debate. The subject of this debate
is the sessional orders and the amendments put up by
the honourable member for Thomastown. The details of
question time are not part of this debate.

Mr BRUMBY - With respect, amendment 6
moved by the honourable member for Thomastown
specifically refers to question time and proposes
changes that would require ministers to answer
questions at the direction of the Speaker. A Whole page
is devoted to strengthening Mr Speaker's arm in
requiring members to answer questions. In question
time today ministers again refused to answer questions.
In federal Parliament the opposition puts 14 questions a
day and has the opportunity to ask supplementary
questions. In this Parliament the opposition has the
opportunity of asking an average of four questions. The
average numbers asked in other parliaments are: New
South Wales, 5; South Australia, 8 to 11; Queensland,
7 to 9; Western Australia, 6; the Northern Territory, 5;
and the ACT, 6, plus supplementary questions. No
Parliament in Australia has fewer opportunities for
questions than the Victorian Parliament.
I turn to matters of public importance, which are also
dealt with in the amendments. Victoria is the only state
that has no provision for daily raising matters of public
importance. In the federal Parliament up to 2 hours
each day following question time is provided three
times a week. In New South Wales there is an
opportunity daily following question time. In South
Australia it can take place in lieu of question time, and
an urgency motion may be moved. In Queensland an
hour is allocated following question time. In Western
Australia two matters of public importance may be
raised per week. In Tasmania and the Northern
Territory there is an opportunity daily. In the ACT there
is opportunity each day, all day. The Victorian
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Parliament has the least opportunity of any Australian
Parliament for the raising of matters of public
importance
The opposition's amendment also canvasses the
question of the right of reply of members of the public
who may have been attacked or criticised in Parliament.
A similar change has been made by two Australian
parliaments and it is a change the opposition supports.
In robust debate it is often the case that a member of the
public is attacked. The opposition believes there are
circumstances in which such a member of the public
oUght to have, in strictly controlled circumstances, a
right of reply in Parliament and have a statement
inserted in Hansard after going through a process
cleared by the Speaker of the day. A similar system
exists in the Senate and in the Queensland Parliament.
It has been used on a number of occasions and works
well.
This is not a partisan matter. All honourable members
want and support parliamentary privilege. We all want
to be able to raise matters in the house with the support
of privilege, yet at the same time one has to provide
some balance to citizens who believe they have been
unfairly attacked and who want a right of reply. It has
worked in the Senate and in Queensland and the
opposition believes it ought to be tried here.
The opposition has also made some suggestions
concerning the presentation of petitions. Petitions were
invented hundreds of years ago in Britain. Times have
changed and we oUght to have a system in which for a
week, or once a week or once a month people who have
put together petitions ought to have a short and
restricted right to address Parliament about those
petitions. Over the past few years large petitions have
been prepared in relation issues that have captured the
public interest such as St Vincent's Hospital and
Wilson's Promontory and smaller petitions have been
presented concerning local issues such as the Niddrie
quarry.

Mr Finn interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - The honourable member for
Tullamarine attacks the public's right to participate in
Parliament. This is the people's place. One of the
reasons parliaments are not respected is that they are
not open and accountable, and people do not feel they
have ownership of the institutions. One of the ways we
could bring Parliament back to life and make it
genuinely a people's institution would be to provide
limited opportunities for those who put together
petitions to cornrtlent briefly on them in Parliament.
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I turn to the opposition's proposal for changes in the
behaviour of members in Parliament. I raised this issue
last year. No honourable member, certainly not I, can
claim any purity in relation to this matter. At some
stage or another, whether we are in government or in
opposition, we all debate vigorously in Parliament, and
it is important that the Chair is able to exercise control.
A measure that has worked well in federal Parliament is
the use of what is called the sin-bin. The Speaker may,
without a vote of the house, suspend a member for up
to an hour. The member is sent out to let him or her
cool down before returning.
I say it with great trepidation, but I believe it would be
an appropriate power to enable the Speaker, whoever it
might be, to better control the vigorous debate that
sometimes occurs in this place.
Sitting suspended 1.01 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.

Mr BRUMBY - Before lunch I was running
through all of the issues relevant to the sessional orders
and the details of the amendment that has been moved
by the opposition. I have outlined many of the issues
concerning sitting hours, privilege, right of reply,
question time and matters of public importance.
The other amendment we have moved to sessional
orders concerns 9O-second statements. Again, this
initiative has been put in place in the federal Parliament
where members, for a period of up to 15 minutes a day,
are able to make a brief 9O-second statement to the
Parliament about a particular issue. The idea of
9O-second statements actually arose from notices of
motion; members used to come in every day and move
long notices of motion to try to make political points
about issues or matters in their electorates without
really intending to have the matters debated.
The federal Parliament got around that by allowing
members to use 9O-second statements, so a member
who may not be able to make a major speech on a
general debate would be able, for a period of up to
90 seconds, to raise a matter. It might be about a school
or preschool in the member's electorate, about the need
for more teachers or level crossings or road funding, but
at least it would give the member the opportunity to
raise the matter and have it put into the Hansard record
and noted. That is an important initiative.
The other amendments proposed to the sessional orders
concern parliamentary committees. The role of
committees needs to be changed. The committees need
to be made more democratic and aligned more closely
to follow the administration of government
departments. Under our proposals committees would be
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reformed to give them real powers of scrutiny of the
executive government. All-party committees would be
established separately in each house to monitor the
operation of government departments, review
subordinate legislation and public accounts. report on
relevant legislation and conduct public inquiries in
relevant fields, and each committee would comprise six
members - three government and three
non-government. I refer to experience in other
jurisdictions and parliaments, including the federal
Parliament, where that process has worked extremely
well.
One other amendment to the sessional orders that I
should have thought would be well supported by
government members is shorter speeches. I understand
the eloquent member for Altona, who will follow me in
this debate, will put into practice what she preaches and
will speak for just 20 minutes. There should be a limit
other than for the first speaker for the government and
the lead speaker for the opposition, who should have
unlimited time. For most other debates 20 minutes is
adequate time for a member to canvass issues
succinctly. If you can't say it in 20 minutes, it is not
worth saying. I should add that at this stage I have been
speaking for 23 minutes! We also want to see more
opportunities for raising private members' business.
Under our proposals more time would be available to
members to raise matters concerning their electorates
and other issues.
Another matter that we will be dealing with shortly
concerns me. and it is the broadcasting of grievance
debates. This morning we had what I could only
describe as the highly unusual circumstance where the
Speaker ruled that the electronic media were not
allowed to film the giving of notices of motion. I do not
know under what authority that decision was made. It
was certainly not, as I understand it, under the sessional
or standing orders. Again there is an entirely
undemocratic arrangement in Parliament where the
grievance debate and, this morning, the notices of
motion are not permitted to be recorded electronically.
That is just an attempt to nobble Parliament and free
speech and to stop the public from understanding what
is occurring in this Parliament.
I do not want to take too much more time in this debate.
An excellent contribution was made this morning by
the honourable member for Thomastown, the manager
of opposition business, and I can only appeal to
honourable members speaking in the debate to do the
right thing. Unfortunately it is one of those debates
where your perception of how well the Parliament
works tends to depend on which side of it you are
sitting on. We heard contributions from government
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members who said that these are wonderful sessional
orders, and, 'Don't interject when you are out of your
seat', and we heard from the honourable member for
Forest Hill, who is not in the Premier's good books
because he doesn't have his little Victorian badge on.
After hearing his contribution it is not hard to
understand why the honourable member has never been
and will never be Speaker of this house.
There is room for improvements to the sessional orders.
They are unbelievably restrictive. The Victorian
Parliament has the lowest number of sitting days. the
fewest opportunities for debate on matters of public
importance and the smallest number of questions of any
Parliament in Australia; no opportunity for 90-second
statements; no modernisation of the petition procedure
and no right of reply for people who may be aggrieved
at having been named in Parliament.
We also want to see reform of the sitting hours. Many
members of the government privately agree absolutely
with what we are proposing here. We no longer want
this business of sitting until 11.00 p.m., 12 midnight
and 1 a.m. It is possible to reorganise the hours with
Parliament starting at 9.30 a.m. and having speeches
through lunch so as to finish at 7.30 at night.
I hope the government will look objectively and in a
non-partisan way at the amendments we have moved to
the sessional orders. I remind all government members
that what they vote on today will be put in place in the
sessional orders and will remain part of them after the
next Parliament, when there will be a new government.
Therefore. if they are good enough for you in
government today, they will be good enough for you in
opposition after the next election!

Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - This debate
has now been going for 2 hours and 20 minutes and I
am the fifth speaker. The honourable member for
Thomastown spoke for 1 hour and 27 minutes.
Most of what has been said today by members of the
opposition is nothing less than arrant hypocrisy because
the opposition, when in government - and we know
what Labor parties do when they get into
government - did not practise any of the points made
by the honourable member for Thomastown, who at
one stage almost sounded like the honourable member
for Sunshine, St Plato, except that we know from his
own background the baggage he carries around. His
speech did not ring true.
The Labor Party talks about providing opportunities for
people to speak. In the 13 years I have been here I do
not believe more opportunities have ever been given for
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members to speak than are available at the moment.
When the Liberal Party was in opposition the Labor
members were not allowed to speak and the reality was
that perhaps 10 or 11 opposition speakers would speak
for 10 minutes each. The honourable members for
Bendigo and Forest Hill would remember that
happening. What they say in opposition is not what
happens when they are in government.
It is interesting that the honourable member for
Thomastown bases all his criticism of what happens in
this place on sessional orders. The first part of his
speech was about the faults of sessional orders that
were in turn the faults of the government. There is no
logic in that. If he wants to make amendments to
sessional orders, to which the Leader of the Opposition
feebly attempted to submit the house ought to agree, he
should not make nonsensical comments and say the
faults of the government are the faults of sessional
orders. When he makes that sort of argument he has no
credibility.
He went on to talk about what some people commonly
call urgency motions or adjournment of the house
debates and how they would handle it in government
and what we oUght to be doing. There have never been
more opportunities for members of the opposition to
move that the house adjourn to discuss important
matters than have been provided under Speaker
Delzoppo and certainly Speaker Plowman. When the
Liberal Party was in opposition there were only two
such debates in five or six years because the Labor
Speaker would not allow them. It is all very well for the
Speaker ofthe government of the day to say the
government has provided far better rights to members
of the house through the current sessional orders but,
Mr Deputy Speaker, you know what the Liberal Party
did when it was in opposition.
Another interesting point raised by the honourable
member for Thomastown was the absence of the
Premier, the Deputy Premier and other senior ministers
this morning and his claim that it was contempt of
Parliament. We have been working on sessional orders
for the past five years. Yesterday we were told by the
Premier and other ministers that they already had
meetings which were set in concrete and which they
could not escape attending. Last night, just to trick us,
the opposition would not give leave for sessional orders
to go through, knowing that the ministers had to attend
meetings that were extremely important for the running
of the state. If that is not setting somebody up, I do not
know what is.
What we have heard so far is the opposition showing
contempt for the Parliament by not following the forms
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of the Parliament. It is also interesting that the
honourable member for Thomasto\NTI, who claims he
has never attended a committee meeting for the reform
of the rules of the house, has never once, to my
knowledge, put in writing any attempt to convince the
government formally that he has these so-called
reforms in train. The first we hear of it is when an
opportunity comes up as occurred today for him to
waste the time of the Parliament. The honourable
member made the point that there is not enough time
for members to discuss electorate issues and matters of
state, but so far during this debate we have wasted
2 hours 25 minutes because he and the Leader of the
Opposition believe that somehow or other they will
receive heaps of publicity for the remarks they are
making. Who is wasting time? We could be getting on
with the business of the house and raising matters on
the Address-in-Reply to the Governor's speech.
Debates such as this waste the time of the house.
Today we have seen an opposition completely in
contempt of the Parliament and caring about nothing
except its own selfish interests. If rules were introduced
under the new sessional orders we would have an
opportunity to discuss reforms to those rules. I can see
merit in working through meal breaks and adjourning at
an earlier time. We should not waste the time of the
Parliament discussing those matters. That can be done
in a formal or informal manner. Suddenly the
opposition thinks it has a lot of new ideas and wastes
the time of the Parliament raising them. That is just as
contemptible as any of the charges opposition members
have made against any member of the government.
There is no logic in what they have been saying.
I shall not say anything more because I believe further
debate on this subject would be even more waste of the
time of the house. I conclude by saying that opposition
members will have to wake up and come up with
proper policies that the people of Victoria can see
before they will ever have a chance of being elected to
government. In the meantime debates such as this could
be conducted in a formal or informal way outside the
Parliament.
Ms KOSKY (Altona) - I am pleased to support the
proposed amendments to the sessional orders moved by
the honourable member for Thomastown. The
contributions from the government side by the Acting
Premier and the honourable members for Forest Hill
and Glen Waverley show that they are living in the past
because they constantly referred to the past rather than
looking to the future and suggesting what this
Parliament should and should not do and how it should
operate to look after all members and staff of this
Parliament. The proposed amendments would protect
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democracy and demonstrate concern for all the people
who work in the Victorian Parliament. It is a shame that
government members who have contributed to the
debate have referred to the past rather than looking to
the future. We in the opposition want to look to the
future as we move towards the 21 st century.
I wish to address several issues in this debate. the first
of which I am passionate about, which is having a
family-friendly Parliament. At the moment this
Parliament does not achieve that aim. The working
hours, firstly. absolutely discriminate against members
of this house and staff working in Parliament who have
children, particularly young children, at home. They act
as a disincentive for women who have young children
and would like to come into Parliament as well as to
women who are thinking of having children in the
future and are also interested in a parliamentary career.
The hours do nothing to encourage them to consider
careers as parliamentarians.
Parliament does not acknowledge that quite a number
of the women in here are mothers and that they try to
balance family responsibilities with work and
constituency responsibilities. It does not support single
mothers who do not have partners at home to look after
children for the time that members are required to be in
this house, and we sit long hours. It would be possible
to remedy that situation by shortening the hours and
having more sitting days so that Parliament works
closer to normal working hours, but that would not be
in the interests of some people. I think we are working
in the past.

In his speech yesterday the Governor referred to the
efforts made by this government to alter employment
practices, particularly those affecting women working
in the public sector, to make them family friendly and
to make provision for women with family
responsibilities at home. It is a shame that effort has not
been replicated in this Parliament. It should be, and it
could be done quite easily.
Because of the working hours here members with
young families must reI y on a partner being at home to
take up the major child-caring responsibilities. In most
cases that operates on the basis of the father being in
Parliament and the wife being at home looking after the
children and not being able to pursue her career in the
same way the member of Parliament has done.
I refer to my own experience in coming into this
Parliament. As many members know, I had very young
children when I came here and was still breastfeeding,
something which stopped very quickly because of the
long sitting hours, and not by my choice but because of
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other actions. I was also getting up during the night to
feed the baby, and it meant I would arrive home at
11.30 p.m. or 12 midnight, be up at 4 or 5 o'clock in the
morning to feed, then up again at 7 o'clock to get ready
to come back to Parliament. I managed that because I
have a very supportive partner. I have now got through
that stage, but I want to make sure other women
coming into Parliament do not have to deal with that
sort of situation so that when I am asked by other
women what it is like to be in Parliament as a mother
with young children I can say it is a terrific experience
and that Parliament really works to support working
mothers, both staff and members, but I cannot say that
at the moment.
Although I do not want to discourage women from
coming into Parliament - and I certainly do not do that
- I have to be honest and say that it is difficult for
women who have young children at home. It would be
possible to change the parliamentary working hours,
and certainly the opposition is proposing to change
them to begin at 9.00 a.m. and finish at 7.30 p.m. with
the opportunity to continue if there is a majority
decision to do so. I believe that would be a simple
change. It may mean that not as much drinking goes on
after hours, but probably that would not be a bad thing
either, and it would certainly support many members
who have families that they want to go home to.
I know that would not necessarily assist country
members because they have too far to travel home in
the time available, but it would make a lot of difference
for other members and the many parents in this
Parliament who have young children. That is a fairly
simple change that would go a long way towards
making life much more pleasant, tolerable and healthy
for both members and staff.
I acknowledge that the Speaker has made some changes
to assist mothers and has provided a family room in
Parliament House. Small as it is, it is a room where
parents can take children. There is now a change table,
which is a major improvement, given that I used to
conduct that activity in the back of the car when I had
my children with me in Parliament. Steps have been
taken, and I acknowledge the Speaker's efforts there;
but I believe to make significant changes the sitting
times of Parliament should be examined so that it does
not remain - dare I say it - an old boys club but
becomes a new boys and girls club and is concerned
with the families who are at home waiting for members.
The opposition has also suggested an investigation by a
joint house committee to consider issues such as
whether providing some fonn of child care at
Parliament House would be appropriate. Having child
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care would mean that children of members and staff
could be looked after in a way that would leave parents
feeling comfortable. The opposition suggests that there
be a joint parliamentary committee to address that
issue - not a major request by any means and one
which I would have thought could be supported by both
sides of the house.

A government member interjected.
Ms KOSKY - This is part of the amendment
members can read if they choose rather than just calling
out from the other side of the house. Another item I
would like to attend to concerns the raising of matters
of public importance, which is extremely difficult to do
in this house.
A Government Member when you lot were in here.

It was impossible

Ms KOSKY - It would be good if members
listened to the full contributions from those who are
speaking, because I have spoken about looking to the
future rather than constantly reflecting on the past and
trying to repeat it.
Because of time constraints it is extremely difficult to
raise mauers of public importance in this house. Often
opposition members have tried to raise such matters
through notices of motion, but that becomes a fairly
complicated process and frequently the Speaker rules
such motions out of order because they do not meet the
very tight requirements in place at the moment.
My constituents cannot understand why it is so difficult
to raise matters of public importance in Parliament, but
they still think Parliament operates in a democratic
way. They find it extremely difficult to understand why
issues that are of concern to them and, certainly, to
members of the opposition cannot be raised in
Parliament. There is no other way in Victoria to raise
matters of public importance, although the opportunity
to do so exists in other Australian parliaments. In New
South Wales there is an opportunity after question time;
in Queensland, I hour after question time; in Western
Australia there are two opportunities a week; in
Tasmania and the Northern Territory, one opportunity a
day, and in the ACT there is opportunity each day and
all day.
Victoria is very restrictive about allowing
parliamentarians to raise matters of public importance.
Again, this is an issue that members of both the
government and the opposition should wish to confront
and I cannot understand why it is so difficult to do so,
unless of course some people want to restrict debate in
this house.
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I refer now to shortening the time honourable members
have to speak in this place. When I first came into
Parliament I did not believe honourable members were
expected to speak for half an hour. Even if they had
liule or nothing to say they spoke for half an hour!
Difficult as it was, most honourable members managed
to achieve that, and many of the speeches were
incredibly repetitious. Many new members of
Parliament decided to depart from that practice because
it has no rationale. Now, many of the newer members
speak for a shorter period but say what they want to
say.

Mr Steggall intetjected.
Ms KOSKY - Unlike some of the older members
opposite. If members other than ministers and lead
speakers for the opposition spoke for only 20 minutes,
more opportunity would be provided for more
honourable members to participate in debates.
Often the number of the speakers able to participate in
debates is limited. I recall the debate on the residential
tenancy legislation when participation was limited. The
debate did not reflect the importance of the legislation.
but it was limited to enable the house to debate other
bills. In different circumstances many more members
would have participated in that debate, and would have
spoken for a shorter time.
If speeches were of 20 minutes duration more
honourable members would get the opportunity to
speak in debate and the house could still finish earlier
than it does at present. During the Christmas
felicitations the Speaker said that some of the best
speeches went for 15 or 20 minutes. In the spirit of
speaking for only 20 minutes, I conclude my
contribution.

Mr Kll..GOUR (Shepparton) -

I move:

That the question be now put.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Sheppanon has moved that the
question be now put. The Chair listened to the debate in
his office and has observed it since taking the chair at
2.00 p.m. Three speakers from each side of the chamber
have spoken in the debate. The Minister for Police and
Emergency Services was supported by two speakers;
the honourable member for Thornastown presented the
views of the opposition as lead speaker and was
supported by two speakers. The debate is relatively
narrow and the honourable member for Thomastown
mounted his arguments well. The Chair is of the
opinion that further speakers would provide repetitious
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debate and to expedite the proceedings of the house it is
prepared to accept the motion.
House divided on Mr Kilgour's motion:

Ayes, 53*
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley, Mr
Burke, Ms (Teller)
Clark, Mr
Coleman, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Davies, Ms
Dean, Or
Oixon, Mr
Ooyle, Mr
Elder, Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn,Mr
Gude, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John, Mr
Lean, Mr
Leigh, Mr
Lupton. Mr
McAnhur, Mr
McCall, Ms
McGil1. Mrs
McGrath, Mr W.D.
McLellan,Mr

Maclellan, Mr
McNamara, Mr
Maughan, Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson. Mr
pemn. Mr
Penon, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman. Mr A.F.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Savage. Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith. Mr ER (Teller)
Smith, Mr I.W.
Spry. Mr
Stegga\l. Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr
Treasure, Mr
Wade, Mrs
Wells, Mr

·Division list subsequently amended.

Noes. 29
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks, Mr
Brurnby, Mr
Cameron, Mr (Teller)
Carnpbe\l, Ms
Carli, Mr
Cole, Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis, Mr
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett,Ms
Hamilton, Mr
Hulls, Mr

Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr (Teller)
Leighton, Mr
Lim, Mr
Loney, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs (Tel/er)
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Robinson, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Sheehan, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson, Mrs

Mildenhall. Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Robinson, Mr
Savage, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Sheehan. Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson, Mrs

Carli, Mr
Cole, Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Davies, Ms
Dollis,Mr
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett,Ms
Hamilton, Mr
Hulls, Mr

Noes, 52
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley, Mr
Burke, Ms (Teller)
Clark, Mr
Coleman, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Dean. Or
Dixon, Mr
Doyle, Mr
Elder, Mr
Elliott. Mrs
Finn, Mr
Gude, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John, Mr
Kilgour, Mr (Teller)
Lean,Mr
Leigh, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McAnhur, Mr
McCall, Ms
McGiIl, Mrs
McGrath, Mr W.D.

McLellan,Mr
Maclellan, Mr
McNamara. Mr
Maughan, Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Pemn, Mr
Penon, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson. Mr
Rowe, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr E.R. (Tellel)
Smith, Mr I.W.
Spry, Mr
Steggall, Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr
Treasure, Mr
Wade, Mrs
Wells, Mr

Amendments negatived.
Motion agreed to.

Televising and broadcasting of proceedings
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - On behalf of
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, I
move:
That(I)

this house authorises(a) sound transmissions from the Legislative Assembly
chamber to offices within Parliament House; and

Motion agreed to.

(b) sound transmissions from the Legislative Assembly

House divided on amendments:

Ayes, 31
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks, Mr
Brumby. Mr
Cameron, Mr (Teller)
Campbe\l, Ms
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Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr (Teller)
Leighton, Mr
Lim, Mr
Loney, Mr
Maddigan. Mrs (Teller)
Micallef, Mr

chamber to government offices outside Parliament
House in accordance with the approval ofMr Speaker
except(i)

sound transmissions of Legislative Assembly
proceedings, being debate on a motion that
grievances be noted or debate on a motion moved
by a minister for the adjournment of the house at
the end of a day's proceedings; and
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(ii) sound transmissions of anything occurring in the
Legislative Assembly chamber prior to the time
fixed for the meeting of the house or after the
adjournment of the house; and
(c)

(e)

Visual and/or sound recording of any particular
proceeding must provide equality between government
and non-government members.

(t)

Visual and/or sound transmissions or broadcasts of, or
broadcasts or rebroadcasts of recordings of,
proceedings shall be such as to provide in context a
balanced presentation of differing views and may not
include the transmission or broadcast of, or broadcast
or rebroadcast of a recording of events in the chamber
unrelated to the proceedings of the house.

(g)

Visual and/or sound excerpts of recordings of
proceedings must be placed in context. Commentators
should identify members at least by name.

(h)

Visual and/or sound excerpts of recordings of
proceedings shall not misrepresent any proceedings
before the house, or the seating position, or office held
by any member of the house.

(i)

When making visual and/or sound transmissions or
recordings, camera operators shall operate within the
guidelines issued by the Speaker.

(j)

The visual and/or sound transmission of points of
order or remarks withdrawn are not to be rebroadcast.

(k)

Media personnel are required to obey any instruction
given by Mr Speaker or Mr Speaker's delegates;

publication in electronic form of the record of the
proceedings of the Legislative Assembly; and

(d) sound and/or visual transmissions and broadcasts from
the Legislative Assembly chamber and sound and/or
visual broadcasts and rebroadcasts of recordings of
proceedings of the Legislative Assembly except(i)

sound and/or visual transmissions or broadcasts
of, or sound and/or visual broadcasts or
rebroadcasts of recordings of, legislative
proceedings, being debate on a motion that
grievances be noted or debate on a motion moved
by a minister for the adjournment of the house at
the end of a day's proceedings; and

(ii) sound and/or visual transmissions or broadcasts
of, or sound and/or visual broadcasts or
rebroadcasts of recordings of anything occurring
in the Legislative Assembly chamber prior to the
time fixed for the meeting of the house or after
the adjournment of the house;
(2) the following conditions be required to be observed by

media organisations making sound and/or visual
transmissions or broadcasts from the Legislative Assembly
chamber or sound and/or visual broadcasts or rebroadcasts
of recordings of proceedings of the Legislative Assembly
pursuant to paragraph (I Xd) and any breach of the
exceptions and these conditions may result in the immediate
suspension of privileges by Mr Speaker:
(a)

Media organisations or individuals must be accredited
by Mr Speaker.

(b)

Sound shall be recorded only from the audio signal of
proceedings transmitted by the house monitoring
system by representatives of accredited media
organisations or individuals. No alteration to the sound
relay equipment is permitted without the permission of
Mr Speaker. The use of separate recording equipment
is not pennitted unless authorised by Mr Speaker.

(c)

Visual and/or sound recordings and excerpts of visual
and/or sound recordings shall not commence until the
conclusion of the prayer and shall be used only for the
purposes offair and accurate reports of proceedings
and reasonable balance between both sides of the
house is to be achieved by avoiding undue
concentration on anyone member.

(d) Visual and/or sound recordings and excerpts of visual
and/or sound recordings shall not be used for:
(i)

political party advertising or election campaigns;
or

(ii) satire or ridicule; or
(iii) commercial sponsorship or commercial
advertising; or
(iv) television advertisements or promotions.

(3)

this resolution continues in force unless and until amended
or rescinded by the house in this or a subsequent Parliament.

In addressing the motion before the Chair, which relates
to the transmission via electronic means of the
proceedings of Parliament, I feel obligated to point out
that amendments to the Constitution (Amendment) Act
1997, which became operational on 16 December 1997,
provided, among other things, for a mechanism that
would ensure that parliamentary officers and employees
of media organisations involved in the electronic
publication of parliamentary proceedings authorised by
Parliament were provided with the same degree of
protection as is currently provided to those involved in
the publication of proceedings in paper fonn. The forms
of electronic publication include the electronic
provision of Hansard, as well as the sound or visual
broadcasting or transmission of proceedings, and
recordings of those proceedings. In order to attract such
protection the house is required to authorise the
categories of publication by electronic means of
proceedings pursuant to section 73 and new
section 74AA of the Constitution Act 1975.
The motion authorises: firstly, sound transmissions
from the Legislative Assembly chamber to offices
within Parliament House; secondly, certain sound
transmissions from the Legislative Assembly chamber
to government offices outside Parliament House,
provided that the Speaker has so approved; thirdly,
electronic transmission via the Internet or otherwise of
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the Hansardrecord of the proceedings of the
Legislative Assembly; and fourthly, certain sound and
visual transmissions and broadcasts from the
Legislative Assembly chamber and certain sound and
visual broadcasts and rebroadcasts of recordings of
proceedings in the Legislative Assembly. In relation to
the second category, it is logical to allow the Presiding
Officer to control approval as to whether and where
sound transmissions from the Legislative Assembly
chamber are sent outside Parliament House.
Included in paragraph (2) of the motion are the terms
and conditions relating to television and sound
broadcasting in the house, which are similar to those set
for previous sessions. The opportunity has been taken
to amend those terms and conditions to accord with the
terminology used for the authorisation set out in
paragraph ( 1) of the motion. As the continuous
operation of this authorising motion is essential for its
effectiveness, honourable members will note that the
resolution will continue in force unless and until
amended or rescinded by the house.
It is also worth observing that the electronic

transmission of the proceedings of Parliament has
evolved over time. In 1980, as I understand it, Speaker
Plowman allowed sound in question time only. In 1986
the house agreed to guidelines for sound and television
for question time only. In 1989 Speaker Coghill
allowed filming of question time by individual request,
and in the autumn sittings of 1989 the house agreed to
television filming of the adjournment debate from start
to fmish. That final comment is important - 'from
start to fmish'. As I recall it. the media unfortunately
breached that requirement and Speaker Coghill
withdrew the right. The media, as I understand it,
filmed only the first speaker and not the response.
On 22 October 1991 the then Leader of the House, the

Honourable Tom Roper, indicated that television would
be permitted at all times other than the grievance and
adjournment debates. That decision was the result of
discussions he had with me, as the manager of
opposition business, and the Honourable Bill McGrath,
as the manager of National Party business at that time.
Collectively we concluded that because of concern over
the potentially one-sided nature of those debates they
should not be recorded or televised.
There has been an evolutionary change over time. I
believe the motion at present before the house very
largely meets the needs of the Parliament and offers
appropriate protection both for members and
authorities, as well as providing adequately for the
responsibilities of the media. I commend the motion to
the house and seek its speedy passage.

Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I oppose the
motion moved by the Leader of the House and will
move a series of amendments. I move:
(I )

In paragraph (I ) omit in subparagraph (b) to word .except'
and sub-paragraph (i) and (ii)

(2)

In paragraph I omit in subparagraph (d) the word 'except'
and subparagraph (i) and (ii)

(3)

In paragraph (2) omit the words 'pursuant to paragraph
(I)(d).'

(4)

In subparagraph 2(c) omit the words 'shall not commence
until the conclusion of the prayer and'.

(5)

Omit subparagraph (2)(d).

(6)

In subparagraph (2)(f) omit all words after ·views'.

(7)

Omit subparagraph (2Xj).

(8)

That the following paragraph be added to the motion:
'(4) That the joint House Committee inquire into and

report to the house on:
(a)

the measures and technical requirements for
improving the television picture provided of the
house. and

(b) the potential for broadcasting the procedures of
the Parliament more widely on radio, television
and the Internet.'

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I advise the
house that the honourable member for Thomastown
and future speakers will be speaking to the motion and
to the amendments moved by the honourable member
for Thomastown.

Mr BATCHELOR - The opposition believes the
proceedings of Parliament ought to be made available
and accessible to the public ofYictoria. If members of
the public desire to have the report of the proceedings
of Parliament made available to them in printed form
they can do so with the traditional printed Hansard, and
in this modem age the opposition is of the view that if
they desire to have the proceedings of Parliament made
available to them through the medium of radio,
television or the new and exciting forms of information
technology, principally through the Internet, that should
also be possible.
We have nothing to hide. We should be prepared to
bare our souls and expose our activities to the people
who elected us. Honourable members who are afraid of
doing that are again working themselves up into a lather
and identifying themselves in the chamber now. It
would be good if all the proceedings of Parliament were
broadcast. Members of the public would be able to see
that the Minister for Sport is no sport at all; he wants to
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keep things secret. Today and yesterday members of
the government have demonstrated that they prefer
book burnings to legislative dialogue. They would
rather be burning books and acting in an authoritarian
way than allowing the people of Victoria to choose for
themselves what information about Parliament should
be available to them on any of the various forms of
communication technology or through the various
media outlets. It is anachronistic in the extreme to say
that Hansard can record what is said but other more
up-tCHlate forms of technology - television, radio and
the new forms of computer technology - should not be
allowed to record everything that goes on in this
chamber.
Undoubtedly dinosaurs on the government benches will
get up and say that the printed Hansard is the only
acceptable form of reported proceedings because that
protects the quality of their speeches and corrects their
mistakes in pronunciation and the syntactical and other
embarrassing errors that thankfully Hansard corrects for
members. But we believe the public oUght to be able to
see the Parliament warts and all. Perhaps ifit were
possible to rebroadcast what actually goes on here
rather than the sanitised report in the printed Hansard it
might work to prevent those warts being paraded in the
parliamentary chamber.
We saw yesterday how mean-spirited, manipulative and
afraid this government was when the new member for
Mitcham was sworn in. Do you think it would allow
that to be televised? No! When the new member for
Mitcham came into this chamber to give solemn
commitments to the Parliament and to the people who
elected him, do you think the government of the day
was brave enough to allow that to go out on television
or radio? No! It was frightened! The government does
not want that coming out. The government banned it.
They censored it! They censored it!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order! We are
whipping ourselves into a bit of a frenzy. The
honourable member for Tullamarine has left the
chamber and the honourable member for Shepparton
has taken his place. The honourable member for
Shepparton is out of order. He should contain his
enthusiasm, as should the honourable member for
Werribee, and allow the honourable member for
Thomastown to proceed in an orderly fashion.
Mr BATCHELOR - Thank you for that
protection, Mr Deputy Speaker; it is appreciated. When
the government had the opportunity to allow the good
citizens of Mitcham to see their new member being
sworn in, it denied them that opportunity. The converse
is true: when the government had the opportunity to
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conceal that and try to divert media attention away from
the entry into Parliament of the honourable member for
Mitcham following a huge by-election swing of around
16 per cent, its members were frightened - they were
terrified. Government members were like rabbits in a
bright light - they did not know what to do. In a
typical response the government banned it and tried to
act in a heavy-handed way. The government's action
typified its whole attitude to the way the media should
report events in this chamber.
What happens in here should be allowed to go out to
the people of Victoria. The opposition is proposing a
series of amendments that would allow the
broadcasting of the Parliamentary day from beginning
to end in an attempt to bring the broadcasting
regulations and rules of this chamber into the real
world. The turn of the century is approaching and this
Parliament will adopt broadcasting orders that go back
to the 1950s. Honourable members heard the Leader of
the House outlining the history of how the rules
pertaining to the use of television in this chamber have
unfolded. I take the house back to those various
embarrassing attempts to deal with the real world of
television by the Parliament of Victoria. When was it
struggling with these huge problems? It was not in
1956, when television first came out, but at the end of
the 1980s. It was not until 1991 that the media was able
to broadcast fairly comprehensively for television a
range of activities that take place in the chamber.
At the beginning of the 1990s the Parliament of
Victoria was coming to grips with technology that was
becoming widespread in the middle 1950s. We are
behind the times, and today's debate is another
reflection of the inability of the house to deal not only
with the real world but with real time. We are locked
into a timeframe and a pattern of responses that are
more in tune with bygone eras. We saw it previously in
the sessional orders that were underpinned by some
value assumptions more in tune with the 17th century
than the 1990s. The values underpinning this debate are
more in tune with the technological innovations of the
middle 1950s and the values of concealment and
deception that were prevalent in political leadership in
the 1930s than with the values and innovations of the
1990s. When will the Parliament of Victoria start acting
as ifit is living in the 1990s? We are so out of touch
and out of date that I suspect the house will not be able
to come to grips with it until halfway through the first
hundred years of the next century.
The opposition supports parliamentary proceedings
being broadcast on television, radio, the Internet and
other forms of communication that I am sure will
evolve in the years ahead. To try and prevent those
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forms of media from having access to all of the
proceedings of Parliament is completely inappropriate.
It is wrong and it is fundamentally anti-democratic.
When the Leader of the House was outlining the
chronology of the various attempts to set rules and
regulations governing broadcasting of the events in the
chamber he left out one aspect.
When this matter was dealt with in 1991 it was an
attempt to try to deal with the requirements of
television. Rules and regulations were introduced that
allowed for an extended coverage of the parliamentary
procedures but excluded television from covering the
grievance and the nightly adjournment debates. The
rationale used then - it has been used doggedly since;
picked up like a mantra and repeated without giving
any thought to its original meaning and as to whether it
was valid at the time and is still valid now - was that
in those two parts of the parliamentary day there is
limited opportunity for rebuttal to be provided. That
was the reason why television could not rebroadcast the
grievance and the nightly adjournment debates.
The 1991 discussions that were outlined by the Leader
of the House and the rules that followed related to
television. In either 1992 or 1993 the government made
a further change by extending the restrictions that then
applied to television and effectively banning it from
covering the grievance and the nightly adjournment
debates. It also extended the bans to cover radio
rebroadcasting of those two segments of parliamentary
debate when it explicitly extended the defmition. It was
a sneaky attempt to try to slip it through Parliament
without any attention being drawn to it, but it was
recognised by the opposition.
We opposed it then and we are opposing now the
consolidation of the rules on broadcasting, albeit they
are presented in different verbiage, because they are
essentially the same as those that were consolidated and
made comprehensively restrictive in the early part of
the life of the government. It is the wrong approach
completely and will cause the house to lose the respect
of the media and the general public. The government's
proposal will make this house a laughing stock when it
is compared with other Australian parliaments, and
particularly in light of the significant levels of effort,
money and human and physical resources the
commonwealth Parliament has provided to ensure a
proper recording and rebroadcasting of its proceedings.
The opposition has opted for a much more laissez-faire
approach than the approach the government is
proposing. We are not a party of censorship per se and
we are certainly not a party of political censorship. The
Kennett government is the organisation of political
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censorship in this state. It is the Kennett government
that is restricting parts of the parliamentary debate from
being available for rebroadcast. If members of the
government do not want to be known as political
censors, bully boys and jackbooters they have the
opportunity today of accepting the amendments and
allowing open access to the proceedings of this house to
individuals and communities via the various forms of
the media. We think that is entirely appropriate.
The amendments I have moved have been fonnulated
to fulfil a number of specific intentions, and their
implementation requires some consequential or
subsequent changes. We would like to describe what
proceedings will receive media coverage under our
proposals, from the beginning of the day to the end of
the day, every day. We would allow those debates not
currently allowed to be broadcast to be so broadcast.
They include the grievance and adjournment debates
and the swearing in of members. Broadcasts of these
debates would be available to the public of Victoria.
The recordings of the proceedings of Parliament oUght
to be available to others also. If people want to make a
political satire of what happens here, they ought to be
free to do so. We are forever, as politicians, being
oversensitive to the old and venerable art of political
satire, and we have specific rules introduced to make
sure that we, as a group of individuals, cannot be
subjected to that satire. We do not make these rules for
anybody else, but we are prepared to make them to
cover ourselves. The opposition also proposes
amendments that would permit the broadcasting of
points of order and other technical proceedings of
Parliament. It is entirely appropriate that they should be
public. They have an important role in the
parliamentary proceedings, and it would help the
understanding of people in the wider community if
points of order were broadcast.
I mentioned before that one of the justifications used by
government for refusing to allow the nightly
adjournment debate and the grievance debate to be
broadcast is that there is not the right of reply. That is
not the case. I have participated in grievance debates
where, after I have made a contribution, the minister
has replied that the problem did not occur within the
tenn of that particular government but under another
one, and therefore the minister was able to engage in
the political debate. He took up some of the issues that I
raised in my original contribution and put the point of
view of the government. On other occasions when a
contribution has been made by one side I have seen a
member from the other side of the chamber taking part
in the grievance debate to refute it. The member then
continues with the original intention of his or her
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contribution. Therefore. although in some sense there
are no structured responses in the grievance debate,
there are occasions and opportunities where. ifthe
government feels so disposed, it can respond. So the
next time you hear government members saying, 'We
cannot allow the grievance and nightly adjournment
debates to be televised' you know they are not telling
the truth and there are opportunities for us to refute
what they say. That rationale is not truthful and not
acceptable.
Again, with the nightly adjournment debate there is a
structured way for the government to respond. The
debate takes place for 30 minutes and members from
both sides of the house contribute to it. Sometimes the
ministers to whom a contribution is directed are in the
chamber. There is an expectation that they be either in
the chamber or listening in their rooms. On many
occasions I have made a contribution and if the minister
who was not in the chamber has wanted to respond to
the matter I raised he or she has come into the chamber
and had unlimited time and scope with no restrictions in
making a reply.
Therefore, when the government again uses this
mantra-like response that it has to maintain this
restrictive broadcasting policy because of the structural
inefficiencies ofthe grievance debate and the nightly
adjournment debate, we know it is not true. I have had
personal experience of ministers taking a very long
time - sometimes half an hour - to respond to
matters raised during the adjournment debate. As
someone who has presided over many a nightly
adjournment, Mr Deputy Speaker, you would have seen
it and would know that that opportunity is there not
only in a theoretical sense but in an actual sense and is
taken up.
The DEPUlY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Thomastown would be well
aware that while the Chair, in an adjournment debate or
any other debate, will quickly call to order any
members, including ministers, who are responding on
issues that are irrelevant to the subject, it has great
difficulty in curtailing the amount of time they might
take, irrespective of the Chair's personal opinion on
whether they are taking too long. It is fair for the Chair
to advise the honourable member that irrelevancy,
whether in the adjournment debate or at any other time,
will not be tolerated.
Mr BATCHELOR - Thank you, Mr Deputy
Speaker. I have seen you reject those irrelevancies on
many occasions. The point I am making is that the
opportunity is there for the minister to join the debate in
the nightly adjournment. Whether or not the
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contributions are relevant is another issue, and often the
opposition has complained that much of what the
government has said is clearly irrelevant; but
nevertheless the forms of the house allow ministers to
abuse the processes in that way, and that is an issue for
another debate.
The last part of my amendment relates to a request for
the joint house committee to investigate and measure
technical requirements for improving the television
picture provided to the house and the potential for
broadcasting the procedures of Parliament more widely
on radio, television and the Internet. We need people
with knowledge - people who do not have blinkered
vision; who are not wearing dark glasses that obscure
their vision - to have a look at the potential. The role
of television in modem society has been huge.
When it was introduced I do not think the impact it has
had could properly have been predicted, and the same is
true of the role of the personal computer and the
Internet. The government, Parliament and the
opposition should be at the forefront of understanding
the role of television, because I do not believe we
understand it. The government has demonstrated by its
actions and by the motion it moved today that it
certainly does not understand the role of television, and
heaven help us in coming to grips with the role of
personal computers and the role of the Internet. It will
be very dramatic, and it should be seen as an interesting
and creative development, not something to be
frightened of.
Instead of burning the books or throwing the floppy
disks into the fIre, we ought to be beginning to realise
what the opportunities are and seizing them. We should
be taking the proceedings of Parliament not just out to
the people who print newspapers and own television
stations but right down on a one-to~ne basis to
individuals if they choose to watch or listen to it. I
cannot think of a more democratic process than
allowing the record of what happens in Parliament to go
out to individuals, into their homes or workplaces, to
libraries and schools, where people could have
immediate on-line access to it. If the government were
brave and far-sighted, ifit were democratic and
interested in these types of things it might want to build
in some interactive processes and enable people to send
in their views and thoughts directly on-line bye-mail.
When these liberating ideas are spoken about in this
chamber there is always someone from the government
who sits over there and criticises, frightened of any new
idea.
These Luddites are alive and well at the turn of the
century. Who would have thought they would still be
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around! It seems that the Liberal and National parties
have as their preselection criteria that one has to be a
Luddite to get into the Victorian Parliament. When
these debates take place, up they pop with a reflex
action and join in the debate in a negative and
destructive way. We are on the threshold of a new
technological revolution and they are thinking about
how they can limit it and proscribe events.
Opportunities exist in Parliament to be exciting,
creative and forward looking. The opposition asks the
government to accept the amendments, which go not
just to the question of broadcasting what goes on in this
house but to try to get ahead of the technological
developments and allow the Parliament of Victoria to
have its face, images and words - its ambienceavailable to everyone in Victoria who wants to avail
himself or herself of it. That is the sort of potential we
could consider if we were brave enough, yet we are
discussing institutional arrangements for this house that
seek to limit and narrow what is available and which
typify the arrogance of the government.

Mr RY AN (Gippsland South) - It is my pleasure
to join the debate on the motion. We on this side of the
house are knee deep in crocodile tears. In fact, if we had
this much water in Gippsland the drought would be
over. The debates on this motion and the previous
motion are similar to those that took place at the
beginning of last session. We are going over it again. In
a sense I have sympathy for opposition members in
making the noise they do because there are few forums
where they can dominate the proceedings of the day by
raising issues they think are appropriate. In one sense I
have sympathy for them, but in another I cannot help
but reflect on the commentary today on the two
motions. I did not have the dubious pleasure of being in
opposition when the Labor Party was running
Parliament, and I am working assiduously to avoid that
pleasure in future. I am told that what we are seeing
here today is much ado about nothing.
I listened to this morning's debate in my office. The
main thrust of the argument concerned the notion of the
use of a sin-bin. It is also relevant to this debate. The
honourable member for Thomastown put forward the
proposition that there oUght to be a graduated basis
upon which the sin-bin would operate. I understood
him to say it should be like traffic lights turning from
green to amber before turning red. I could not help but
think of the occasion when John McEnroe forgot the
rules had been changed and miscounted the number of
occasions on which he could create problems before he
would be thrown out. It is ironic that it is the opposition
that is advancing this position as being appropriate.
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The opposition is advancing this position because its
members are the only people who have been thrown out
of Parliament between 1992 and now. Only opposition
members consistently refuse to stand by the standing
orders and observe the way in which Parliament ought
properly to operate. They are the members who
consistently fly in the face of the rulings of the Speaker
and who therefore end up being tossed out. It comes as
no surprise to hear them putting forward arguments
relating to a series of proposed amendments that are in
the end designed to serve their own purposes.
On the issue of self-interest, I should refer to the

opposition member who commented that young
mothers do not have facilities in this place that are
appropriate to their needs. She also complained about
the inappropriate hours and went on to make a case
about that matter. However, no mention was made of
country members of Parliament. The opposition
proposes that Parliament should start at 9.30 a.m. and
finish at 6.30 p.m., and sit more days. I put it to you in a
rhetorical sense, Mr Deputy Speaker, as a country
member of Parliament, that one wonders what country
members of Parliament are supposed to do. At present
they have to leave home on Sunday nights and return
home on Fridays. What would they do with the extra
time that would be available to them on days when
Parliament fmished at 7.00 p.m.? It is another example
of self-interest by opposition members.
Members of Parliament are supposed to deal with the
important work of this house in passing acts of
Parliament, dealing with issues on their merits, and
getting back to their electorates to get on with the
business of representing the people by whom they were
elected. All these comments about the days and hours
of sitting are nonsense. In the end our role is to be here
to engage in debate and participate in the parliamentary
process. And although all of those things are important,
of even greater importance in the eyes of the public is
that members should be present in their electorates
representing the people who sent them here. Those
three points fatally colour the amendments proposed by
the honourable member for Thomastown.
The honourable member for Thomastown was
concerned that the swearing in of the honourable
member for Mitcham was not telecast. There are a
couple of points to make about that. I share room 33
with the honourable member for Shepparton - the
room 33 faction. Following his election at a by-election
permission was sought for his swearing in to be
telecast. Amazingly it was not telecast. I qualify that
comment by saying that I understand a request was
made but was not agreed to. Even if that were not the
case, let us move to the notion ofthe honourable
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member for ThomastoVvll. He complained bitterly that
the fact that the swearing in of a member of ParI iament
was not telecast created a terrible grievance. Funnily
enough, for whatever reason, the swearing in of my
good friend the honourable member for Shepparton
after his by-election win in 1991 was not the subject of
a telecast. There was no complaint about it by the
opposition, and so it is again. The opposition is
advancing similar concepts on an absolutely ridiculous
basis.
I challenge the honourable member for ThomastoVvll
and the Labor Party. the Victorian opposition, to
advance to us its evidence that a request for a live
transmission of the swearing-in ceremony was made so
that we can all see that the request was made. I am not
saying it was not made; I am simply saying that if
material could be produced to the chamber it would
advance this issue. The fact is that no such request was
made to the Leader of the House because he was not
here at the time, and it concerns me that an assertion
that may not be correct could be used as a basis for
supporting an argument.
I now refer to the amendments proposed by the
honourable member for ThomastoVvll. In the course of
his useful contribution the Leader of the House set out
the history of the formation of the current rules. It is
important to take into account that we are debating
something we have seen before and that has served us
well for so long in this house - an extension of the
capacity for the broadcast to go across the road, into the
ministerial chambers and into the buildings around the
precinct - as well as giving the final authorisation for
the broadcasts to go back to members' offices in and
around this building. That is the way the system has
operated here over the past two or three years. When I
hear the opposition today bleating about these supposed
problem issues I repeat that the element of self-interest
and the way it is put by the opposition for the purpose
of not only the motion we are debating now but also the
one before demonstrate that the opposition will do what
it can to advance its cause. Forget the question of what
makes this place run better: if it serves their purpose
better opposition members will say that it serves the
purpose of this Parliament better. Such is not the case.
I refer to amendment (2), which proposes:
In para (1 )omit in sub-para (d) the word "except" and
sub-paragraph (i) and (ii),

If that is accepted and implemented it could happen that
in the morning when the bells are rung and the
microphones turned on as a trial, if people were not
careful and the microphones were inadvertently left on,
someone could say something which. if broadcast,
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might breach the rules of privilege. Something that is in
breach could be said outside of parliamentary hours and
would therefore fly in the face of the amendment that
the honourable member for Thomastown now wants us
to adopt.
What we have here has served us extremely well for
years. It accords with the technological requirements of
today. Because people are able to access the record of
events of this chamber so soon after they occur there is
no need to go through the amendments in the manner
the honourable member for Thomastown is advancing,
and it is on that basis that I support the motion.

Mr eARLI (Coburg) - I oppose the government's
motion and support the amendment moved by the
honourable member for Thomastown. The honourable
member for Gippsland South asked whether it was
evident that the media sought to televise the swearing in
of the honourable member for Mitcham. Clearly he was
not at 3LO this morning when Nick 10hnson from
Channel 2 made the point that the government refused
to allow Channel 2 to film an historical moment: the
swearing in of the member for Mitcham after a 16 per
cent swing against the government. Rather than allow
poor publicity which would demonstrate that this
government is on the nose with Victoria, the
government decided not to allow Channel 2 and other
television stations to do the broadcast. The member for
Shepparton was wrong in saying that in 1991 his
swearing in should have been allowed to be televised. If
he was wrong then, he is still wrong today.
The opposition may rectify that wrong. It may need to
allow it to happen. The situation need not continue just
because the swearing in of the honourable member for
Shepparton was not allowed to be televised. What the
honourable member for ThomastoVvll and the
opposition are arguing is the need to reconsider the
importance of the electronic media in providing an
electronic democracy in Victoria; how we use the
media to better inform the citizenry, to empower them
and to give them opportunities to be involved, to act
and to change government policies. It is that
empowerment that we are interested in. Clearly this
anachronistic motion does not do that. It is not only
old-fashioned; it goes back to the 1950s. With
electronic media we now have the tool to give citizens
far more ability to view and interact with the
proceedings of this house, and that has enormous
ramifications in terms of improving democracy in this
state.
Aristotle wrote in The Politics about the virtues of
Athenian democracy over aristocracies, meritocracies
and dictatorships. He argued that the size of cities may
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well have to be limited in a democracy because all
citizens would need to fit into the agora to participate in
democracy - to be informed, to argue and to debate.
Clearly as societies have developed we have distanced
ourselves from this direct democracy, this ability to
bring citizens together to directly participate in
democracy. However, now we have the tools of
communication technology - television, radio and the
Internet - to increase that and to create an agora for
the entire state where people can be informed. interact
and gain knowledge.

to the broader community. This government is
committed to on-line technologies, and there are
enormous possibilities in that area. With the
convergence of the media, telephones, computers and
so on, a range of information can be provided direct to
the homes of members of the public, enabling them to
relate better to Parliament. The motion does little about
that. It does not recognise that times are changing, that
there is an information revolution. This issue involves
the question of how we see the information revolution
underpinning democracy.

That can only be good for democracy in Victoria, but
that does not seem to be the view of this government.
Certainly the last speaker we heard wants to restrict
that, to tie and to cut our ability to have a more
informed citizenry, and that is for obvious reasons. We
have seen it with the refusal of the honourable member
for Mitcham. The government does not want criticism,
scrutiny or a better informed citizenry in Victoria
because that will be at the cost of its ability to govern.
That seems to me to be a basic foundation of an
effective democracy. An effective democracy demands
informed citizens who are able to express their views,
and that is only possible if it is allowed to happen.

I strongly support the amendments proposed by the
honourable member for Thomastown. We need to
reinvigorate democracy by providing more information
to the people. Currently enormous restrictions are
placed on the use of television, and not just in terms of
what can be televised. For example, grievance and
adjournment debates cannot be televised. Restrictions
are placed on the camera shots of the proceedings of
this place, which limit the photographs and caricatures
that can be produced. To some extent politics is about
the ability to create caricatures and to ridicule
politicians. Aristocrates did it with Athenian democracy
by ridiculing the goings on in the agora. That occurs in
our own media, and the government's proposal is unfair
and unnecessary.

The opposition does not believe this is possible given
these restrictions. which leave us with the 10-second
grab on television. That is what people see of
Parliament - the \0 seconds. This sort of motion will
continue to give people a stilted and unfair view of
Parliament. They will see it only as a place of conflict
or chaos. It is important to raise the stature of
Parliament, to give people the feeling that they are part
of a direct democracy and are participants in that
democracy. I am reminded of a statement made by
lames Madison, the fourth President of the United
States, who said:
A popular government, without popular infonnation or the
means of acquiring it, is but a prologue to a farce or tragedy
or perhaps both. Knowledge will forever govern ignorance,
and a people who mean to be their own governors, must arm
themselves with the power knowledge gives.

That is what the opposition is on about. The opposition
seeks to have the government reconsider not just how
television is used or what elements of the proceedings
are televised, but what information people should have
provided to them so they can gain knowledge and have
a truly effective government. A popular government is
about having popular understanding and increasing the
knowledge of all the people. These elements are
crucial. We do not want to get caught up about what
happened in the 1980s. As we approach the 21 st
century we should consider what makes effective
government and what information should be passed on

The opposition seeks to have the joint House
Committee look at how the television medium can be
used more effectively, including the position of
cameras, how proceedings are broadcast and their
transmission. Television broadcasts can now be
transmitted more effectively. We could buy time on
community television stations or on cable television.
Other opportunities exist with broadband broadcasting
and the Internet, and there are increasing opportunities
to streamline video proceedings. Proceedings can be
relayed into people's homes via the Internet. The house
could benefit from those opportunities.
The opportunity to broadcast important debates should
mean that the quality of debates will improve, that
members will participate more and that Parliament is
reinvigorated. It is one of the ways to reinvigorate
democracy. People have a poor opinion of state
politicians, and they may feel that that opinion is
justified when they view current proceedings. We have
to seize on these opportunities and be more creative in
the way we use the electronic media. We should not be
so prescriptive, which is one of the drawbacks of the
government's proposals. The government's proposals
are about restricting rather than encouraging the use of
the media and allowing the media to ascertain how they
can best work. Clearly, radio, television, the Internet
and other media work differently. They transmit
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different messages. They need to find the most effective
ways of undertaking their tasks. That will not happen if
the government is prescriptive about how they should
perfonn.
The opposition opposes the restrictive nature of the
motion. It is not in the interests of the broader
democracy of this state. A government that believes so
deeply in the use of new technologies, especially
infonnation technology, should use the media to allow
greater democracy and not see it just in terms of
economic and electronic commerce.
This Parliament is more restrictive than the House of
Representatives and the Senate in the federal
Parliament. Those two chambers allow more cameras
in their chambers, the videotaping of proceedings and
the transmission of videos. It is an opportunity to go
from gavel to gavel, from the start of proceedings to the
end. The federal Parliament allows panning shots.
Points of order are allowed to be televised. as are
adjournment debates. Those differences highlight why
these proposals are unnecessarily restrictive. The
federal Parliament allows a variety of pictures to be
taken of the proceedings, while this Parliament is
restrictive and allows only small grabs to be shown on
television so that people get a distorted view of the
proceedings of the house and see it as being a place of
conflict and chaos.
The proceedings of the United States Congress have
been transmitted by cable television since 1984. They
are broadcast on a news channel and are screened with
little commentary. People who want to view the
proceedings can make up their own minds. With the
changes in on-line communications and cable television
we could also provide that sort of choice. Parliamentary
proceedings may not attract a large audience, but
debates on important issues, such as drugs, Workcover
or the Auditor-General, may attract a large or
passionate audience. Other issues may arouse little
interest in the community, but it is not up to us to
restrict people's access to the proceedings of
Parliament; we should be improving their access and
their ability to see what is going on.
In the context of the government's interest in
multimedia it should consider how the Internet may
affect the transmission of these proceedings. Real-time
audio broadcasts, commentaries and e-mail from
constituents and interested groups could take place
simultaneously with debates. All those things are
possible and have to some extent already occurred in
Parliament. Interesting case studies have been
conducted and the Internet has assisted debates and
become a major player. For example, when the South
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African Constitution was being written not only was
there wide debate in South African life generally. there
were vibrant and major debates on the Internet and
commentaries were published on the Internet as
proceedings occurred. Access via the Internet assisted
the debate in South Africa. It was not an alternative but
one more plank in involving the community directly in
democracy.
We are able to consider moving from a representative
democracy to a more direct democracy. In this
electronic age we have the tools in infonnation
technology to make that possible. The opening up of
Parliament can only improve parliamentary debate and
the ability of people to scrutinise Parliament and
understand our democratic system. All honourable
members share the desire to ensure that we have an
infonned citizenry, but we cannot achieve that by
retaining the restrictions that are included in the motion
or playing political games that restrict the ability of the
honourable member for Mitcham - or the honourable
member for Shepparton - to be seen on television
being sworn in. Members of Parliament must become
more committed to direct democracy and use the
electronic media for that purpose.
I know it is difficult for the government, which is
running away from some of its problems. It is bruised
and battered by the results of the Mitcham by-election,
where it suffered a 16 per cent swing against it. It is
beginning to feel hurt and is fearing scrutiny on a
number of things. To recognise that one need only
reflect on the refusal by ministers at question time to
give any insight into how their government credit cards
were used. In a certain sense the government is in a
mild panic and is probably going to be in a great panic
in a few months.
The honourable member for Gippsland South sought to
defend the restrictions on the media and the use of
television, radio and the Internet by saying, 'It was used
against us; we weren't able to do it; we were wronged
in the past'. I was not part of that period. I do not know
what happened in the past. We have to move on and
ask ourselves what we want for the future. We are
approaching the 21 st century and we can have an
infonned and empowered citizenry. We can be much
more effective in giving people an understanding of the
policies of the state and how they can express their
support of or opposition to them.
In a sense we are in an extraordinarily exciting period
in the history of democracy. The on-line and digital
revolution is creating the basis for a more direct
democracy. Representative democracy was a good idea
in the 19th century when there was very little contact
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because of vast geographical distances and poor
communication. That is no longer the case. Even when
we consider something as simple as how we should
handle broadcasts from this Parliament we end up with
anachronistic and poor rules that have been designed
largely to protect the govenunent, restrict the
information that emerges from this house and continue
the process of people losing faith and confidence in
Parliament. Perhaps that is a deliberate ploy to reinforce
the importance of the view of the executive and the
govenunent and to demean Parliament, because in
Parliament the government has to deal with an
opposition.
We have an opportunity to open up the proceedings of
Parliament. At the very least the government should
accept the proposed amendments in so far as they
broaden our use of television to ensure the proceedings
are televised from start to fmish. The cameras should be
used effectively so that there is not just a single static
shot. Points of order should be allowed to be screened,
as should close-ups. The medium should be allowed to
be used for what it is worth and what it is good at. We
should allow television people to develop the medium
in the way they know it works most effectively. We
should take the opportunity to look at other
technologies, particularly the ramifications of the
Internet and its future. We do not know what the future
holds in that regard. It is exciting. Honourable members
on both sides of the house support Victoria's transition
to an information society and we need to examine it.
We need to instruct a conunittee of Parliament to
consider how to most effectively use the medium to
broadcast Parliament and allow people to provide
feedback on what they consider is going on so that the
debates are broadened and involve a much larger
constituency. At the end of the day we are all here
representing the people of Victoria. It is up to us to
ensure that we represent them most effectively.
Ultimately that will be achieved by Victorians taking
responsibility for their own governance through being
empowered. A central element of that is that they can
know what is going on by having the information
before them. There has never been a more exciting
period in this respect. We are returning to Aristotle's
Athens and its agora, where all citizens could contribute
because they could be infonned and be involved. In
Aristotle's time everyone was in the same place at the
same time, but we do not need to do that in Victoria.
We can use the networks, linkages and the methods of
information dissemination to make it possible for
people to be involved.
It is an exciting period. Opposition members are very

keen to promote the possibilities and the opposition is
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seeking the support of the government in that matter.
The government should stop running away from its
mistakes and the fear of what happened in Mitcham. I
can empathise with what is going on in the heads of
members opposite, but we need to branch out and
consider how democracy can be most effectively run in
Victoria. We must not simply try to score points and
defend the indefensible on the basis that the Victorian
community is reacting strongly against the
government"' ;J()iicies. In conclusion, the government's
motion is wrong in trying to proscribe and restrict the
media's use of broadcasts of Parliament. Parliament has
the opportunity to use the medium more effectively and
all honourable members can do that by supporting the
proposed amendments. If that happens Parliament will
have the basis for going beyond that and using the most
exciting new developments for the future good
governance of the state.
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) - In an extraordinary
contribution, my good friend the honourable member
for Coburg has suggested that members of Parliament
should stop point scoring.
Mr Thwaites -

And you're about to score a point!

Mr PERTON -Of course, and that is what
Parliament is about. It is about robust debate, with
parties actually debating issues. What I find really sad
about the debate is that we have now spent since
roughly 10 o'clock this morning on procedural issues.
We have ignored the Governor's speech, which was big
news in the papers this morning. We are crying
crocodile tears because the poor honourable member
for Mitcham was not televised being sworn in. The
contributions from members of the Labor Party about
the televising of Parliament and the rules of debate have
meant that he has been precluded from making his
maiden speech.

I fmd it most extraordinary that the honourable member
for Coburg and other opposition members should talk at
length about their commitment to democracy. The
honourable member for Thomastown, who has
castigated the government in this debate, and the
honourable member for Coburg, who has been talking
about direct democracy, come from a party that is
described in a column by Shaun Carney in the Age of
24 May in this way:
It is also the case that a large portion of ALP membershipsperhaps a third - are also the result of branch-stacking
activities. The Labor Party in Victoria right now is as close to
a rotten borough as you would want a political party to get.

Mr Carney was referring to a review conducted by the
assistant state secretary of the ALP, Mr Andrew
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McKenzie, who estimates that almost 5000 of the
ALP's 15000 members could have had their annual
subscriptions paid by other people. That estimate is
based on revelations that up to 70 per cent of Victorian
ALP memberships have been found to be paid at
pensioner or concessional rates - double the figure
expected by headquarters. An article by Paul Robinson
in the Sunday Age of 16 February says:

Mr PERTON - I understand you have taken the
chair, Mr Acting Speaker. but those who preceded you
were a little more lenient on members of the Labor
Party and allowed them to make wide-ranging
contributions to the debate.

Party sources say the worst areas for 'block membership
payment' are the federal seats ofCalwell. Holt, Bannan.
Gellibrand and Lalor and associated state seats around those
areas.

Mr PERTON - Quite right. The honourable
member for Coburg talked about life at great length. I
am not sure he actually meant it when he said that he
opposed the entire government motion. No
transmissions from Parliament would be permitted if
the government' s motion were defeated. The
amendments moved by the honourable member for
Thomastown are of a fairly trivial nature. There seems
to be some argument between the opposition and the
government relating to the rebroadcasting of grievance
and adjournment debates. I have been a member of
Parliament since 1988, and this seems to have been
common ground over that time. When members of
Parliament talk through these issues outside the house
there seems to be a wide degree of agreement, because
often the adjournment debate and the grievance debate
are used to slur or defame private individuals who do
not have the right to respond in Parliament.

The electorate of the honourable member for Coburg
borders that area. The federal member has certainly
been renowned for his activities in the seats around his.
We noted with great amusement the other day that the
honourable member for Mitcham described the federal
member for Wills as being among his most admired
people. It is astonishing that, in a party that includes
such giant figures as Calwell and Curtin -we could go
further back - Kelvin Thornson, a fonner member of
this house and the present federal member for Wills, is
one of the most admired persons in the lexicon of the
honourable member for Mitcham. I fmd it amazing that
the parliamentary representative of the people of
Mitcham admires Kelvin Thornson as much as, ifnot
more than, his own father. If he is to make a great
contribution to this house I think he should reconfigure
his icons.
It is not only outside commentators and party
functionaries who worry about the state of democracy
in the Labor Party. The honourable member for
Dandenong has also been quoted in the Age. after
having spent a delightful week at the campaign
headquarters of the British Labour Party - we dare not
ask whether he has been putting his films or telephone
calls on the party tab - saying that the clear message
from Britain was:
... that we must develop trust amongst each other. Internal
disputes have to take a backseat-cooperation is what wins
government.

He makes a very valid statement. He says:
We cannot ask the public to vote for us if we show we can't
manage ourselves.

That comment was made to Mr Jon Faine on ABC
radio a few weeks ago when-The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! Does the honourable member think this might
be an appropriate time to return to the provisions of the
motion before the house?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! That's life.

The issues raised by the honourable member for
Coburg are quite difficult. I note he strongly supports
the amendment of the honourable member for
Thomastown that proposes a joint House Committee
inquiry to examine the technical requirements and
measures to improve the television picture and the
potential for broadcasting the proceedings of
Parliament more widely on radio, television and the
Internet.
I have some sympathy for that provision of the
amendments. Had the opposition been serious about
this I think it would have approached the Leader of the
House and the chairman of the Standing Orders
Committee to ask whether some bipartisan agreement
could be reached on those issues. I have no doubt we
all- including the Premier himself-suffer as a
result of the angle of the television camera-Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr PERTON - As the honourable member for
Albert Park says, the top of my head is sparse, too, and
I would not want a television camera pointing to me
from immediately above. Improving the television
picture and broadcasting the proceedings of Parliament
more widely on radio, television and the Internet are
matters that need to be discussed. However, they do not
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need to be discussed in the heat of a debate. These are
questions that need to be discussed by members sitting
down together.
Cable television is an expensive undertaking, and I am
not sure who would actually pay for the transmission
from Parliament. It is clear that you could not have a
cable television station transmitting intennittently. The
question of equal access would arise -whether it
would be transmitted through Optus Vision or Foxtel.
However one answers that question, what would the
honourable member for Coburg say if a government
cable television channel transmitted parliamentary
proceedings and in between times transmitted
information of value to the community such as the
benefits of the privatisation of electricity, the
corporatisation of the water supply authorities and the
improvements to metropolitan bus services, to say
nothing of substantial broadcasts on the progress of
City Link? The honourable member for Coburg would
oppose it,just as his party opposes every issue. It is just
point scoring and negativity.
Look around the chamber. Eight members of
Parliament are participating in this debate. J am sorry, I
left out the honourable member for Footscray, but he is
so eminently forgettable. Look to the gallery; the press
has no interest in this issue.
Mr Thwaites - Because you are talking.
Mr PERTON - The number of people in the
chamber has doubled since the honourable member for
Coburg resumed his seat. I am not sure what
constituency the Labor Party is actually standing up for.
The public galleries have again been notoriously empty
today as the Labor Party fails to discuss issues and
instead engages in point scoring on matters of
procedure and the broadcasting of proceedings.
Like the honourable member for Coburg, the three
government members present and I have excellent
websites, and we ensure the community has access to
parliamentary debates, our speeches and material of
benefit to it.
Government members are interested in using the
Internet to improve the quality of information that is
flowing to the community. However, there are difficult
questions in relation to privilege and the transmission of
parliamentary proceedings by the Internet. The Labor,
Liberal and National parties have to sit down and
discuss those issues in the context of a Standing Orders
Committee.
There has been a great deal of dishonesty in the
arguments put by the Labor Party today. For example, it
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has asserted that there was no approval given for the
swearing in of the honourable member for Mitcham,
yet no request went to the Speaker, the Clerk or the
Leader of the House. It is difficult to understand how
the Labor Party can continue to mount an argument that
there was some sort of censorship of the swearing in of
the honourable member for Mitcham. It is not true and
is typical of the actions of the honourable member for
Thomastown: the hope that if you tell a lie often
enough people will believe it.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr PERTON - As the honourable member for
Tullarnarine says, the honourable member for
Thomastown has a long history of playing fast and
loose with the truth. The motion pennits the direct
broadcasting of parliamentary proceedings. One of the
extraordinary points made by the honourable member
for Coburg was that somehow we were going to allow
the television proprietors to work out to what extent
Parliament would be televised. A look at the history of
parliamentary broadcasting by television proprietors,
most of whom are distrusted by the Labor Party, reveals
that not much attention is paid to state or federal
Parliament.

Mr Finn interjected.

Mr PERTON - As the honourable member for
Tullarnarine rightly points out, if we are to determine
the quality of parliamentary broadcasting by the quality
of commercial television in this country, then the
public's impression of the Parliament would only be
downgraded. There is merit in some of the issues raised
by the Labor Party, and the government is prepared to
consider them. Coalition members of the Standing
Orders and House committees would be delighted to
participate in an informed discussion on this question.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr PERTON - Perhaps you could write a letter to
the chairman and ask for a meeting. Perhaps the
honourable member for Coburg could then give those
committees an assessment of the cost of a cable
broadcast. Perhaps the Leader of the Opposition and the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition could contemplate the
position they take on the broadcast of helpful
government information to fill in the long hours when
Parliament is not sitting. We can come to some
agreement on that point, because we would probably
have to come to some agreement on sponsorship. This
issue raises all sorts of questions. Can honourable
members imagine who would sponsor question timeGuinness or Carlton United? And one could imagine
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that more late-night activities might sponsor the
adjournment debate and other debates. Those are
important issues to consider when considering cable
television and Internet broadcasts of Parliament.

about to be given by the Premier to his Liberal Party
mates. The desire by the Liberal Party to prevent any
level of scrutiny underpins this whole motion on the
televising and broadcasting of Parliament.

It is hypocritical for the opposition to move
amendments when it has not taken the trouble to
discuss the issues with the Speaker, the Clerk or the
Leader of the House, and to try to grandstand and
indicate that it has strong support for democracy when
it does not. It is interesting that the honourable member
for Springvale is not in the chamber and has not been
invited to make a contribution. On 15 February
Mr Micallef rightly pointed out that hundreds of people
had been bus sed in to his electorate to tilt next month's
Labor preselection against him. The honourable
member for Northcote is not present in the chamber. He
has already given in because his branches have been
heavily stacked against him. The sitting member for
Melbourne, Neil Cole, who is the deputy chairman of
the Law Reform Committee and a terrific contributor to
Parliament and its committees, and who has done much
to bring questions relating to mental illness and the like
into the mainstream debate, is being slowly garrotted by
his own party leader. These are the real issues of
democracy: a party one-third of the members of which
are either phantom or have had their levies paid for by
other people, a party that is allowing open branch
stacking against the members for Springvale and
Melbourne and successful branch stacking against the
honourable member for Northcote.

The opposition's motion is all about opening up
Parliament. It is about telling the truth. It is about giving
information to the public and letting members of the
public assess the information for what it is worth. The
government's motion is all about closing down this
place. It is about ensuring that any limited information
the public gets is prepackaged as part of publicity or
advertising material, and it is about covering up the
truth of what the government is doing to the state. The
government and the minister at the table have talked
about multimedia and the need to be much more
advanced in a technological sense. The motion that the
government has introduced today is really a box
brownie approach to the media. Imagine at the end of
the 20th century ignoring the role of the Internet, the
huge advances in television and the ability to use cable
television and the various other fonus of broadcasting
information via the Internet and via television. The
government is looking to the past. For that reason the
opposition's amendments look to the future. The
opposition is about improving information and about a
future in which the public can get real information
about what goes on in this place.

Mr Finn intetjected.
Mr PERTON - As the honourable member for
Tullamarine points out, it costs only $5000 to stack out
a Labor Party electorate. It is quite absurd for a party
that believes in that sort of democracy to stand before
the house and the community and suggest that these
very reasonable standing orders are some kind of attack
on the democracy of Victoria. I support the motion and
oppose the amendment.

Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - The hypocrisy of
the honourable member for Doncaster is quite
extraordinary. He is talking about political parties at a
time when the leader of his political party is about to
give a $50 million gift to the federal Treasurer of his
party. That is the sort of information that oUght to be
discussed in the grievance and adjournment debates
with an opportunity for the debates to be broadcast to
the public. It is just that sort of information that the
honourable member for Doncaster and his colleagues
opposite want to prevent the public from hearing. They
want to do everything they can to prevent the public
from knowing the truth about the $50 million gift that is

The honourable member for Doncaster said there were
only eight people in the chamber and made a comment
about that. One of the purposes of the opposition's
motion is to try to improve the scrutiny of this place. I
can assure the house that if there were television
coverage of the grievance debate the place would be
full. And the honourable member for Tullamarine
would be wearing his best tie - his loudest tie.
At times there would be some problems for the viewers
at home. They would probably have to adjust the colour
on their sets, although I notice that this session the
honourable member's ties have been remarkably more
subdued. Maybe that has something to do with the
types of voters in Gisbome, where I understand the
member is now spending a lot of his time. I am sure
that is purely because he wants to see how his
neighbouring electorate is going rather than because, as
has been put to me, he is about to abandon the seat of
Tullamarine to seek preselection for the safer seat of
Gisborne.
I am sure that if the television cameras were here while
the grievance debate was under way the honourable
member for Tullamarine would be in the chamber, as
would the honourable member for Monbulk and the
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honourable member for Doncaster, who has now
disappeared since having his few moments of fame.

public, and that would improve, if that is possible, their
standing and performance in this place.

I was somewhat amused also that the honourable
member criticised the fact that there were so few people
in the chamber. He is one of the few people in this
place who actually has a television show of his own. I
was asked to go on it at one time. I think it is on Optus
cable TV. I was somewhat nervous about being asked
to go on a television show with a member of the
opposing party, but he assured me that the total number
of people watching me would be something less than
eight, so I don't know exactly what he has been talking
about in here.

A good example of that was the recent constitutional
convention. There is no doubt that despite the attitude
of many members of the public that it would just be a
waste oftime and a gabfest, it was very successful.
Many people - although not a majority of the public, I
am sure - actually spent the better part of the fortnight
watching it on television. They were able to get the
infonnation as events occurred, whereas the approach
ofthe state government would have been to make
people wait until the debates were printed in Hansard
and then presumably members ofthe public would
have queued up at the Papers Office to read Hansard.

Were the television cameras to be here. there is no
doubt that the standard of performance of backbench
and middlebench members of Parliament would
improve. At present the main focus is on question time
when most of the talking is done by the lead ministers
or frontbenchers and the opposition side. There is little
opportunity for backbenchers and middlebenchers of
either party to get a go in the media. I know how
frustrating that can be at times for a middle or
backbencher because I remember having received
comments in the past from members of my
constituency along the lines of, 'Why aren't you doing
anything? We don't see you on TV'. That is because
most people get their information about what is
occurring from TV, and in Parliament at present this
basically means question time.
If the honourable member for Monbulk, for example,
wished to raise an issue he believed was important to
his constituents the best way of communicating it
would be via television. There is no doubt about that.
All the surveys show that by far the major way in which
people receive news information is via the television.
The honourable member for Monbulk no doubt tries to
get the odd story into the local paper, and I have noticed
that generally speaking he is conspicuously
unsuccessful. Some friends of mine who live in that
region had no idea who he was.
The honourable member for T ullamarine is in a
different category. He does make it into his local
papers, although usually it is for making a fool of
himself and coming out with outrageous and unproven
allegations. I am sure, though, that if the proceedings of
the evening adjournment debate or the grievance debate
were televised, ordinary members of this place - and I
use the term advisedly -like the honourable member
for Monbulk or the honourable member for
Tullamarine would every now and then have a chance
to get on the medium which is most popular with the

Mr McArthur - You can get it on the Internet, or
didn't you know that?
Mr THWAITES - Government members believe
that the public is better served by queuing up at
Parliament House, downstairs outside the Hansard
office, waiting to get a copy of Hansard. We say it is
much better to get the information on the television
straight away.
The honourable member for Monbulk is inteIjecting
that you can get the information on the Internet. I am
very glad he raised that. Talk about come in, spinner!
Thank you for that interjection, because if you can get it
so easily on the Internet, that immediately destroys the
argument you have against television broadcasting! If
the information about grievance or adjournment debates
can be obtained immediately on the Internet, why
shouldn't it be available immediately on television or
radio? It makes no sense at all.
Before that helpful interjection from the honourable
member for Monbulk I was raising the point that the
televising of proceedings would raise the standard of
debate in Parliament. It would raise the profile of the
middle and backbenches and redress, in a small way,
the current imbalance between the executive and the
rest of Parliament. Currently all the power is held by the
executive; and the backbenchers, be they from the
Liberal Party, the National Party or the Labor Party, are
kept in the dark. In private conversation I am sure most
opposition backbenchers would have to admit that fact
because they are told very little. They are treated like
mushrooms by the government and they have no
opportunity to establish a profile of success other than
by doing the bidding of the Premier and the Treasurer.
It is all about how close you are to them, and ensuring
that you do not say anything that offends them.
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I would like to see some of these middlebenchers get a
bit more of a profile - people such as the honourable
member for Ripon, who has sought a profile, sought
advancement and been rejected.
Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr THW AITES - The honourable member for
Monbulk says he does pretty well on 3AW.
Unfortunately 3A W has just treated the honourable
member for Ripon as it treated the Premier - it has cut
him off at the knees and he has lost his show. I don't
know whether the honourable member for Monbulk is a
bit out of date, but perhaps he oUght to fmd out about
that.
One can imagine the honourable member for Ripon
trying to raise his own profile. He also could have a
show on TV. He has lost his radio spot, but we could
have a new television show starring the honourable
member for Ripon called The Young and the Restless.

Mr Finn - How long have you been practising that
one?
Mr THWAITES - I have thought up another one;
this time a daytime show. This is actually for the
honourable member for Doncaster ifhe is listening and
it is called Maybe This Time because we know the
honourable member is looking for advancement.
There are some other ones. The Treasurer is standing
up at present and of course his role would be on Sale of
the Century. We have sold off just about everything,
and I presume before the next election the last few
assets - the water and whatever - will also be sold.
They will be gone.
What the opposition really wants to do with this motion
is to give people like the honourable member for Ripon,
the honourable member for Doncaster and even the
honourable member for Tullamarine an opportunity of
having their go on television, putting forward their
arguments in the grievance debate and on local issues
through the adjournment debate.
The government claims the grievance and adjournment
debates should not be broadcast because coverage
would be unbalanced. That is the argument that is put.
It seems somewhat ironic that in a week when the
government is saying that information about what goes
on in this place should not be broadcast it is prepared to
spend more than $1 million of taxpayers' funds on
political advertising. We will open our newspapers in
the morning and see that the government has spent
more than $500 000 on misleading lies about the
education system. But it goes further. The Treasurer is,
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I am sure, about to distribute to all of us fortunate
Victorians his latest missive, the expensively produced
document called The Social Advantage. The word
'social' is new in the Treasurer's lexicon. It is a word
that he has only recently discovered.

Mr Finn - On a point of order, the honourable
member for Albert Park has in my belief clearly strayed
beyond the point of debate before the Chair into the
field of total irrelevance. Mr Acting Speaker, I ask you
to bring him back to the point at hand.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr THW AlTES - The point I am making is
extremely relevant because I am pointing out the
imbalance between the executive and the Parliament
and the fact that if the executive is able to spend
millions of dollars on political advertising the
Parliament oUght to have an opportunity for its debates
to be telecast so the public can assess them for itself.
This is the view of the opposition and, of course, this
was the basis of the High Court decision in the
television advertising case. In that case, legislation that
purported to limit the role of television broadcasting
and advertising was being put through Parliament by
the federal Labor Party. The High Court said this was
inappropriate. One of the reasons for that was the
imbalance between the executive and the Parliament. In
his decision in the television advertising case Mr Justice
McHugh said:
In the last decade of the twentieth century. the quality of life
and the freedom of the ordinary individual in Australia are
highly dependent on the exercise of functions and powers
vested in public representatives and officials by a vast legal
and bureaucratic apparatus funded by public moneys. How,
when, why and where those functions and powers are or are
not exercised are matters that are of real and legitimate
interest to every member of the community. Information
concerning the exercise of those functions and powers is of
vital concern to the community. So is the performance of the
public representatives and officials who are invested with
them. It follows in my opinion that the general public has a
legitimate interest in receiving information concerning
matters relevant to the exercise of public functions and
powers vested in public representatives and officials.

I end the quote there. That is the point: that is exactly
why it is necessary for the grievance debate to be
broadcast. That is why it is appropriate for the exercise
of public functions and powers to be scrutinised in this
place and broadcast through either television or radio.
The High Court decision is certainly behind the thrust
of the motion put by the opposition today. The
government's position is inconsistent with that more
modem approach. [fthere is scrutiny, what we would
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have is an ability to scrutinise the somewhat peripatetic
Premier, who has just come in and left. about the
$50 million gift that he is about to give Ron and Jeff. I
have no doubt he was on the way from one phone call
and quickly passing through to another to arrange this
$50 million gift, but he is too busy to come here for
question time. He does not want the public to hear
about this on the TV but obviously he is prepared to sell
out the taxpayers, to sell off our heritage to fund his
mates down at the casino.
There is something very wrong when the government
can spend more than $1 million on political advertising.
More than $1 million is being spent on this political
advertising alone at a time when the government is
stopping Parliament from broadcasting the truth about
what goes on in here. I would have thOUght if there
were so much concern about balanced coverage, which
is the argument of the government, there would be
balanced coverage about education and that the
government would allow equal time for the opposition
to put a statement in every newspaper setting out the
facts about education. It would allow the opposition to
tell the truth. The truth is, as the Industry Conunission
found in its independent report released only last week,
that Victoria is the only state that is going backwards in
education; the only state that has cut expenditure on
education since 1992, and the only state that has a
worse teacher-pupil ratio now than it had five years
ago.
They are the sorts of things that the opposition can raise
only in one place where there is an opportunity for it to
be broadcast properly, and that is in here, because we
do not have access to the millions of dollars in
advertising funds that either the government or the
Liberal Party has. We on this side of the house do not
have the ability to go down to Ron Walker and ask him
to dip into his pockets and twist the arm of other
business people in Melbourne to pour millions of
dollars into the Liberal Party coffers for advertising.
What we can do is raise the truth during the grievance
and adjournment debates. That is what we will be
doing, but what we will not be able to do is have that
information communicated to the public, because this
motion prevents that.
The misleading information that has gone out claims,
for example, that more than three-quarters of Victorian
students stay at school to complete year 12. That is a
lie. That is deliberately dishonest. In fact the latest
figures reveal that retention rates for government
schools in 1997 were 69 per cent, down from 77 per
cent when Labor left office. That is a 10 per cent
reduction in retention rates since Labor left office. What
we cannot say in response to this claim and what is not
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going to be published in the grievance or adjournment
debates is that class sizes are portrayed in a misleading
way in this document.
The document claims there is one teacher for every
15.2 students. What it does not say is that that includes
the principal, the assistant principal and the library
teachers, even though they do not take any classes.
When one looks at the truth, as the Industry
Commission did, one sees that Victoria performs worse
than any other state. The one thing that these two
documents have in common, these two examples of
political advertising--

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I did require the honourable member for
Doncaster to return to the motion. I ask the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition to do the same. I have been
most lenient.
Mr THWA1TES - I most certainly will,
Mr Acting Speaker. The political advertising that has
been produced this week has one thing in common with
the document I mentioned, and that is that both
examples are produced by leadership aspirants, namely
the Treasurer and the Minister for Education. My
concern is that millions of dollars of taxpayers' funds
are being spent to further the leadership aspirations of
these two ministers rather than going into government
service.
Mr Finn - What a magnificent imagination!
Mr THW AITES - The member for Tullamarine
interjects again about imagination, but we do not need
any imagination about the parties involved with the
Minister for Education.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I require the honourable member to return to the
motion before the Chair.
Mr THW AITES - I will continue on the basic
point about the uneven balance between the executive
and the Parliament. That is made even worse by the
motion before us today, because although it restricts the
public broadcasting of information it introduces a new
procedure whereby proceedings in this house will now
be broadcast into government offices, so if you are a
parent out there you cannot hear what is going on. If
you want to know what is happening to education and
you are at school you will not find out, but if you are
down in Collins Street in the offices of the health,
transport or education ministers, wherever they are, you
will get the full broadcast.
Mr Cole interjected.
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Mr THW AITES - As the member for Melbourne
indicates, and it is exactly the point I was coming to, it
is the loudspeaker at stalag 13 that tells all the inmates
what they must do and think, and that is what this
government is all about.

treading on dangerous ground in the terms outlined by
the honourable member for Monbulk but is committing
the awful sin of straying from the motion before the
Chair, and that is a most serious offence. The
honourable member has 1 minute.

The opportunities for ordinary members to contribute to
debate in this place are very limited. This motion is
about further limiting those members in having their
views broadcast through television or radio. The only
opportunities are at the time for questions without
notice, which in Victoria, as we know, is severely
restricted and the shortest in Australia. The second
option for this place is by placing questions on notice,
and in this house the questions on notice are a joke.
Ministers do not reply. There is a provision in the other
place that requires ministers to reply but there is no
such provision in this house, and the experience is that
having questions on notice is a waste of time because
they are simply not replied to.

Mr THW AITES - The point I am making is that
it is very difficult for ordinary members to have a
chance to get up in this place and debate issues.
Today's motion about broadcasting will make it even
more difficult for the ordinary member to
communicate. A member's ability to communicate is
his or her strength. The whole purpose of the opposition
amendment is to open up this place - surely that
would be a goal all of us would share. There is no
reason to close down debate or limit broadcasting,
particularly when, as the honourable member for
Monbulk has indicated, most of the information can
already be obtained through the Internet or newspapers,
so why not allow the public to get the information the
way they want it, which is through television or radio?

Mr Cole- Naturally!
Mr FINN (Tullamarine)- I move:
Mr THWAITES - That's right. The next option
for an ordinary member is the adjournment motion
under standing order 26. The only chance for that
motion to get up is on a Wednesday morning, and the
experience in the past year has been that it is almost
impossible to get an adjournment motion up. From
recollection, on the analysis I did I found that there
were eight attempts for adjournment motions, of which
only four were successful.

Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr THW AITES - Of the four that got up two
actually related to federal issues, and it seems it is a lot
easier to get up federal issues than state issues. It is
impossible to get up a motion that relates to a state
minister or the Premier, and all the motions that were
politically hot or directly impinged upon misconduct by
a minister or the Premier were ruled out of order.
Mr McArthur- On a point of order, I believe the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition is treading on very
dangerous ground. He is reflecting on decisions made
by the Chair in earlier motions for adjournment of the
house under standing order no. 26 and saying that the
Chair has ruled to prevent politically sensitive issues
being raised. In doing so he is reflecting on the
impartiality of the Chair, something which is regarded
very seriously in this house, and I believe it is a matter
you should draw to his attention, Sir.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! There is no need for further debate on the
matter. The honourable member is not so much

That the question be now put.

House divided on Mr Finn's motion:

Ayes, 52*
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley, Mr
Burke, Ms (Tel/er)
Clark, Mr
Coleman, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Dean, Or
Dixon, Mr
Doyle, Mr
ElJiott, Mrs
Finn, Mr
Gude, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John, Mr
Kennett, Mr
Kilgour, Mr (Tel/er)
Lean,Mr
Leigh, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McArthur, Mr
McCalJ, Ms
McGill, Mrs
McGrath, Mr W.D.

McLellan, Mr
Maclellan, Mr
McNamara, Mr
Maughan, Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr
Perton, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Savage, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr E.R. (Tel/er)
Smith, MrI.W.
Spry, Mr
Steggall, Mr
Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr
Treasure, Mr
Wade, Mrs
Wells, Mr

*Division list subsequently amended.
Noes. 29
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker, Mr

Hamilton, Mr
Hulls, Mr
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Batchelor. Mr
Bracks,Mr
Brumby, \ir
Cameron, Mr (Teller)
Campbcll, Ms
Carli, Mr
Cole, Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Davies, Ms
Dollis, Mr
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett.Ms
Haermeyer, Mr

Langdon, Mr (Teller)
Leighton, Mr
Lim. Mr
Loney, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs (Teller)
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall. Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Robinson. Mr
Seitz, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson, Mrs

Motion agreed to.
House divided on amendments:

Ayes, 30
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks,Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr (Teller)
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Cole, Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Davies, Ms
Oollis, Mr
Gamutt, Ms
Gillett,Ms
Haermeyer, Mr

Hamilton, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Langdon. Mr (Teller)
Leighton, Mr
Lim. Mr
Loney, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs (Teller)
Micallef. Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Robinson, Mr
Savage, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson, Mrs

Noes. 51
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley, Mr
Burke, Ms (Teller)
Clark, Mr
Coleman, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Dean, Or
Oixon, Mr
Doyle, Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn, Mr
Gudc, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John, Mr
Kennett, Mr
Kilgour, Mr (Teller)
Lean,Mr
Leigh, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McArthur, Mr
McCall,Ms
McGill, Mrs
McGrath, Mr w.o.

Amendments negatived.

McLellan. Mr
Maclellan, Mr
McNamara, Mr
Maughan, Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Pemn, Mr
Perton, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips. Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Reynolds. Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr E.R. (Tel/er)
Smith, Mr LW.
Spry, Mr
Steggall, Mr
Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr
Treasure, Mr
Wade. Mrs
Wells. Mr
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House divided on motion:

Ayes. 49
Andrighetto. Mr
Ashley. Mr
Burkc. Ms (Teller)
Clark, Mr
Coleman, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Dean, Dr
Dixon. Mr
Doyle, Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn, Mr
Gudc. Mr
Henderson. Mrs
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John, Mr
Kennen, Mr
Kilgour. Mr (Teller)
Lean, Mr
Leigh. Mr
Lupton, Mr
McArthur. Mr
McCall, Ms
McGill, Mrs
McGrath. Mr W.O.

Maclellan. Mr
McNamara, Mr
Maughan. Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr
Perton, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Reynolds. Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr E.R. (Teller)
Smith, Mr LW.
Spry, Mr
Steggall. Mr
Thompson. Mr
Traynor, Mr
Treasure, Mr
Wade. Mrs
Wells, Mr

Noes, 27
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker. Mr
Batchelor. Mr
Bracks,Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr (Teller)
Carli, Mr
Cole, Mr
Davies, Ms
Dollis. Mr
Garbun, Ms
GiJlett,Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hamilton, Mr

Hulls, Mr
Langdon, Mr (Tel/er)
Leighton, Mr
Lim,Mr
Maddigan, Mrs (Tel/er)
MicaJlef, Mr
MildenhaJl, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Robinson. Mr
Savage. Mr
Seitz, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson. Mrs

Motion agreed to.

Grievances
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I move, by
leave:
That for the purposes of sessional order no. 4( I) Wednesday,
18 March 1998, and Wednesday, 22 April 1998, be appointed
days upon which the question 'That grievances be noted' may
be put.

Motion agreed to.

Division list
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I have to
inform the house that in the division that took place in
the house earlier this day on the question 'That the
question be now put' on the sessional orders motion,
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the tellers for the Ayes inadvertently missed recording
the name of the honourable member for Shepparton,
Mr Kilgour. The Ayes votes should have been 54. The
Clerk will make the necessary correction in the division
lists.

ARTS ACTS (STATUTE LAW REVISION)
BILL
Second reading

Mr KENNETT (Minister for the Arts) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This is a very short bill which makes minor
amendments of a statute law revision nature to the
Libraries Act 1988, the National Gallery of Victoria
Act 1966 and the Victorian Arts Centre Act 1979. The
bill repeals two redundant sections of the Libraries Act
1988, and makes minor grammatical amendments to
the National Gallery of Victoria Act 1966 and the
Victorian Arts Centre Act 1979.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr BATCHELOR
(fbomastown ).
Debate adjourned untO Wednesday, 4 March.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 17 February; motion of
Ms McCALL (Frankston) for adoption of
address-in-reply.

Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray)- It is with
pleasure that I take the opportunity to begin the
opposition's contribution to the address-In-reply debate.
It is certainly appropriate that on such an occasion I pay
tribute to His Excellency the Governor of Victoria, Sir
James Gobbo, for the thoughtful and pro-active role he
plays in our state. For several years I had the privilege
of working with Sir James on the board ofVichealth
and a number of subcommittees. I found his wise
counsel to be invaluable in matters regarding the role of
a prominent community organisation and the
appropriate standards of probity and behaviour. It was
instructive for me as a recently elected backbencher to
make his acquaintance and learn from him. He has a
deeply held concern for the community and had a
distinguished record prior to being elevated to his
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present role. I think that just about sums up the pleasant
comments I can make about yesterday's proceedings.
Yesterday we were confronted with a far less
distinguished and polished presentation than the
Governor's speech. This piece of garbage was included
in the Herald Sun yesterday - Victorian School
Education: The Facts. It was thrown on our front lawns
and ended up on our kitchen tables. This publication is
a desperate attempt by the government to gloss over the
severe funding problems, the enormous resource
constraints and the incredible pressure that through its
neglect of the education system the government is
imposing on our schools and students. No advertising
campaign using either paid advertisements or this type
of document will be able to justify the damage the
Kennett government has done to public education in
this state. Principals, teachers, parents and students I
have spoken to are outraged at the disgraceful waste
and the deceptive nature of this brochure. It has been
poorly received. People involved in school
communities know the full extent of the damage caused
by the savage funding cuts the government has imposed
and they have not been fooled by this colourful
document.
We know what prompted it and what is behind it. We
know the government has done some extensive polling
of the community on education over the past
12 months. It has spent at least $250 000 of taxpayers'
money to have Edelmans poll the community to fmd
out what they think. We know from the feedback we
have received from of the polling we pay for out of the
opposition's own money, not taxpayers' funds, that the
community by and large thinks the government's
efforts in education stink. The people are not at all
impressed. The community's disenchantment and
disaffection is potentially causing vote-changing
behaviour.
The community knows that what the principals are
saying is true. The principals are the education leaders
in this state, and the government has sugar bagged
them. It has tried desperately to buy them off, tried to
wow them and seduce them with the exchange of
information, their salary packaging and at times
compliments, although the government certainly slips
into abusing them in this place at the drop of a hat.
More than half the 860 principals surveyed last yeara more than statistically representative survey --said
that programs at their schools had been cut as a result of
the government's funding reductions. Some 80 per cent
said their schools were not functioning effectively
because of funding cuts, extreme resource constraints
and the fact that their hands are tied behind their backs
by the politicisation of the bureaucracy.
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A majority of the respondents to that survey of
principals said there is more political and bureaucratic
interference by this government than ever before under
the guise of the so-called self-governing schools, the
Schools of the Future, the supposedly autonomous
schools created by the devolution of authority. Despite
all that, they then find the big black hand - the
tentacles coming out from the centre of town - telling
them exactly how their self-government will be
conducted! Principals say to me, 'It's extraordinary. We
are told that we have the flexibility to spend 90 per cent
of our budget but there is a bookcase of guidelines to
tell us exactly how we can and cannot do it'. Even as
recently as this morning there have been examples of
that.
We would like to find out what the community is
telling this minister about his performance in education.
We would like to share the information that is being
collected at taxpayers' expense. It is the community's
money. We would like to see it too. We took the lead
from the government's annual report and said, 'Some
polling has been done at the community's expense. We
would like to see what is in it', so we put in a nicel y
worded little freedom of information request, but what
happened to it? It was totally ignored. The government
has no interest in or commitment to the Freedom of
Information Act. The government breaches it regularly
and has totally ignored that FOI request. We will see
the minister in the Administrative Appeals Tribunal
again. It is no wonder we have five active
Ombudsman's inquiries into the department's breaches
of the FOI Act because it totally ignores the spirit of the
law. The government has no interest in it and no
commitment to upholding the legislative framework
under which it should be operating.
Now, back to Victorian School Education: The Facts.
What an extraordinary document! It was only last week
that the Industry Commission revealed that Victoria
spends the least per student in primary and secondary
education of any state in Australia and is the only state
to have reduced funding in the past five years. A direct
contradiction to the material in Victorian School
Education: The Facts. Most of the so-called facts in this
document do not reflect the reality of what is going on
in Victorian schools - class sizes out of control; severe
teacher shortages; diminishing subject choice; and
schools forced to rely more and more heavily on
parents' subsidies. I would have thought the
government would have taken more notice.
Bill Scales is the head of the Department of Premier
and Cabinet. I am looking forward to seeing his
perfonnance in his new role and how he handles his
new responsibilities. J am sure one of the reasons he
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was considered eligible for his appointment was the
reputation and profile he enjoys. He has signed off
reports prepared by the Industry Commission, an
authority not beholden to any government. The
commission's reports often create controversy and are a
source of debate. The commission is fiercely
independent in the documents it produces.
J would have thought that rather than the books cooked
by the department we would have had some of the data
reported by the Industry Commission. The facts on
education compiled by the commission would be seen
as far more reliable. reputable and respectable than the
book-cooking exercises regularly conducted by the
department. It is fascinating material, including input
measures that demonstrate the lack of commitment to
education of the Victorian government. The
government's message on inputs is, 'We won't spend,
we don't care'. It also contains outcomes. The Third
International Mathematics and Science Study report
puts Victoria as equal worst in Australia, yet according
to the Governor's speech yesterday Victoria will be in
the world's top five by the year 2010. The Western
Bulldogs can go from last on the AFL ladder to almost
top in a season, but we are talking about the big league
here, with the involvement of significant investment
and the very ambitious target of becoming the world's
best.
How can the government credibly claim to have that
ambition when it spends chicken feed and its effort is
miserable by Australian standards, let alone world
standards. How will Victoria get to that target? I am
instinctively sceptical about targets set in periods for
which the government is not accountable. Jfthe
government is serious-An honourable member interjected.

Mr MILDENHALL - You will not be in
government in the year 2010. Why don't you set a
target in a year for which you have some responsibility?
Let us have a target for the year 2000 or for the next
two years. It is typical of the Premier that every time he
gets in a spot of bother he says, 'We are doing this in
the year 2050 for our children's children - don't hold
us accountable.' No-one will be around to hold the
government accountable. This will be just fine print on
a long-forgotten Hansard printed page.
The department's leaflet blatantly distorts retention rate
details for government schools. It states that more than
three quarters of Victorian students stay on to complete
year 12. It is extraordinary that it does not talk about
government schools. The government is responsible for
government schools and one would think that if the rest
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of the data concerned the government system the
retention rate figures would also be about the
government system. However, it refers to Victorian
students. That is how the leaflet can state that the
retention rate is more than three quarters of all students.
The figure for government schools is below 70 per
cent - a 10 per cent drop in the rate since the change
of government. That drop occurred more quickly in
Victoria than in any other state. We got up to
extraordinary retention levels under the previous-An honourable member interjected.

Mr MILDENHALL- Don't come the no-jobs
story with me. Have a look at Richard Teese's work
and you will notice there is an inverse relationship: as
retention rates fell quickly in particular areas of Victoria
as a result of the government's cutbacks, youth
unemployment stayed extraordinarily high in those
areas. Where the government was trying to claim that
students were leaving school to take up new jobs, in
fact those students were not leaving to go to jobs. Those
areas where the retention rates dropped very quickly
were the areas of highest youth unemployment. One
cannot reasonably develop a causal relationship from
that data. There is a deliberate distortion in this
document and it is something about which the
government ought to be quite ashamed.
It is obvious that literacy funding remains woefully
inadequate in Victoria. The Governor's speech
identified a new target, but what sort of move is it to set
a target as ambitious as 100 per cent without the
necessary additional resourcing? What has the
government done concerning literacy in the past
12 months? It saw the results of the early literacy
research programs, which are very impressive. It then
pulled out the coordinator's funding - the $900 000
that was going to the coordinators for the early literacy
research program. What sort of credibility can we put
on this document, which purports to brag about the
government's efforts concerning literacy, when the
government is still actively pulling money out and
raising the high-jump bar? It is just not credible. It sets
targets for a period beyond which the government is
accountable. Unless we can see some tangible progress
let us have literacy targets for the year 2000, not this
pie in the sky target of the year 2005. Let us see some
steps on the way, some resources committed in a
process to try to meet those sorts of targets.

When casting our eyes over this collection of data
opposition members looked in vain for two of the key
statistics that set Victoria aside. Let us look at
Victoria's reputation and profile in national education.
The two figures that interstate visitors want to talk to
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me about are, firstly, that 360 schools have been closed,
more than the rest of Australia - it is an extraordinary
level and the greatest culling and carnage of school
numbers in Australia's history - and secondl y, the
9000 teachers. Those figures are not found in the
display of so-called facts. The carnage goes on. The
Wantirna Heights community will long remember the
honourable member for Bayswater for the constructive
role they asked him to play in the whole thing. He just
stood by while the school closed and the department
and regional heavies did all they could do to strangle
the life out of the Wantirna Heights school. I wonder
where the Minister for Youth and Community Services
was when the Streatham school closed at the end of last
week.
That school struggled and writhed, trying to survive.
After a couple of days the department moved in on it
and it was gone. Only a few years back it had had
100 students. Now at Korong Vale they still write to me
saying, 'Wedderburn is half an hour away. Our school
was fine. We had more than 12 students; why did we
have to close? We had difficulties with some vulnerable
students, but all we needed was the resources to deal
with them'. But what did the department do? It thought,
'Here is a chance to close school no. 362. Out you go!
We will not be responsible for having to maintain this
structure' .
Did the community of Dargo want its school to close?
It is a lovely little town nestling in the East Gippsland
alps, a long way from the nearest educational
opportunities, but as soon as the numbers looked
vulnerable out came the tentacles from Treasury
Place - it used to be the Rialto - to strangle the life
out of the school.
There are other specific claims in this leaflet that oUght
to be well and truly rebutted because they are
extravagant and blatantly misleading. I have spoken
about the overall level of funding and the way those
figures are refuted comprehensively by the Industry
Commission. I have also spoken about the retention
rates, where the government is deliberately misleading
the Victorian community and fails to mention the
regional variations.
Honourable members who represent regional Victoria
would obviously have significant concerns. I note that
not one member from the Ballarat-Central
Highlands-Wimrnera area is present, and that is not
surprising because if the retention rate in my area had
dropped to lower than 6 out of 10 students I would be
starting to worry about the future of the next generation,
too!
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The honourable member for Wirnmera has just walked
in. He has been on the phone to the Minister for
Education saying, 'What are you doing for my young
people - the generation of senior secondary students
in my area? I want more than 6 out of 10 of them to
fmish year 12. I do not want all the resources to go into
the eastern suburbs of the city; I want some out here'.
Some claims are also made in the document regarding
class sizes. Mind you, the words 'class sizes' are not
actually mentioned because we talk about student-staff
ratios. Figures are quoted to suggest that we are doing
all right, and they compare the situation in Victoria with
those in other states. It is claimed that we have about
15 students for every staff member, but when you talk
to parents about what is happening in the schools they
say, 'Where are the class sizes that are anything like
that?'.

Mr Maughan -

Do you dispute the figures?

Mr MILDENHALL - I t is the way they are
constructed. Show me a large primary school in your
area where all the principal class officers could be
reasonably included in that ratio to teach.

Mr Dixon - They have the educational choice.
Mr MILDENHALL - I would not have thought
that was a credible corrunent for a fonner education
leader to make in this house. How could a principal of a
significant-sized school of, say, 600 students,
reasonably be expected to spend any time in a
classroom teaching?
The Industry Commission noted that although this ratio
was within the national range, Victoria recorded the
largest average increase in the ratio. So even if you
regarded the ratio as being a credible indicator, the
Industry Conunission rightly pointed out that Victoria
showed the largest deterioration for both primary and
secondary schools between 1992 and 1996.
Why was that? It was because of the extraordinary
resource cutting and gutting of the education budget.
We look in vain for the section headed 'class sizes' and
note that that issue is one about which the corrununity is
becoming more active. A couple of weeks ago the
opposition visited a school out in the Yarra Valley
where a group called Parents Against Large Class Sizes
has emerged. It has spontaneously combusted - fired
up - because it will not put up with this situation any
more. The group has heard all the government
propaganda about this ratio of 15.3 students per teacher
and wants to know why its classes have 32. 33 and
35 kids in them.
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What is going on? Are they missing out? Why are they
being short<hanged? The minister confessed last year
that there are more than 600 large classes comprising
more than 30 students. What is the number this year?
We would not know. What is an acceptable level? That
figure was more than seven times the number of large
classes that existed in 1992. It is another indicator of the
lack of conunitment and the progressive deterioration in
the education system under the stewardship of the
government.
I would like to fmd out what the class sizes are. I am a
conscientious member of Parliament and so I looked
through the performance indicators in the budget, the
annual report and any statistical bulletins put out to find
information on class sizes. I was looking in vain, so in
the middle of last year I lodged a freedom of
information request to obtain the 1997 data.
The response I received was that this information is
held on a region-by-region and school-by-school basis.
I was told, 'We hold it electronically. It is not available
now in hard form. Should you so desire, for the modest
sum of $400 we can engage someone to extract the
information for you' .
I thought to myself, 'This is a bit rough. It is probably
just sitting there on somebody's Pc. It is probably just a
matter of opening a file and pressing a button called
'print'. However, ifmy $400 was going to make a
contribution to some software in a kids classroom, I
thought I wouldn't mind too much so I paid my deposit
of $200. That was in the first week of September 1997.
Five months later, I am still waiting for this person to
turn on the computer, open the file, and press the print
button.
It is absolute negligence and defies any fonn of
commitment to the freedom of information legislation.
No wonder there are five active inquiries into the
Department of Education before the Ombudsmen. The
FOI section of the department is chronically
understaffed. The department has no commitment to
answering requests and sets about using every possible
fonn of obstruction and delay to prevent what oUght to
be reasonably available public information coming to
light. The minister has instructed the FOI section to
ignore any inquiries that come from the opposition to put them in the bin and ignore them. One would have
thought that a minister of the Crown would at least
recognise the importance of freedom of information
legislation.

There was a lot of discussion in the Caldwell report
about class sizes and literacy standards. The minister's
expert conunittee comprising his two gurus, Professors
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Caldwell and Hill from Melbourne University, and
Mr Odden from Wisconsin and his internal people.
These people enjoy good reputations and have, after
extensive research, produced some considered,
well-researched advice to the minister on the future
structure of school global budgets and schools. The
opposition agrees with much of that content because it
is well thought out. Given that a draft report was sent
out for consultation in November 1996 one would have
though it would have been released by now. All the
previous reports were widely published and distributed.
Some previous reports - even interim reports - had
on their inside covers a request for their distribution.
There was a message that, 'We want everyone to read
it. You do not have to pay us, you can photocopy at
your will. Please spread this information around the
system.' The Caldwell committee prepared its fmal
report and submitted it to the minister in
December 1996. The report deals with the critical
issues of literacy, class sizes and stages of schoolinghow we organise the education system on the basis of
years prep to 4,5 to 8 and 9 to 12.
There ought to be a community debate on the report.
Why will the minister not release the report? What does
he have to hide? The minister is hiding the report's
recommendation that we need to move in the opposite
direction to the government's strategy. Class sizes need
to be smaller. More needs to be spent on literacy. We
should not de fund the coordinator's positions. Although
it would be a major public embarrassment for him the
minister should release the report because it contains
vital data and interesting recommendations and the
community ought to be able to debate it.
We have heard some extraordinary claims about the
government's wonderful performance in providing
funding for computers in schools. There was even a
learning technologies announcement this morning. The
government is responding to community concerns. It
wants to be seen to be doing something about
technology in schools. The government says
$33 million was spent on computers and that there are
thousands of new computers in schools. Although
$33 million and 16000 computers are reasonably
impressive figures, the money was provided by parents.
Like the Emperor, the minister has no clothes when he
makes claims about this wonderful spending effort. The
government's contribution to that $33 million was less
than 25 per cent. Parents have paid for the technology.
Under this miserly and biased $1-in-$3 funding
program computers were funded by parents, who held
working bees, chook raffles and chocolate drives. That
is how they paid for the computers.
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The government claims the ratio is 1 computer for
every 7.5 students. The department's survey oflate
1996 showed that some schools had a ratio of
1 computer to every 40 or 50 students and one school
had 1 computer for every 100 students. Let us look at
the distribution of access to computers. Access to
technology should not depend on the fund-raising
capacity of schools. There ought to be in place a
strategy to provide technology to students in areas
where it is most needed. The government's effort,
which it tries to crow about in this document --the
$20 million over four years for hardware - pales into
insignificance when compared with the commitment of
the New South Wales Labor government of
$160 million over three years, which it is spending at a
rate of about 10 per cent. That is the major state with
which Victoria compares itself.
The funding scheme itself is more than odd. The little
primary school about which I spoke that has a ratio of
about 1 computer to every 100 students finally
managed to raise money and applied to the government
for its $1 for every $3 that it raised, but it could only
apply for about $1000 to buy one computer. That is all
the money it could raise - and it got its $1000.
An Honourable Member -

What was this school?

Mr MILDENHALL - I am not going to tell you
which school. The school knows that the regional office
will say, 'You were mentioned in Parliament. Who
gave the information? You breached Peter AlIen's
memo. Don't you ever do that again. You will be dealt
with harshly'. The school got its one computer-worth of
money from the government. It wants to apply again
but has been told that under the guidelines it may not be
eligible as it has already received funding. That is harsh
treatment. The only other computers the school has
managed to get are second-hand computers from a
secondary school. I do not know whether other
honourable members have visited the same secondary
schools I have visited, but I have not seen many
computers thrown out by secondary schools that could
be regarded as being in reasonable shape or of a
reasonably contemporary level of technology

My fear for schools that do not have an enhanced
funding capacity is that they will not have the ability to
access technology. I must also take issue with the
timing of the funding program. Applications close on
18 December and the schools do not know until well
into the school year whether they have been successful.
Any reasonable school with a forward plan would want
to gear up and to see the computer purchases in place at
the start of a school year. Why do we have these

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH

Wednesday, 18 February 1998

ASSEMBLY

inconvenient and illogical application time lines in
schools for equipment that is as critical as computers?
Today I have more guff - more glossies, more
publications launched this morning, hot off the press.
You can see it first in the chamber this afternoon:
Learning Technologies in Victorian Schools. 1998 to
2001. This is a time frame for which the government
has at least some accountability. The government can
be in office during most of the year 2000 ifit chooses,
so this document ought to set out the resources and the
strategy plan. What does it provide? More vague
generalities. The only tangible information in this
document is a new set of imposts on the so-called
self-governing schools. 'Hey, self-governing schools!',
says the minister in this new document, 'By the end of
term 1 you will do an audit; by the end ofterm 2 you
will do a staff capability audit survey and report back to
me and by the end of term 3 you will have a learning
technologies plan. By the end of this year you will have
an implementation strategy' .
What if that is totally inconsistent with the school
charter that has been signed offby the minister stating
that this is not a priority, that the school is already well
resourced, that this is not an issue? It does not matter:
'You are not self-governing any more; you will do as
we tell you. You will do this'.
If you ask.. 'Any more resources?', as the Two Ronnies
would say, 'Not one more Matabele gumbo bean!
There is no extra money for technology. no extra
money for computers. Go out and do another chocolate
drive, rame a chook if you want a computer in a school
in this state'. However, we have another glossy
publication. How much did this cost? I bet a few
thousand of these were printed offand given to school
councils to hit principals over the head with. No doubt
it would have funded another 10 or 20 computers in
schools in the electorate I represent where they have to
stand in a queue and wait for donations from industries
that no longer need their old computers. The public
deserves better than what is contained in the type of
glossy brochure that flows from the Department of
Education's publication section.
We are told in the leaflet that the teaching of languages
is a priority, that this is a big-ticket item and one of the
achievements in which the government takes some
pride. However, a visit to a sample of schools would
tell you that there is still a severe shortage of qualified
teachers of languages other than English and that many
schools are forced to use unqualified teachers, student
teachers, parent helpers and, as the Monash academic
told me one day. 'the wok on the roof - satellite
programs - to teach LaTE. Recently I went to one of
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the schools in the electorate I represent and asked the
people there how their LaTE program was going. They
said. 'Hey, we've lucked it! We've got an Indonesian
student in our community who has rolled into the
school and we leapt on him. He has been roped in as
our LaTE teacher'. It is a pity he is neither a teacher
nor a student teacher and that he has no educational
quali fications.
There is also the claim that the government is tackling
youth problems through its cadet programs and that this
is a real contribution to dealing with the issues facing
vulnerable and at-risk students. The crunch issue for the
vulnerable students at risk in secondary schools,
however, is the federal Liberal-National party
government and the common youth allowance - the
draconian, unfeeling, harsh and pernicious action of the
federal government in throwing 16 to 18-year-olds ofT
the dole. The only way those young people will be able
to achieve some form of income support to prevent
them from starving will be to go back to school.
The minister has been relatively quiet about this. In
view of all the problems and expense that forcing 6000
students to return to school against their will involve,
no wonder the minister has been relatively quiet. There
will be many students who do not want to be there
because they have failed, because of an unsuccessful
school experience or behavioural difficulties; they may
not have fitted in; they may have no aptitude. However,
they are out on their own and are looking for some form
of income support. If the minister was really in the
business of looking after young people in this state and
being concerned about the school system he would be a
little more vocal. But what is he doing? Through a leak..
members on this side of the house managed to get a
copy of the paper that the Victorian minister presented
to the Ministerial Council of Education, Employment.
Training and Youth Assistance. Of course the
opposition was refused the paper under freedom of
information so it had to go to a leak to penetrate the
bureaucracy to find out what was being done on the
public's behalf about this major public issue. We found
that the number of students in Victoria estimated to be
invol ved was 6000 and it would cost something like
$40 million or roughly $7000 per student to look after
them.
The federal coalition government that has imposed this
harsh treatment of young Australians in this dreadful
and neglectful way has responded to the issue, I
imagine, with some quiet words - not very public over a drink with Liberal counterparts who said, 'We'll
respond to your needs. We will delay the
implementation another six months so it begins at the
start of next year instead of June this year'. It is very
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gratifying to hear that: 'There is not a review of policy,
and we'll also provide some money to assist the state
systems - $40 million over three years'. Victoria's
load as a result of this federal Liberal policy will
amount to some $40 million over three years. I estimate
that Senator Ellison, the federal schools minister, will
fund the states at about 8 per cent of what will be
required; so who is going to pay the rest? Will the
minister pay it? Will the Victorian government pay it
with its record surplus of which it is so proud? Will it
say, 'Here we are, you are saved. Now the social
dividend comes; we'll look after our vulnerable, our
sick. We will be responsive'. Will this government look
after them?
The Minister for Education wrote to the Premier and
said, 'Will you give me the extra money I need for
thousands of students who will be ditched and thrown
into the gutter by the federal government?' The Premier
replied, 'No, the extra enrolments as a result of this
policy will be internally funded'. So between the
squabbling of the federal and state Liberal governments
young people will be thrown into the gutter and left to
struggle. There is a huge gap between the otTer of the
federal government and the neglect of the state
government.
Another extraordinary claim is the distortion of the
facts regarding funding for students with disabilities
and impairments. I was staggered that this government
would even mention its etTorts in this area, especially
after the disgraceful way it has treated disabled young
people during the past few years with the expUlsion of
1200 students as a result of the adoption of the Futures
for Young Adults program, which Mr Justice Beach of
the Victorian Supreme Court said directly discriminated
against people. He said that although it was not his task
to judge government policy, this policy is harsh and
unsympathetic. Considering the traditional
understatement of Supreme Court judges, that is a
stringent commentary. Disabled people were thrown
out of school to save $1 7 million. The answer to the
question, 'What are your rights worth in this state?
How much will the government be prepared to spend to
protect your rights? How much value does the
government put on your rights?' will work out to be a
lot less than $17 million. This extraordinary policy was
given the rounds of the kitchen in the Supreme Court
and the parents involved in the case are justifiably
feeling confident that the Court of Appeal will deal
with the government in the appropriate way.
Dealing with students with disabilities is not just a
resource issue. I have complained long and hard about
the inflexibility of the program for funding integration
aides. As a result of some spectacular cases many
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parents, with the assistance of the opposition, last year
drew attention to this issue. I note the Minister for
Education has conducted a review and alleges that he
has made the guidelines more flexible. It will be
interesting to see what comments were collected and
what the review concluded, but I am sure we will not be
given that information. I asked the Department of
Education for the guidelines, application forms and
history of integration aide funding. The department said
it had no documents relating to integration aides, yet
millions of dollars is spent and hundreds of integration
aides are working in schools throughout the state! No
wonder we have the Ombudsman's office inquiring
about documentation concerning integration aides. The
department shows by its actions its clear contempt for
the principles of freedom of information and the
disclosure of government activities.
I note there is no mention of the Futures for Young
Adults program in the supporting students section of
the document, and I am not surprised about that, but
given the disgraceful record of the government I am
surprised that it would talk about students with
impairments and disabilities in a publication that
purports to provide infonnation on the success or
progress of government measures. The Futures for
Young Adults program was not only implemented
harshly, it was implemented in a way that discriminated
against 1200 students. It was done with so much speed
and so clumsily that it left many key advocacy groups
representing people with disabilities totally
disenchanted.
Notes from a consumer advocacy reference group
workshop conducted by the project officer from the
Department of Human Services show that the
workshop was attended by representatives from 12 of
the key advocacy groups. Reading the notes would lead
anyone to the conclusion that this must be the most
mismanaged, insensitive and hopeless government
program that has ever been introduced. The notes
include some classic comments about the bureaucracy.
The first of the notes deals with the program's inception
and central management. There were concerns about
the role of central management and control of the
program. No-one knew who owned this major
government program. Parents were told by the
Department of Human Services that it is a Department
of Education program. When the parents rang the
Department of Education they were told that it is a
Department of Human Services program. Not
surprisingly, parents now believe this is a deliberate
strategy to keep them in the dark and to get them to
agree to anything that will be provided under the
program. The workshop notes contain many
observations along those lines. Suffice it to say the
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advocacy groups have given this program the rounds of
the kitchen in the same way as Mr Justice Beach did.
I suppose the most telling comment that can be made is
the refusal of the responsible department to conduct a
consumer satisfaction survey. Such a survey would ask
the recipients of this wonderful government program
what they think of it. Why would the government
refuse to do that? Surely it is not lack of resources. By
throwing 1200 students with disabilities out of schools
the government saved $17 million. Surely it could
allocate a few thousand dollars of those savings to find
out what people think of the program.
How will the service ever be improved unless we know
what the customers think? Although the government
professes to support private sector principles and its
so~alled management style, by which it claims it can
stay close to the consumer, it does not want to ask
consumers about the program. The government knows
that the response will be that it has imposed this
program on people without giving them a choice. The
government has given consumers second~lass quality
and they are not happy. The government has refused the
request by representative groups to conduct a consumer
survey.
Not only does the government spend time and effort to
silence the consumers, it also spends time and effort to
silence representative groups. It was fascinating to see
the case last year where a number of specialist schools
went to the Supreme Court to fight against the
discrimination being carried on under the Futures for
Young Adults program. The brave group of parents
started their innocent complaint with the Equal
Opportunity Commission, but after the Northland
Secondary College case, the Equal Opportunity Act
was changed and any equal opportunity case of the
Northland type had to go straight to the Supreme Court.
That is cheap justice! As soon as parents raise a
complaint, indicating that they consider their sons and
daughters are being discriminated against, they have to
go straight to the Supreme Court where they must risk
hundreds of thousands of dollars, their houses and their
life savings just to get some semblance of a hearing. If
they say they believe they are being discriminated
against, they have to tell it to the judge and risk
everything in the Supreme Court.
Some special schools councillors decided to talk to
fellow school councillors to determine whether people
would help them to get a hearing, some level of redress
or a torum for complaint. Mr Vin Virtue, the general
manager of the Office of Schools informed government
school councils that they could not provide any
assistance as they are severely constrained in the
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purposes to which they can direct school council
funding. He directed that they must not assist those
parents or students. They were warned that they risked
breaching two particular sections of the Education Act.
Was an attempt ever made to provide a low~ost forum
in which the case of alleged discrimination could be
heard, the issue could be debated, and people from the
department would talk to the parents? No, we had the
now traditional government response to dealing with
such an issue - that is, the cupboard was opened and
the baseball bat was taken out of it.
The history of the Futures for Young Adults program
demonstrates not only a stinginess about resources on
the part of the Minister for Education and members of
his department but also a bankruptcy of values in
respect of students with disabilities. The crunch came at
the Montague school on the first day back at school. An
18-year-old student, Fenton Baade, was enrolled at
Montague, where he had started to do his VCE and was
having a red-hot go. His twin sister, with a less
significant level of disability, was able to enrol in a
mainstream school. Down at the special school, the
government's legislation meant that Fenton Baade was
not able to re-enrol because of his disability.
On the first day of the school year Fenton went to the
school with his parents to try to re-enrol. Fortunately
for young Fenton, there was some scrutiny over the
actions of that school. It was not just a case of someone
saying to them: 'Here's the regulations; sorry, you're
out, China; go somewhere else; go to TAFE; go to a
community setting'. TV cameras and newspaper
reporters were there to record how this young person
was to be discriminated against. They were there to put
the full glare of the public gaze on what was about to
happen. Through the back door came the general
manager of schools operations and some other
department heavies. They said, 'What are we going to
do? The TV cameras are out there; are we going to
crunch this young person? Are we going to refuse to
re-enrol him? Are we going to tell him to his face that
he's being discriminated against and he's not to be
re-enrolled?, .
No, commonsense prevailed. The needs of the young
person were recognised and he was re-enrolled. They
said, 'We are making an exception. We are breaching
our legislation and its regulations but we will do it; we
will let him in. He's allowed to re-enrol for this year'.
Later the parents got a letter stating that their son had
been re-enrolled on the condition that his re-enrolment
remains confidential- that is, no-one else is supposed
to find out about it! They should have made that clear
before they let him re-enrol and not try to impose the
condition later. I would try to hide it, too, if I were a
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member of that department, because it shows what a
ridiculous, discriminatory, stupid policy the Futures for
Young Adults program is. Let's have more challenges
to this policy. Let's have more Fenton Baades breach
the government's defences. Let's have members of the
department look young people in the eyes and say 'We
are going to discriminate against you'. They find it very
hard to do that, especially if there is any public scrutiny.
The government is not committed to providing a future
for our young people. That is demonstrated by the
bankruptcy of its moral values and its willingness to
discriminate against young people. It is demonstrated
also by its lack of commitment to providing appropriate
resourcing and by its miserable and comparatively poor
funding effort in education. When the history of this
government is written, it will show that the government
neglected its responsibilities in those vital service
delivery areas of education and health. Education has
been funded at the lowest per capita and per student
funding in Australia, at a level where the practitioners
complain long and loud, as the school principals do,
that they are not able to provide proper programs and
they are not able to act effectively. The history of this
government and this department will show neglect and
lack of effort and commitment in service delivery areas.
The first thing the government should do to repair the
damage is stop spending more money on publishing
documents. The money spent on producing the glossy
documents I have with me could have funded the
provision of computers or literacy coordinators in
schools. The government has cut $900 000 from
literacy funding while it produces rubbish such as the
publications I have with me!
Education in this state is malnourished. It is being
starved of its capacity to take the steps it should
because funds are being wasted on a weird set of
priorities, which can be seen by the superfluous,
dishonest and misleading publications I have in my
hand. I have spoken to many in the community who say
the pamphlets misquote data and contain outrageous
lies that are repeated in every square centimetre of the
publications.
The education system is in need of rehabilitation and
repair. It is an issue that the opposition will be
highlighting throughout the year and will campaign
heavily on up to the next election. We know what the
government's polling is telling it about what the
community thinks of its efforts in education - in short,
appalling. Our polling is telling us the same thing. The
government's last chance is the 1998-99 budget year.
The budget should contain funds for literacy programs
and provide resources to cater for reduced class sizes
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and the introduction of new technology. The
government is on notice: it has one last chance in
education. To the best of their ability opposition
members will scrutinise the government's every action,
including every instance of the neglect and intimidation
of schools, which goes on day after day. We will be on
the government's hammer. We are already preparing
our election campaign. in which educational issues will
play a prominent part.
Education is a goldmine for the opposition. The
government is damaging the young people of the state.
which will make winning the next election so much
easier. The government has one last chance to put
money back into schools and look after our young
people, including the kids with disabilities. Its
performance has been disgraceful. At the next election
the people will hold the government accountable in a
way that will make the Mitcham by-election pale into
insignificance.
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - I am pleased to join the
address-in-reply debate. However, this is the fourth
time I have had to follow the honourable member for
Footscrayand his long-winded discussion of a number
of subjects.

The Governor's speech is a blueprint for the
21st century. It highlights the need for forward planning
and shows how Victoria will expand in the future. Little
reference was made to the past. After listening to the
honourable member's diatribe, I hope the people of
Victoria never forget what Victoria was like in 1992,
when the Kennett government was elected. Victoria
had a debt of $30.6 billion, which represented 30 per
cent of gross state product. It is now $11.3 billion, or
8.65 per cent ofGSP.
Over the past five years the government has faced an
enormous task, including the need to save money,
which it has done responsibly. It has taken decisions
that have not been popular with many Victorians nor
approved of by the honourable member for Footscray,
but it has achieved results. The honourable member for
Footscray has criticised the government in newspaper
articles, but the figures he has used are rubbery and
usually out of date. What he says bears no resemblance
to the truth.
Education funding has increased since 1992 by some
14.5 per cent, or $351 million. Victoria's
teacher-to-students ratio is one of the best in Australia
with 15.2 students for each teacher compared with the
national average of 15.3. The honourable member for
Footscray says the state's teacher-to-student ratio is the
worst in the world. When the Labor Party was in
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government Victoria's credit rating was reduced
dramatically and the state was in strife. When the
former government should have been saving money, it
spent it. In 1992 the number of teachers employed in
Victorian government schools increased by 2.8 per
cent, nearly three times the national average. Despite
that, the honourable member for Footscray is trying to
teach us how to suck eggs!
The ALP has an appalling reputation in education.
Honourable members who visit schools soon see that
during its 10 years in office Labor spent nothing on
school buildings. In my electorate the Mountain Gate
Primary School was in such a state that the brick wall
was falling off a building. The Wattleview Primary
School had to be given a $412 000 injection of funds
because of the lack of maintenance during Labor's term
in oflice.

Mr Kilgour interjected.
Mr LUPTON - As the honourable member for
Shepparton says, they were 14 years behind. Two
schools in my electorate merged because their
enrolments were insufficient to make them viable.
About $150 000 had to be spent to make the Yawarra
school viable. The Ferntree Gully College had to be
given $250000 as well as a further $1.5 million to
bring it up to scratch. In 1993 the Fairhills Primary
School received $224 000; in 1994, it received
$100 000 to upgrade its library; and in 1995, it received
a further $22376. In 1994 the Kent Park Primary
School recei ved $150 ()()() and the Rowville Secondary
College received a total of about $9 million.
The shadow spokesperson for education has criticised
the government for reducing staff and closing schools.
The former Labor honourable member for Carrurn,
Mr Sandon, was at least prepared to admit, in response
to a question asked of him on Channel 10:
I think we were too consultative so if! was Minister for
Education I would have maintained our consultative process
but would have given them set deadlines and time lines in
which to meet them.

He was talking about the closure of schools. The Labor
government closed dozens of schools in its IO-year
reign. Mr Cain, the man who led the ALP to power in
1982, said:
However, we did not handle some of the changes as well as
we might. We did not get anything back from teachers. We
should have traded our generosity to them. We should have
obtained from them improved work practices and not agreed
to smaller and smaller class sizes and fewer teaching contract
hours.

What other industry in the world gives its staff seven
years maternity leave? People walk back after seven
years without losing any seniority and replace the poor
teachers who took their place. This mob tells them after
seven years, 'You come back and we'll give you ajob.
Sitting suspended 6.31 p.m. unillS.05 p.m.

Mr LUPTON - Prior to the dinner adjournment I
was commenting that the education system under the
Cain-Kirner government was the only organisation in
the world that allowed teachers to go on maternity leave
for seven years. I fmd that to be distressing and
unprofessional as I do not believe a person should be
able to maintain his or her status in any organisation
after seven years. When a teacher returned from
maternity leave the person employed to fill that
vacancy was required to either leave or take a
temporary position.

The honourable member for Footscray continued to
slag the government on its education program. It is only
fair and equitable to look at some facts and figures
produced at the time the Kennett government came to
office. The former shadow Minister for Education, the
former honourable member for Carrum, Mr Mal
Sandon-An Honourable Member -

What happened to

him?

Mr LUPTON - He got rolled. With due respect to
the former member, he was prepared to admit when
mistakes had been made. As I said earlier, he stated
that, had he been the Minister for Education at the
relevant time, he would have continued with school
closures undertaken by the Kennett government. Earlier
in the debate I mentioned that during a television
interview Mr Sandon indicated that dozens of schools
had been closed. During the dinner adjournment I
spoke with a very senior representative who indicated
that approximately 210 schools were closed by the
previous Labor government. However, the number of
teachers employed in Victorian government schools
increased by 2.5 per cent, nearly three times more than
in other states. That huge increase in the number of
teachers employed is difficult to justify, and it is of
particular concern when the honourable member for
Footscray has canned the government for the past
1% hours on its attempts to promote and improve the
educational standards of students. The former shadow
minister had a sound basic knowledge of the education
system. Unfortunately, the honourable member for
Footscray cannot claim that attribute. He stated that
under the previous Labor government 80 per cent of
education department expenditure related to salaries.
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What are we on about? Are we out there to pay teachers
or educate our kids?
The Governor's speech yesterday clearly stated that the
coalition government elected in 1992 was working
towards a blueprint to enable Victorians to move into
the 21st century. The honourable member for Footscray
failed to come up with one new policy or initiative. He
criticised everything, forgot facts and figures and
handled the truth carelessly. I do not know how tall he
is - maybe about 5 foot 5 or 5 foot 6, which is about
how high they can stack rubbish. What he was saying
was nothing but tripe.
A couple of weeks ago the Minister for Education
outlined his vision for Victoria into the 21st century,
with radical changes in the education system such as
teachers being employed part time, schools being open
for longer hours and the Internet and multimedia being
used to a greater extent. At an international conference
last week Victoria was mentioned for its
forward-thinking approach to education. The shadow
Minister for Education continues to berate and can the
government on its initiatives. In the previous decade it
was unimaginable that the multimedia, computers and
the Internet would have advanced to the extent they
have. When making his comments the minister was
indicating his belief that this government and the
country should be looking towards harnessing the
multimedia skills that are available so that our children
can be educated to lead the world.
The Minister for Education has adopted an approach to
education which is regarded as forward looking and for
which, with one exception, all Victorians have
congratulated him. Many have said, 'We cannot tell
whether he will succeed but at least he is looking to the
future, to a challenge for the government. the education
system and Victoria'.
However, the opposition education spokesman, the
honourable member for Footscray, has canned the
education system. The Herald Sun editorial of
24 January states:
Mr Gude envisages a system in which schools would be used
year-round by students and the community. rather than lying
idle during tenn breaks.
That deserves a tick.

Then comes the real sting in the tail:
Only opposition education spokesman Bruce Mildenhall
poured cold water on it. He described the vision as fanciful.
But what Mr Mildenhall must understand is that things are
moving very fast on the information highway.
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What may seem fanciful today. is often found to be the reality
of tomorrow.
Education must not be allowed to fall behind.

The honourable member for Footscray said the Minister
for Education has seen fit to look into the future to try
to determine what will be best for the people and
students of Victoria. Through Skillsnet the Treasurer
will introduce the Internet to every Victorian man,
woman and child. No matter their financial or other
situations, every Victorian will have the opportunity to
use the Internet at various facilities throughout the state.
The government has allocated $100 000 grants to local
government, TAPE colleges and libraries so Skillsnet
facilities can be improved. In that way the government,
under the leadership of the Premier, the Treasurer and
the Minister for Education, is attempting to improve
multimedia in this state.
As we approach the 21 st century, and upon reflection,
many people will find it difficult to believe what has
happened in multimedia in the past five years. In the
mid-1960s I worked as a computer programmer and
analyst with the SEC. Its computer - then considered
to be state of the art - was valued at $1.5 million and
needed to be housed in a large, airconditioned room.
Yet the computer now sitting on a desk in my office
and for which I paid about $2500 is as powerful as the
one I used at the SEC.
Developments in multimedia are moving at such a fast
rate that Victorians must be prepared to meet future
challenges presented by the Internet and multimedia
improvements. The government is on the right track in
attempting to ensure Victorians understand the future
multimedia complexities and challenges. I hope the
federal government goes down the same path because
the challenges presented are exciting. Anyone not
computer literate and up to speed with the Internet in
another decade will be at a severe disadvantage.
I do not want to spend my whole contribution
criticising the honourable member for Footscray. The
blueprint outlined yesterday by the Governor detailed
plans for the next decade. He did not talk about the past,
except to comment on the shocking $30.7 billion debt
inherited by Victorians when the coalition government
took office in 1992. Nobody in his or her right mind
would allow a state to reach that level of debt, yet the
honourable member for Footscray says, 'We want more
resources, don't worry about the money, we will keep
the schools open'. The Herald Sun editorial from which
I quoted illustrates that the honourable member does
not know what is happening in this, let alone the next,
century.
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I shall now talk about the achievements and goals of the
Kennett government. Yesterday in his speech the
Governor referred to our prisons. The Labor Party says
the new Victorian prisons are terrible - but at least this
government has closed the old ones.

Mr McNamara interjected.
Mr LUPTON - I have visited only a couple and I
do not intend to revisit them. The Victorian prison
system has been turned around. The privatisation of the
system has made it more efficient.
Mr McNamara - And a new minister.
Mr LUPTON - Both ministers have made a
significant contribution. Last year I attended the
opening of the new women's prison. Its prisoners have
training facilities, the like of which many would never
have experienced; the facilities must improve the
opportunities for those prisoners. As the opening
ceremony was being conducted the shadow Minister for
Women's Affairs was around the corner talking to the
press. She said she was concerned that the female
prisoners would be exploited and made to work for
minimum wages. However, many of the prisoners fully
realise that their incarceration is the result of offences
committed against the community. They also realise
that while in prison they will have training or
rehabilitation opportunities which many would never
have otherwise had.

The presence of drugs in prisons has increased. It is an
alarming trend. Many visitors take drugs into the
prisons in, for example, babies' nappies or hidden
internally. Naturally civil libertarians would object if
babies or child visitors to our prisons were searched for
drugs. That issue should be closely examined.
Victoria is the safest Australian state with a crime rate
of 19 per cent below the national average. The
honourable members for BenalIa and Wimmera in their
ministerial roles, together with the Chief Commissioner
of Police, deserve a great deal of credit. They have
ensured that the Victoria Police Force has continually
upgraded police stations and equipment.
I shall now deal with Boronia. Under the Labor
government the City of Knox, where I reside, had three
police stations - Ferntree Gully, Boronia and
Bayswater. For some unknown reason the Labor
government decided it would close all three stations.
The Boronia police station was the busiest station in the
state but the Labor government still closed it. It
combined the three stations at Knox at a cost of
approximately $670 000 a year on a 10-year building
lease. The people at Boronia mounted a strong
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campaign for the retention of the police station. I pay
tribute to the former Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, the Honourable Pat McNamara, who even
after the station had been closed was prepared to listen
to the pleas of the people of Boronia and The Basin that
they required a police station in Boronia. A new
24-hour police station has reopened in Boronia and
Boronia has again become the busiest police station in
that Foxtrot district. It has justified what the people of
the area saw as being essential to their wellbeing and
the maintenance of their standard of living. I truly
believe that standard of living is affected by the degree
of safety people feel in their own communities. The
reopening of the Boronia police station demonstrated
the government's commitment to law and order in the
area.
I turn to deal with Ballarat East, where the local
member has strongly advocated the need for a police
station. A $30 million police station will be constructed
there. It is the government's policy to ensure that the
police have good facilities that will help them maintain
morale and do the job which the people of Victoria
expect of them. The honourable member for Carrum
has used his initiative to have a new police station
established in the area. That again demonstrates the
government's commitment to ensuring that law and
order is maintained and that Victoria ensures a high
level of safety for its residents and a low level of
criminal activity.
Victoria's safe driving record has continued to improve.
This year we had the lowest number of deaths on the
road since motor cars became popular. Twenty-odd
years ago the Herald Sun set a target of fewer than
1034 deaths a year. The road toll is now down to
something like 370. In that respect the former Labor
government continued the policies established under
the former Liberal government and Victoria has very
tough driving laws. Drink driving is frowned upon.
There are no excuses. No matter who you are, if you
break the law you suffer the pain. This is not the
situation in New South Wales, where high-fliers or
society people can get off.
The tough Victorian situation has been achieved by the
Victoria Police Force and the government's
maintenance of a high degree of law enforcement
capability. The government has ensured that people
using Victorian roads can be assured with a high degree
of certainty that motorists approaching from the
opposite direction will be sober. Drivers who are not
sober stand a good chance of being caught. Victoria's
road laws are exceptional. They have been altered to
satisfY needs and ensure that the state has a declining
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road toll. A great deal of credit must go to the Victoria
Police Force under the command ofNeil Comrie.

is a big initiative and a feather in the government's cap.
It is time people were made aware of the situation.

During the past year the Kennett government indicated
there would be cuts in water rates to the extent of
approximately 18 per cent per household. This is cold,
hard cash going to the average citizen. Some people
will complain that they now have to suffer a user-pays
system, but that system is fair and reasonable. In my
tenn as a councillor with the City ofKnox in the early
1980s we introduced a user-pays system. Initially it was
considered to be unfair because many people were
being subsidised. However, when you look at the big
picture you realise that if you use the goods you have to
pay for them. The changes in the way water rates are
detennined will mean great reductions for average
householders and small businesses. The changes also
involve approximately $450 million in capital works,
which will create 500 new jobs throughout Victoria. In
this way the government has attempted to provide for
the future. By creating new jobs it is ensuring that
unemployment continues to decline, while at the same
time it is addressing the future. The government is not
waiting for things to happen, which is what the
previous government did.

The Governor spoke about the future. The Premier is
always talking about the future. He does not go back
and talk about the past.

As was announced yesterday, for the next three years

during the winter period power bills will be reduced by
a flat $60 per household and small business. The
reductions will not be made on a proportional basis.
Pensioners receiving state government concessions will
receive further reductions. At a cost of approximately
$300 million the government will ensure that the people
of Victoria have reduced power bills. If we get a cold
winter and people have to turn on their heaters they will
get a $60 reduction. It is a wonderful incentive. An
examination of what is happening with water charges
and power bills reveals that the government is putting
money in people's pockets. The government must sell
the initiatives so that people appreciate them.
In his speech the Governor indicated that Victoria
would provide a safe and healthy lifestyle. He indicated
the Epping hospital had been opened at a cost of some
$70 million, a $36 million health facility is being build
at Broadmeadows and the Latrobe Valley hospital will
open in the near future. The Knox hospital, which will
open in another couple of years, will provide a great
service to people in the eastern suburbs. Why should
people living out in the east have to go to the CBD to
receive medical treatment such as heart transplants and
so on? The Minister for Health has indicated that the
Knox hospital will have the latest in facilities to ensure
that residents in the eastern suburbs can obtain the best
medical service without having to travel to the CBD. It

Mr Baker inteTjected.
Mr LUPTON - The honourable member for
Sunshine sniggers as he leaves the chamber, but that is
what happens: the Premier talks about the future. The
past is past and I wish the honourable member for
Footscray, who canned the government for its
initiatives, would remember that. The Premier has
indicated that Victoria has a problem with illicit drugs.
The government has said it will try to address the
problem through the Turning the Tide program. I am
fortunate enough to be on the Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee, which has looked at a number
of issues. There is no easy solution, but given the
problems with drugs throughout the world, I am certain
others may come up with the answer.
I believe drug problems are the greatest contributors to
domestic problems in the state and in the nation including those who do not care about our citizens and
who just want to peddle their drugs and make their
money.
An honourable member inteIjected.

Mr LUPTON - That is correct: they are the scum
of the earth. I would like to see penalties increased to
ensure the confiscation laws are applied to the fullest,
because I do not believe that scum - that is the only
way to describe them - should be allowed to keep
anything. When they are found guilty and convicted
they should have all their assets ripped from them,
because they are ripping out the hearts from and
destroying the lives of our young people.
I have already mentioned the multimedia and Skillsnet.
I believe that is the way the state and the nation need to
lean. We must be able to address the challenges of the
future. I now turn to some other issues concerning my
electorate, which the government has addressed. The
Boronia police station was built at a cost of $2.5 million
because the police presence in the area needed to be
increased. At the time the area had a population of
some 135 000 with one police headquarters situated
roughly at its geographical centre. Figures presented by
police at a public meeting purported to show that no
matter what happened they would be able to get a
police car under lights and sirens from police
headquarters to the Boronia railway crossing - that is
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another story I will enthral you with shortly - in
6 minutes.

under way. A chief executive officer has been
appointed and the service is operating successfully.

When those figures were challenged they were found to
be rather rubbery: police could not get there in that
time. The police headquarters at Knox was moved four
sets of traffic lights to the west, so that time line was
extended. The government saw the wisdom of the
proposal, and the then minister approved funding to
provide technical services for the area. I give credit to
the Deputy Premier, the then minister for Police and
Emergency Services, who was prepared to listen although he hated seeing me walk down the corridor to
pursue the matter with him.

More money has been spent on roads in my electorate
in the first four years of the Kennett coalition
government than was spent in the whole 10 years under
the Cain-Kimer governments. One of the big pluses has
been the locating underground of the Boronia railway
line. The railway crossing has been the bane of local
people for many years. Many members will not know
that Boronia Road is the main access road from the
southern suburbs for people travelling to the ski fields
and - for those who can afford it - to Lake Eildon to
float around in their boats and so on.

I refer to the other emergency services in my electorate.
The Country Fire Authority brigade at Rowville had a
station tucked away in a side street. It must be
remembered that the Boronia fire station was the base
for fire calls from the whole Knox region. When a fire
call came in, the first people to respond were at
Boronia. Rowville is about 8 kilometres from Boronia,
but the fire truck from Boronia was able to get to a fire
in the Rowville area more quickly than the Rowville
brigade because of the difficulty the CF A volunteers
had in getting into and out of that side street. After the
matter was explained to the fonner Minister for Police
and Emergency Services a new fire station was
constructed on the corner of Taylors Lane and
Wellington Road to shorten the turn~ut time for
members of the Rowville brigade.

The Boronia railway crossing is a danger. Countless
people have been killed and the traffic problems have
caused long delays. The crossing has divided and
almost wrecked the town, and a thriving community
has been hamstrung. I moved to the area in 1949. By
the 1950s, 16 people had been killed and 19 people
injured at the railway crossing since 1926. In 1951, a
bus carrying 26 members and supporters of the Lilydale
seconds football team was hit on that crossing. The
same month the then railway commissioners put out a
letter saying that the crossing could be considered safe
if-listen to this - motorists took more care!

That meant the Rowville brigade was able to get to fires
in the area before any others. Of course, the CFA and
the government did not stop at that. The CFA looked at
its maps and realised that there was a problem with the
location of the existing Boronia station because of an
overlap to the east, which meant the Boronia CFA
could not respond to calls in the west in the required
8 minutes. It was therefore necessary to shift the
existing Boronia fire station further to the west, from
where it could better serve the needs of the local people.
There are a number of retirement villages and so on in
the area, which would not have been well served under
the pre-existing situation. The minister has allocated
$1.29 million for the construction of a new fire station,
the plan for which will shortly be announced. Currently
the matter is before the City of Knox for planning
approval.
I turn to the health-<:are situation in Knox. In the
50 years or so 1 have lived in the area, Knox has never
had a health service. Labor never made an attempt to
rectify the problem, but the minister has agreed to
establish the Knox community health service. Some
$6 million has been allocated. and construction is well

On I June 1952, 9 young people were killed and

19 injured at the crossing when a bus coming from the
Church of Christ in Boronia collided with a train. A
public meeting which was to be held under the auspices
of the late Sir Gilbert Chandler had to be abandoned
because of a warning from the Crown Law Department
of a possible contempt of court action. The Crown
Solicitor, a gentleman by the name of
Mr F. Menzies - bear in mind the meeting was to take
place nine days after the nine young people from West
Essendon were killed - told the organiser of the
committee, the Honourable Gilbert Chandler, MLC,
that because a judicial investigation into the tragic
accident at the crossing was pending the Coroner had
already empanelled a jury and opened an inquest.
Mr Menzies said:
In these circumstances, the making of public speeches which
may even tend to interfere with the due course of the justice
amounts to a contempt of court ...

That is the situation as it was in 1992. Both Sir Gilbert
Chandler and the late Sir George Knox fought hard for
this railway line to be put underground so that it could
become a normal crossroad. Unfortunately, nothing
was done and for the past 20 years the residents of that
area have had to cope with accidents.
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Traffic lights and boom gates were installed, and the
former member for Knox, the Honourable Steve Crabb,
was going to do wonders, but it never eventuated. If my
memory serves me correctly I believe a barbecue was
even going to be held when the traffic lights, wigwag
and boom gates were built but it was such a failure and
the traffic delays became so great that the barbecue was
cancelled and both the state member for Knox and the
federal member for Latrobe hid around the corner
because they were embarrassed about the whole thing.
Early in 1996, over the Christmas-New Year break, I
received a call in my office from the Premier. I do not
get too many calls from the Premier - certainly not
good-news calls - in which he indicated to me after
receiving a quick briefing on the crossing that he saw it
as being an Agenda 21 item that should be addressed
and fixed. Of course, the election was called in March
1996 and the railway crossing plan was part of the
election platform. An amount of$28 million was
promised, which was great news for those citizens.
The construction time is anticipated to be 20 months
and will involve putting the railway line underground,
with 1.2 kilometres of the line being cut. The line will
need to be moved to the east, concrete slabs will need to
be built over the intersection and a tunnel or dugout
created under the slab for a distance of 230 metres.
There will also be new bus and taxi ranks. It will be a
great day for Boronia when that railway crossing is
removed. It is anticipated that trains will run there in
July this year, and it will be another six to eight months
before the fmal works are completed.
The construction contract, which has been let to the
John Holland Group, is worth approximately
$22 million. I pay tribute to John Holland for the way it
took up the challenge. It did a lot of the construction
work with minimal disruption to traffic. It bent over
backwards to ensure that trading continued as easily as
possible over the Christmas period. That is the way the
Kennett government has seen fit to ensure that the roads
in the Knox area are brought up to date.
When I look at some of the other roads in the Knox
area I am reminded that more money was spent on
roads between 1992 and 1996 than was spent in the
previous decade under the Labor government, and the
figures since 1996 confirm the Kennett government's
commitment in this area. The Boronia railway crossing
is being built at a cost of $28 million; there are
Stud Road traffic improvements from Dandenong to
Boronia Road at a cost of $2.4 million; and an amount
of $900 000 has been allocated to the City ofKnox for
works including pavements, bridges and roadside
construction.
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The state government black spot project has attracted
$42 million in funding, the upgrade of Dorset Road
involves an allocation of $500 000, and $100 000 has
been allocated for the upgrade of Wellington Road,
which is in addition to the duplication of
Wellington Road from AFL Park right through to
Stud Road.
One needs to bear in mind that to get the City ofKnox
off its back, because it was causing a hassle, the former
government changed the names of Stud Road and
Wellington Road to the Dandenong Valley Highway
and Monash Highway, thereby making them the
government's responsibility. In addition, works to
Stud Road between Scoresby and Dandenong have
attracted funding of $900 000.
The government has seen fit to ensure that roads in the
City of Knox continue to be of a high standard. We do
not want the situation of money not being spent on
roads as occurred under the previous government. It
allocated money for the extension of High Street Road,
but when construction was within 40 metres of
Burwood Highway the money ran out and the road
stopped. No linkage was provided. The only way the
former Labor government could complete the road was
by approaching the BP oil company seeking funding
for it.
The Kennett government's blueprint for our roads was
laid down by the Governor yesterday. The government
is looking towards the 21 st century and moving forward
in a responsible manner. It has covered everything,
paying particular attention to literacy and similar skills
in the education area, for which it has been criticised by
the honourable member for Footscray. That criticism is
not justified. The government has tried to look forward
and make provision for the 21st century. I am proud to
be a member of the government. I look forward to its
policies being introduced as outlined in the Governor's
speech. I wish the government well for the future.
Mr COLE (Melbourne) - That was the longest
20-minute speech I have ever heard. In responding to
the Governor's speech, I should say that I tried to read
it but did not get through it - I certainly did not listen
to it in the first place. As fiction goes, it probably
wasn't too bad, but I think the plot was less than
admirable, and it is probably better for the speech to
remain on the shelf with a Dick Francis novel rather
than being something we have to read as part of our
parliamentary duties. It has gone into my 'to be
recycled' package so that I do not waste paper. It will
probably be used for fax machine material when we
receive our latest bit of government propaganda about
what the government is doing on drugs and other things

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Wednesday, 18 February 1998

ASSEMBLY

it is doing that are not working particularly well
anyway.
After saying what I think of the speech by the
Governor, I should add that it is nothing personal. I
know he is only doing his job and delivering what he
has to deliver - even ifthere were some grammatical
errors in the document, he had to read them out. It is
nothing against him. and I know that the Governor, Sir
James Gobbo, came from West Melbourne,just near
the Queen Victoria Market, and all of us from around
that area have to stick together. Even though he had to
deliver that appalling speech yesterday-Mr McNamara - He was originally from Kerang.
Mr COLE - Actually, he was originally from
Italy!
Mr McNamara - No, he was born here but he
went back to Italy when he was 12 months old. He is a
Rhodes Scholar and a Carlton supporter.
Mr COLE - I read one of his books. He wrote a
book on evidence, which was a lot easier to read than
his speech yesterday. He also came from West
Melbourne. I think he is doing a mighty job, although I
am disappointed that he barracks for Carlton.
Mr McNamara boy.
Mr COLE -

He is not a Melbourne Grammar

Does that matter?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mn Peulich)Order! The honourable member for Melbourne should
ignore interjections.
Mr COLE - I seem to be in a situation where the
Deputy Premier is trying to provoke me into some
attack upon Xavier College and other places. I will not
be provoked because the schools people attend do not
matter. The main thing is that they had the opportunity
to go to school. I will deal with the education debate
later, but not everyone goes to private schools. We need
to have a sound public sector so people have that
opportunity. I get concerned about what is happening in
education, in spite of the comments made by the
Governor in his speech about the great things that are
supposedly being done. I say to the Deputy Premier, it
is not where you come from that counts, it is where you
end up. Those on that side of the house seem to forget
that.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham)Order! There is too much audible conversation in the
chamber.
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Mr COLE - I return to my prepared speech, which
does not have any interjections from the Deputy
Premier. The question is, where was the Deputy
Premier this morning?
Honourable members intefjecting
Mr COLE - Even when he is here I do not know
that he is here. With respect to the constitutional
convention and the republic, I am sure everybody has
been religiously following it in the news. I support the
minimalist position with respect to a repUblic. I hope
now that the constitutional convention is over
everybody will come together in support of a republic
and confine their energies to getting rid of the
hereditary titles - such as Queen, King and royal
person - and ensuring that an Australian head of state
is appointed by a two-thirds majority of Parliament. We
do not really want the sub-minimalist position that has
been supported and promoted by some members of
the-Honourable members intefjecting.
Mr COLE - I would have thought the honourable
member for Tullamarine would know a lot about
sub-minimal ism as he does not hold his seat by many
votes.

Mr Finn interjected.
Mr COLE - Is it 2000? It is hard to believe so
many people vote for you; it never ceases to amaze me.
Some republicans will not accept a minimalist position
and would prefer to have a monarchy instead. I cannot
accept that proposition. There are some people who are
absorbed with a sense of Irish sentiment in that they
have this Irish heritage which says they were so
opposed to the monarchy that they cannot support
anyone other than an elected head of state. That is just
nonsense. I do not want to see a situation where
somehow we draw a comparison with what happened
in 1921 in Ireland with respect to the division of the
counties. The people were not prepared to accept that to
achieve a republican Ireland they would for a short time
have to swear allegiance to the Crown. People talking
in those terms should reflect seriously on that situation.
Those people should reflect seriously about what they
are doing. They should try to forget about any
comparisons with any other country and simply look at
Australia. The sooner we get a republic and this issue is
done with the better ofT we will all be. In my view it is
much better not to have an elected head of state but to
have somebody appointed. That is the best way of
depoliticising what should essentially be a ceremonial
position.
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I also hope that people who have taken up the popular
cause of the republic now stop, reflect and become
involved in other community issues. Many people have
taken very high profiles on a political issue for the first
time. They have made a lot of noise and talked about an
issue that did not require a great deal of courage,
fortitude, sacrifice or insight into our community's
problems. I hope from now on they do not just look
back and say, 'We were there at the republican
convention', but that they look back and say, 'Now is
the time to look at other issues within our community'.
A lot of money was spent on the convention, and when
I look around my community I see many people who
are not well off and many who are suffering. There are
crises in Asian countries. The main game now and into
the future is not about whether we have an Australian
head of state - I accept that is the way it ought to be
and I hope everybody gets behind that in the
forthcoming referendum - but to let them all now ask
how we can come together to help this country in a very
real way rather than what is essentially a very symbolic
way.
I also hope that those people who have had the audacity
to vote against the idea of a republic and who are not
monarchists get on with the job and do not play games,
games where the guns are missing but that is about all.
The inability to resolve this issue in other countries
produced great violence. In Australia that is not the
case. I accept there are some people, such as the
honourable member for Tullamarine, who are complete
Neanderthals, who believe in God, King and country,
but there are a lot of people who are not of that view but
who are making life very difficult. Do not play games
with this issue: get behind the republic and get the issue
out of the way. People who have been so concerned to
talk about the need for a republic should now give
something else back to the community, not just walk
away and go back to their daily business. I was a great
advocate for the republican cause for a long time and
did not see much of those people. We did not know
they were there. Now it is a popular cause and they are
there. When the cause is won, will they again be
involved politically? I certainly hope they are.
The other issue I wish to raise is the fact that the reason
we have a minimalist position with respect to the head
of state is because no matter how much we would want
to it is impossible to achieve any major constitutional
change outside a simple change to the head of state. I
believe it is very important to have that. If we try to tie
it in with other constitutional changes it will not
happen, and that would be very sad. The most
important issue is to get the republic through and off the
agenda. We can then look to the substantial
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constitutional changes that are needed. I do not want to
address all of them because I do not have enough time.
However, I do want to mention the need for our
constitution to recognise local government.
This government has made changes to local
government, making it bigger, hopefully more efficient
and preferably better - the same position the Labor
Party took when it was in government, so I am not
trying to politicise this issue. Local governments
effectively will become regional governments and they
must have some security of tenure. We cannot continue
to have a situation where that level of government is
becoming bigger and acquiring more and more
responsibility while continuing to live under the
spotlight of a Minister for Planning and Local
Government who will sack councillors if they are not
doing things he likes.
I am not saying there have not been times and that there
will not be times in future when the actions of
democratically elected local councils are not acceptable
or desirable. The people should decide those matters.
Rigorous guidelines and criteria should be established
to ensure that the democratic processes of local
government are such that it will operate no differently
in effect from a state or federal government. In other
words, provisions could be enshrined in legislation and
in the constitution so that local government will not be
responsible to the state government but to the local
people. Adequate legislation should be provided to
ensure that the problems that sometimes occur are
protected against.
I know the honourable member for Tullarnarine has
been a constant and vehement critic of local
government and that local government has been a
constant critic of the honourable member for
Tullamarine. I am sure that somewhere in there
somebody is getting it right. The honourable member
has chosen to take on certain causes in the interests of
people both outside and inside his electorate and, I am
sure, from other countries.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mc Cunningham)Order! The honourable member for Tullamarine is out
of his place.
Mr COLE - What is important is that the criticism
he voices and the action he takes as a state member are
part of his democratic rights. He is elected to the
Parliament and the people will make the decision to get
rid of him at the next election. That is as it should be.
An Honourable Member -

time.

You said that last
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Mr COLE - Yes, I did say that last time and I
must say I was shocked to see that it did not happen,
but many things have shocked me in my life and that
just happened to be at the top of the list. I was even
shocked when the honourable member for Mornington,
myoid sparring partner, became the Minister for
Transport. I remember writing him a lovely note saying
if he can become a minister there is hope for me yet. I
must say when it comes to delivering sledges it is a lot
easier to follow the honourable member for Mornington
than the honourable member for Knox because his
speeches are not as memorable as were those of the
honourable member for Momington. We do not hear
them so much these days.
Honourable members interyecting.
Mr COLE - I heard the honourable member for
Mornington on the radio this morning and thought a lot
about what he said. I thought it was obvious that he had
not caught a tram lately. Ifhe did, he would not survive
for very long. I do not wish to get too personal. The
issue oflocal government recognition is crucial, and not
only because the Minister for Planning and Local
Government seems to have taken things to another level
when it comes to lack of democracy or the ability to
deny democracy. I sometimes think that minister should
be the Minister for Transport or should be working on
the trains or trams because he seems to be very good at
telling people where to get otT. There seems to be
nothing he will not do to local government. If ever an
amendment were made to the Victorian constitution it
probably would be the Rob Maclellan amendment.
The time has come for local government to be
recognised. Recognition is crucial. I make this speech
every year and I will make it again. We have to
recognise the expanding role of local government and
the reducing role of state government. I think it is
inevitable that the role oflocal government will become
more powerful. Unless local government has certainty
about its existence rather than being at the whim ofthe
minister it will not be able to carry out the very
important regional role it now plays.
The government has committed itself, whether it likes it
or not, to a much bigger local government. That is all to
the good. However, it requires a certain level of
certainty without having the minister saying, 'If you do
not do what I say I will sack you. ' That is not good
enough.

An Honourable Member wrong thing.

Only if they do the
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Mr COLE - Oh, only if they do the wrong thing!
'We will only sack you if you do the wrong thing and
we will determine what is the right thing'. I will take up
the intetjection. If we follow what is said by the
honourable member for Tullamarine, who attacks just
about every local council, there will not be any local
councils left. Change is needed to protect local councils
from the likes of the honourable member for
Tullamarine who, if they do not agree with him, will
get rid of them.
Recently there was a council by-election for the City of
Melbourne which was won by the now Cr Kevin
Chamberlin. It was a brilliant campaign and a great
result. The candidate who ran against Mr Chamberlin
was Mr Marriner, who was supported by just about
everybody. It just goes to show that bipartisan support
is not always good. Mr Marriner was supported by the
trade union movement, the Labor Party and the
National Party, which would make a great show at the
Princess Theatre and would attract a big audience, yet
he did not win. Sometimes it does not help to be
supported or promoted by everybody. What is
important about that election is that it relied on a postal
ballot system, which is an absolutely appalling system.
It is very costly and discriminates against people from
non-English-speaking backgrounds because very little
information is provided to them in other languages. The
common theme of the work I did on the by-election
was that people from non-English-speaking
backgrounds are literally clueless as to what they have
to do. It is also a very tough way to conduct an election.
It requires a lot of money from all groups to be spent to
get leaflets to more than 30 000 people.
The whole concept of having a municipality-wide
council is nonsense and we should not have it. Councils
should be representative of local people and responsive
to them directly, not in a broad sense covering the
whole municipality. The Melbourne City Council
by-election was a great victory for people power in that
the Labor Party vote was extremely high, as were the
Greens and residential votes. That should give a signal
to the Kennett government to pull its head in or,
preferably, go away. There was a clear indication from
that by-election that this government is well and truly
on the nose. It would not have been possible, in the
normal course of events, for the Labor Party to get a
candidate up in that by-election. It was because of
anti-government feeling that the result was possible.
There are some very important issues connected with
the electorate I represent that I will raise in the
address-in-reply debate. I hope the government will
take into account what I have to say. I was
doorknocking in an area where I have lived all of my
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life, namely Kensington, where there were proposals to
redevelop the Kensington estate. When the Hotham
estate in North Melbourne was redeveloped it was
supported by the federal and state governments. That
project has been completed. It is to the government's
credit that it proceeded with the development.
However, a decision has been taken not to continue
with the development of the Kensington and
Flemington high-rise estates. I felt ashamed to see the
dilapidated state of the high-rise flats and the walk-ups
at Altona Street and Derby Street. I spend a lot of time
there and it seems to me that the condition of public
housing is so bad in that area that we as a community
should hang our heads in shame.
The great percentage of residents are migrants or
people from non-English-speaking backgrounds. It
seems that yet again these areas are being used as
dumping grounds for people we bring from other
countries and that the government is not doing the work
that should be done. Labor will commit itself, as it did
prior to losing government, to redeveloping the estate
totally. It will be nothing grandiose. It will just bring it
up to the standard that complies with the Residential
Tenancies Act. Currently the estate does not comply. I
assure government member that if they come and look
at the appalling conditions and the dangers for the
residents they will agree that something must be done.
Changes have taken place in the area. There are now
syringe disposal units. However, because intravenous
heroin users go into open areas to take drugs those areas
should be enclosed to provide security. I asked several
years ago for something to be done to enclose those
areas. It has not happened because it is not a financial
imperative of this government. Those areas deserve
more. The residents are entitled to reasonable, decent
accommodation. The fact that they are not wealthy, that
they are from non-English-speaking backgrounds and
cannot afford to live in private accommodation should
not prevent them from having the dignity and right to
live in a safe, clean and healthy environment.
The walk-ups in Derby and Altona streets are appalling.
The government should adopt the proposals for
redevelopment on the original plan. The
almosH::ompleted Hotham Estate is an excellent
development. The government should learn from that.
By proper planning and development it can reduce
crime rates, drug use and generally make people feel a
lot happier about the environment in which they live.
Currently the residents of Kensington and Flemington
have been denied redevelopment and the opportunities
promised to them so many years ago.
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Yet again Victoria seems to be on a roller-coaster ride
trying to attract major events to the state. One of the
events we may lose is the AFL Grand Final. The nature
of football and the nature of the observation of sport has
changed so dramatically that it would not surprise me if
the AFL decided to hold the Grand Final on Christmas
Island, especially if it attracted more media response.
The relevance of major events such as the grand final is
that it is not only a time of economic benefit to the state
of Victoria, it is also a time when it is good to be in
Melbourne. It is a time I enjoy, even though I do not go
to the grand final any more unless North Melbourne is
in it. I only watch it on TV. It is a great time of the year
in Melbourne, with the spring carnival and the whole
business.
What concerns me- I have made this speech many
times - is the element of competition between states in
gaining major events. There was the motorcycle grand
prix, which was purloined from Victoria by New South
Wales and then came back. The Adelaide grand prix
came to Victoria. Then there is the AFL Grand Final
and there will be other major events in the future about
which Victoria will claim either victory or defeat. My
concern is that it is contrary to the constitution
established in 190 1 to deter states from competing
against each other. The constitution requires us to look
at the interests of the country. It is regrettable that the
states are constantly claiming, 'We have this! We have
that!' The states are competing with each other. It is a
representation of the cargo-cult mentality in our country
that does nothing for its development. The AFL Grand
Final just happens to be one of the biggest events one
could grab. As an example Victoria could say, 'Let's
draw a line here and say this is enough' . I wonder
whether the Melbourne Cup might be held in Sydney? I
doubt it.
The joint parliamentary Law Reform Committee has
been given a reference on law and technology. It is
crucial not only in law reform but generally that as a
community, a Parliament, a government and an
opposition, we seriously look to the future and analyse
not only what will happen but where we are going.
Given the technological changes that are taking place it
is not good enough to close our eyes or even - I do not
mean any disrespect to anybody-jump on the
bandwagon of so-called multimedia. There is a bigger
issue here. It concerns the future. Where will we go and
how can the government ensure that it has a seminal
role in ensuring that all people in our community
benefit from technology so that it is not passed over to a
few rich capitalists? Let us examine the benefit to the
community, let us be involved in it and let us get the
conununity participating.
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The Law Refonn Conunittee, ably chaired by the
honourable member for Doncaster, has a great
opportunity that can be mirrored in all areas. To give a
quick example, it is predicted that by 2000 the District
Court in New South Wales will be a paperless court.
That kind of aim for our community will ensure the
bettennent of all services in the legal system. I hope
that will be the aim not only of the Law Refonn
Conunittee but of all government efforts. The aim
should be to look at the future of technology and the
benefit to ourselves and our children.

Mr PERRIN (Bulleen) - In joining the debate on
the address-in-reply I pledge the support of my
constituents and my community to Her Majesty the
Queen and, in particular, the Governor of Victoria, Sir
James Gobbo, and his delightful wife. I would like to
first of all congratulate His Excellency on an excellent
speech to Parliament yesterday. The superb speech was
well delivered by the Governor. I had the pleasure of
knowing Sir James long before he became Governor of
the state. He is without a doubt one of the pre-eminent
governors of this state. He was a Supreme Court judge,
is a person of high calibre and is certainly fit for the
position of Governor of the State of Victoria. I place on
record my congratulations and those of my community
on his appointment and express our support for him in
that position.
His Excellency yesterday made many points about the
way ahead for the community under the Kennett
government. I would like to concentrate on several
areas. His Excellency made this very important
comment:
The government believes it has a duty to pursue low-risk
policies with regard to taxpayers' money, and will
accordingly continue applying sound economic and financial
management. The resultant strong budget facilitates quality
services, a reducing tax burden, growing invesanent in
infrastructure, and low and reducing debt and liabilities.

If you wanted to package the Kennett government in a
few words, that would be it - responsible fmancial
management of this state. It is very clear and apparent
to anybody who wants to look. I shall address the
low-risk policies to which His Excellency referred.
An Honourable Member -

Just like the casino.

Mr PERRIN - You talk about the casino. What
would the opposition do about the casino? It provides a
lot of tax revenue to this state. We would like to know
what taxes the opposition would put up or what
services it would cut if the casino were not producing
taxes, and we are waiting to hear a reply to that
question. Let me quote from the Herald Sun editorial of
16 February when the Premier, JeffKennett, announced
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to the coalition party room that after a review of his
position he was plarming to stay on. The editorial was
very supportive of the government, and I want to put
that on the record because it is an excellent editorial. It
says:
Premier JeffKennett's welcome decision to continue in the
state's top job has finally ended the speculation that he may
not lead the coalition parties at the next election.
While the government leader might be seen to be tough and
abrasive, his leadership has brought good government to
Victoria and enabled the state to lift itself from the economic
doldrums he inherited from the Cain and Kimer years.

That is a very accurate editorial of the leading
newspaper in this state. It clearly indicates that the
coalition has implemented good government after the
disaster of the Cain and Kimer governments. The
editorial continues:
The five years of Kennett government have evoked in
Victorians a new pride in the state, a restocking of the
Treasury coffers and a resurgence in infrastructure projects
which are changing the very face of Melbourne.

The infrastructure projects that this government is
developing at no cost to Victorian taxpayers were a
major part of His Excellency's speech. The editorial
goes on:
Last week he signalled a new, softer approach. With the state
finances back on the track towards top credit rating,
Mr Kennett told government MPs that an extra $175 million
would be spent this year on education and health services.
Reports of a briefing he gave to the MPs indicate that these
funds will be directed towards the important and
much-needed areas of schools, hospitals and ambulances.

In other words, the Herald Sun, the newspaper with the

largest circulation in Victoria, is endorsing the policy
direction of this government and is indicating that the
government has the state's finances under control and is
now directing the surpluses to key areas such as
schools, hospitals and ambulances to provide better
services. The Herald Sun editorial concludes by saying:
He obviously has a new list of tasks to accomplish in the
lead-up to the next election. One of them will be the exciting
Federation Square development, roofing over and ridding the
city of the present eyesore ofFlinders Street rail yards. This
challenge has defeated many previous governments.
Victoria's can-do Premier is the man who has promised to
finish that job.

I turn to other economic issues that are critical to
Victoria. The government has reduced the number of
unemployed, and Victoria is now leading the nation in
reducing unemployment. As at December 1997 the
unemployment rate was down to 8.1 per cent. In
addition, last year the Kennett government lifted the
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annual job growth rate to 1.7 per cent, which leads the
nation. However, don't take my word for that. An
article in the Age of7 February made these comments
about the government's unemployment programs and
unemployment record:
The unemployment rate in Victoria fell from 9 per cent to
8.1 per cent last year - the biggest improvement in
Australia - according to figures released yesterday. At the
same time the number of people with a job increased by 1 per
cent. The best improvement was in Melbourne's north-eastem
suburbs where the jobless rate was slashed trorn 12.3 to
8.4 per cent, according to the federal Department of
Employment, Education, Training and Youth Affairs.

The Age makes it very clear that the Kennett
government's unemployment record is excellent and
that Victoria is the leading state in Australia. When the
coalition inherited government in 1992 the
unemployment rate was 12 per cent under the Labor
government - the previous incompetents who could
not run a chook raffle if they tried. That government left
this state in a poor financial situation with
unemployment running at about 12 per cent. This
government has got it down to 8 per cent. The Age
article goes on:
Overall, Victoria's unemployment rate fell to 8.1 per cent
Wlth 21 400 fewer people without a job, and an extra
21 900 jobs created.

The fact that the government is creatingjobs in Victoria
is why the Herald Sun, the leading newspaper, and the
Age indicate that this state is leading the nation in
everything it is doing. But do you hear anything from
the Labor Party? No! Although everyone from the other
side of the house can see the government's record that
is not the case.
'
I turn to taxes. His Excellency referred in his speech to
an excellent initiative with regard to the winter power
bonus of$40 per family. There have been dozens of
times when I have stood in this house and talked about
Victoria having the highest tax rate in Australia. It
started in the Cain and Kimer years when under the
Labor government Victoria became the most highly
taxed state in Australia. This is no longer the case. The
government has finally turned it round. The most
highly ~ed state in Australia is now the People's
RepublIc of New South Wales. Victoria's tax level has
dropped because it has had a good administration. The
Labor state of New South Wales has taken on the
wonderfully grandiose title of the most highly taxed
state in Australia.
As of January 1998 government taxes, fees and fines
amounted to $1937 for every Victorian, while in the
People's Republic of New South Wales they amounted
to $2047 per head. excluding privatisation proceeds.
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With new bed taxes and other taxes going up in New
South Wales and taxes going down here, Victoria has
moved from being the highest taxed state to the second
highest taxed state.
There have been many tax reductions. Last year alone
tax reductions in Victoria amounted to $212 million
and another $120 million worth of reductions were
announced yesterday in the form of the winter power
bonus of $60 per family. Taxes are going down in
Victoria but going up in New South Wales. That shows
the difference between a conservative government in
Victoria and a socialist government in New South
Wales. The Victorian government has abolished land
tax on the family home. Victoria was the only state in
the commonwealth that still imposed land tax on the
family home.
The government has announced a $1.3 billion tax
reform package for the water industry, which is
reducing rates. The rate notices are out in the electorate
I represent and the people are very pleasantly surprised
that their water rates have gone down. We have moved
away from a rate-based scheme, which was absolute
nonsense, to a new scheme based on water
consumption.
The average Victorian household saved something like
$66 on its electricity bill in 1997. In his speech, His
Excellency announced an initiative that will save every
household $60 through a reduction in their winter bills
this year. That will cost consolidated revenue some
$120 million. It is an excellent initiative because the
saving will have a greater impact on the poor and
underprivileged. The people at the lower end of the
economic scale will be the biggest beneficiaries. I am
sure many pensioners and people on low incomes will
find the $60 power bonus will have a major impact on
their winter bills, which honourable members know are
the highest bills they receive in any year, particularly if
they have electric heating. The government is prepared
to deliver benefits to the least fortunate in our
community, something I strongly support. I commend
the government on the introduction of these initiatives.
His Excellency also commented on debt. Since we took
office we have been able to reduce state debt from
$30.6 billion to $11.3 billion this year. What does that
mean for Victoria? Firstly, it means we do not have to
pay the interest on those debts. That interest saving is
about $500 million every year. We are able to deliver
better benefits, a dividend to the community if you like,
because we can use those interest savings to pass onto
the community better benefits like lower prices and
lower taxes. It is the reduced debt levels that will lead to
Victoria finally regaining its AAA credit rating. We
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have almost reached that goal. His Excellency says in
his speech we have not yet attained it, but we will.
Good government and good fmancial management will
mean that we can obtain that.
The second point I want to mention is on page 7 of the
Governor's speech:
As a fourth major objective, the government will work with
the broader Victorian community on a range of fronts to
create a more confident and responsible society. Specific
programs range from ensuring we tackle complex problems
such as drug and alcohol abuse, homelessness and youth
suicide, to issues as basic as fostering consideration for others.

His Excellency went on in his speech to talk about
some of the great initiatives of the Kennett government.
The fIrst one was the $100 million Turning the Tide
drugs program, the Suicide Prevention Task Force
recommendations which the government is putting in
place, as well as the government's Youth Life Force
initiatives - all of which are designed to help young
people to get on with life. We all know there are major
social problems in our community at the present time.
While we can put money into initiatives like the
Turning the Tide program and so on, we need to look at
more creative ways to solve people's problems.
The interesting thing about these issues, whether it be
suicide, drugs, alcohol, or young people and their life
expectations, is that we can consider two different
approaches. We can look at picking up the pieces after
kids have got themselves into trouble- if they have
been addicted to drugs we can focus on programs to get
them off drugs - or we can take the preventive
approach. It is my view that rather than allowing people
to get into trouble and providing programs that get them
out of trouble, it would be better to take the preventive
approach.
I have been searching for some evidence on why people
take drugs or commit suicide. What are the factors in
our society that cause some people to take drugs and
not others and some people to commit suicide and not
others? What are the key factors that are the causation
rather than the symptoms we know about at present? I
am absolutely convinced there is not enough research in
this area. I have searched high and low to fmd out
where it is.

In Victoria not enough research exists about the factors
that lead to suicide, drug taking and harmful behaviour.
I call for more research to be undertaken to examine a
preventive approach. The government supports more
information so people can understand exactly how
addictive some of these drugs are. Of course, the
government supports programs that will indicate to
people in crisis where they can get help. These are just
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natural responses. I have been looking around for some
suggestions about what the causes might be. I came
across two interesting cases. The fIrst is 'The Case for
the Two-Parent Family', written by Bill Muehlenberg,
a national research coordinator for Focus on the Family
Australia. The second is 'The Case for Marriage', also
issued by that organisation and written by Bill
Muehlenberg. I offer copies of these interesting papers
to any member of the house who wants to consider the
research this organisation has done.
I shall place on the record some of the research on
drugs and suicide. 'The Case for the Two-Parent
Family' talks about the benefIts of a two-parent family.
Why do people use drugs? Page 7 of the document
states:
Drug usage is also higher among those who come from
broken homes. Mott and Haurin 1987, and Matsueda and
Heimer 1987, for example, found that offspring from
non-intact families are more likely to engage in drug and
alcohol use than offspring from two-parent families.

The report also mentions the 1989 UCLA study, which
points out:
... that 'inadequate family structure' makes children more
susceptible to drug use 'as a coping mechanism to relieve
depression and anxiety'.

Another UCLA study in 1988 found that:
Among the homes with strict fathers, only 18 per cent used
alcohol or drugs at all. In contrast, among mother-dominated
homes, 35 per cent had children who used drugs frequently.
A recent American study of over 1700 youths found that
adolescents growing up in a single-parent or step-parent
family often feel estranged and consequently drift into drug
use and abuse.

A New Zealand study showed that children who had
watched their parents separate were more likely to use
illegal drugs than those whose parents stayed together.
Other surveys conducted in other parts of the world
found a high correlation between drug usage and the
single-parent family:
While children from two-parent families are not immune to
the lure of drugs, their chances of taking them are minimised.

The paper 'The Case for the Two-Parent Family' has
many references to drug use. The paper entitled 'The
Case for Marriage' contains interesting information that
I wish to put on the record. Page 6 states:
Cohabitation leads to greater risk of problem behaviours (eg.,
drunkenness, adultery and drug abuse) in marriage as well ...
the Journal ofPersonality Assessment ... found that
cohabiters experienced significantly more difficulty in their
marriages with adultery, alcohol, drugs and independence
than couples who had not cohabited.
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A growing body of evidence from papers presented
here and overseas indicates that children from broken
families are more likely to suffer from drug addiction. I
would like to see programs developed that will support
broken families. We know from the evidence that this is
the best way to solve these problems and to make sure
the children of broken families do not adopt harmful
behaviour.
Suicide is a difficult problem in our community. I am
pleased the government has allocated money to
programs that will help young people who are suicidal.
The evidence collected by Focus on the Family in
Victoria is presented in the paper entitled 'The Case for
the Two-Parent Family'. It states:
They show that 'the absence of a parent through death,
divorce. or a time-demandingjob contributes to the many
forms of emotional disorder, especially the anger,
rebelliousness, low self-esteem, depression, and antisocial
behaviour that characterises those adolescents who take
drugs, become pregnant out of wedlock., or commit suicide.

That is a 1991 study by a person by the name of
Nicholi. The paper entitled 'The Case for Marriage'
refers to research about suicide. It mentions the
importance of marriage in reducing the level of suicide
in society. At page 3 it states:
... all causes of death are consistently higher for divorced,
single, and widowed individuals of both sexes and all races.
Some of the increased death rates in unmarried individuals
are astounding, rising as high as 10 times the rates for married
individuals.' This includes such diverse causes of death as
tuberculosis, stroke, motor vehicle accidents, pneumonia,
suicide and cancer.

Two-parent families have a positive impact on people's
self~steem Page 5 refers to the substantial evidence of
the effect of good marriages in reducing the level of
suicide in the community. This research is important,
but unfortunately there is insufficient information
available. It states:
Emile Durkheim, in his classic work, Suicide, concluded after
studying a number of countries that 'non-marriage increases
the tendency to suicide'. In France and Italy, for example, he
says that 'marriage may be said to reduce the danger of
suicide by about half. He indicates that marriage is the best
defence against unrestrained self-indulgence which is an
important contributing factor in suicidal behaviour.
James Lynch notes that 'suicide increases fivefold in the
widowed white male and fourfold in the widowed non-white
male and white female ... the National Centre for Health
Statistic in the U.S. shows that the suicide rate per 100 000
married men is 18. But for men who never married, the rate is
33.2 and for men who are divorce or separated, it leaps to
69.4 ... a multiple regression analysis of data from the 50
American states showed that •divorce, the indicator of the
breaking down of ties to the family, is significantly related to
suicide even after we control for the influence of (other)

Wednesday. 18 February 1998
variables.' The study demonstrated that with each I per cent
increase in the divorce rate there is a .54 per cent increase in
the suicide rate.

In other words, the more marriages that break down the
higher the rate of suicide in society. I conclude by
quoting from page 6.
In Australia, a recent study found that 'never-married men
had (suicide) mortality levels 89-90 per cent higher than the
standard rates and married men 43-25 per cent blow the
standard rates, while divorced and widowed men also had
elevated (suicide) mortality levels.' Similar trends were found
among women as well. Other research has found that suicide
rates among men and women in Australia were three times
higher than among married people. Figures from the ABS
have shown that divorced males aged between 35 and 44 are
the most likely to take their own life in Australia, while
married people are the least likely to suicide. And the
Australian Institute of Health and Welfare study of 1994
found that never married and previously married people had
three times the suicide rates of married people.

The evidence is that the more families that break down
the more social problems we will have. Social research
needs to be done to work out why it is that so many
people commit suicide or adopt harmful behaviour such
as taking drugs. I congratulate the government for
allocating money to areas that have not previously had
money spent on them. Research will come up with the
answers that will solve some of the problems in our
community.
I congratulate the Governor, Sir lames Gobbo, on his
excellent speech. I believe this government will deliver
good government for a community that supports its
activities in reducing the social harm in our community
well into the next century.

Mr BAKER (Sunshine) - I congratulate His
Excellency, Sir lames Gobbo, on his fIrst presentation
to Parliament and say to him that my electorate is
particularly pleased because of its demographic
composition to see someone of his ancestry in this
important position. n mio ellettorato ha sei per cento di
Italiani. E vero! Given the ancestry of His Excellency, I
say, 'Tanti, tanti complimenti'.
There are some interconnecting threads and events I
have noticed recently that I want to draw together,
partly in praise of some of the government's initiatives,
and then, in the manner of a good mathematician, to
examine the limitations of the way they have gone
about it. Honourable members will be aware that in the
time I have been in this place both within my own party
and within Parliament I have harped on themes relating
to the importance of language. For the purpose of
defInition, I include in language mathematics.
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Many of us had great teachers whom we remember,
and I was fortunate that many years ago I studied
higher mathematics under a Princeton professor who
was doing what he thought was spending a year at the
last frontier. He looked a bit like Gyro Gearless. He was
an expert in third dimension mathematics, the mystery
of pi and the square root of one. Those members with
some mathematical knowledge would understand the
inability to solve the problem of the square root of one.
It is a particular problem in nuclear physics. The
honourable member for Tullamarine, who is with me
on this, knows that in nuclear physics they perfonn the
computations, put the square root of one aside and
describe it as i. They then say, 'Here is the result and
we have 32 i'.
That professor certainly made a big impression on me;
outside his door he had a sign 'Mathematik spoken
here'. Science, and mathematics in particular, is a
language that knows no sex, class or colour. It does not
matter whether one has been to elocution classes, like
some honourable members opposite, because one either
speaks it or does not.
Yesterday morning I noticed falling out of one of the
newspapers - not, of course, the Age - the Victorian
School Education pamphlet. When I saw the words, not
the numbers, I thought, 'Here are all the things that I
have been harping about for some time'. I applaud
some of the other elements I mentioned earlier,
particularly the one referred to in the Australian
Financial Review on Friday or Saturday --the
Victorian government's attempts, in cooperation with
Austrade, to win for Victoria an Intel centre that would
basically be the Intel pentium manufacturing, service
and administration centre for the whole of Asia. It
would be, as they say in the vernacular, a really good
get.
I also noticed that the Premier has been braying'braying' is the verb to apply to the noise he emitsabout talking to maths and science teachers. He has
finally discovered that we have some. There are not too
many in the western suburbs, but he thOUght he might
have a fireside chat, or whatever it is he does, with
these people. He also announced that Mr Bill Gates
may be paying us a visit. All of those things are to be
applauded.
As an aside, the jam-tart-Ied economic recovery the
Acting Premier referred to in question time today was
one of the most outstanding and highly entertaining
performances I have seen in this place, but one would
hope that some local citizens do not take the
opportunity to use one of those jam tarts to do to
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Mr Gates what was done to him by the lunatic in
France, or wherever it was, recently.
Last year the Premier in his usual way made some
noise, in a sense of making a hole in the air, about the
experience of the Republic of Ireland in picking up the
Microsoft facility for the whole of Europe. He
mentioned that Microsoft had gone there and laid great
weight upon the fact that there had been bipartisan
support by all parties in the Irish Republican Parliament
to set a tax break period for an agreed length of time,
something like 10 years, and left it at that.
If you have studied higher maths you know that one of
the things you have to do when you finish your
computations, because there are no perfect solutions in
higher maths, is to consider the limitations and turn on
yourself, your methods and assumptions, criticise them
and rip them apart. Unfortunately, when one examines
the Premier's proposition, one discovers that he left out
the limitations concerning the way in which he
described the Irish Republican experience because there
was something else going on. I heard Mr Gates
interviewed on international radio on this issue. He said
the reason be had gone to the Republic of Ireland was
that it was an ideal spot and he was setting up a major
facility there. He made passing reference to the tax
shield that had been offered and the fact there was a
bipartisan agreement.
As an aside, the government has that proposition in
mind for Victoria for Inte!' I hope it is proceeded with
and I support the proposal to bring a facility of that kind
to Victoria. The government must get onto its federal
colleagues to ensure that they do not hasten to sign the
multilateral agreement on investment because it would
mean that no longer would sovereign states like
Victoria or the Republic of Ireland, or the Republic of
Australia for that matter, should there be such an entity,
be allowed to offer inducements that suit the attraction
of that kind of business. If government members have
any persuasion with their federal colleagues, they
should get into their ears and say, 'We are not having
that because Victoria has some competitive advantages
and we may want to salt the pot a little, especially with
something like Intel'. That has nothing to do with
ideology or different perspectives from either side of
the house; it is logical and matter of fact. I commend it
to the attention of honourable members.
The major limitation in the Republic of Ireland over the
past four or five years has been the significant
unemployment problem among the 21-year-olds and
under. They analysed their problem and decided that
they had to significantly upgrade their skills in the area
of the language of science and mathematics. It is
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something ancient philosophers used to rail at what was
then called technique. A French Calvinist philosopher
called Jacques Ellul, if I remember correctly, a couple
of centuries ago went to the Royal Society in Britain
and railed about the evil of technique. Of course,
Samuel Butler did something similar in Erehwon. But
the point I make is that we live in an age of technique.
The Republic of Ireland recognised that and invested
significant sums of money in bringing those skills up to
scratch. Mr Gates said the main reason he was going
there was not for the taxation benefit or some sense of
certainty and bipartisan support that had been offered,
but that he had a pool of highly educated,
willing-to-work unemployed people who spoke, in this
case, English.
I have to conclude my speech for now, but I want all
government members back tomorrow. You can pay at
the door to hear what I have to say because the
limitation in our approach is that we have looked after
the noisy bits but not looked after the hardware
underneath. The government has not provided that
pool. Worse than that, as articulated to the house earlier
by the shadow minister for education and training, you
have done exactly the opposite. The major competitive
advantage Victoria has had for a long time is that we
have been a bit into ourselves, putting it delicately,
about our standards of education. That has been a major
competitive advantage and has economic spin-offs.
You all know that, and now the Industry Commission is
saying that as a consequence of the policies of this
government since it came to otlice in 1992 we are
reduced to the level where we spend the least amount
on government schools per capita. That is what the
Industry Commission, controlled by the federal
government of the party opposite, has said.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Under
sessional orders the time for the adjournment of the
house has arrived.
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I refer the minister to a widely circulated document
entitled The Redevelopment of Victorian Youth and
Fami~v Services Strategic Directions. From that
document we learn that both direct and regional family
violence services are to be reorganised. Those who
conduct women's refuge services and domestic
violence services have a number of concerns relating
specifically to fees, the loss of community and
volunteer support networks and their amalgamation into
general services.
Ifit were not for women's refuges, many women and
children in this state would be dead or badly injured. I
listened with interest when the honourable member for
Bulleen referred to the Herald Sun editorial of
16 February and emphasised that the Premier has
signalled a new, softer approach in this session of
Parliament. That needs to be conveyed to the Minister
for Youth and Community Services in relation to
women's refuges.
I have received a letter from Sue, who lives at Rosebud
West. Sue spoke to me on Sunday about her concerns
about the women's refuge service. She says in her letter
that when she was six months pregnant her husband
physically abused her but people at a women's refuge
helped her. She says she remembers that:
. " on two different nights ladies came with two small
children, with only the clothes on their backs, their husbands
had threatened them. one with a knife, one with a gun ...

Sue has explained this very clearly in her letter to me.
She refers to another service that she asked for
assistance from several years later but was told that they
were not prepared to help her unless she paid them
$35 for a bed for the night.
The DEPUfY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member has 20 seconds to ask for action.
Ms CAMPBELL - I have already asked the
minister to organise a consultation with women's
refuges and domestic violence services so that under
the Premier's new softer approach to government,
women's refuges and domestic violence services will
be well looked after in this state.

Women: refuges and domestic violence services

Moorabbin Airport: traffic

Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) - I ask the
Minister for Youth and Community Services to write to
all women's refuges and domestic violence services in
Victoria to organise an immediate consultation with the
people who run them to establish the future operation
and provision of their services under this government.

Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - I raise with the
Minister for Planning and Local Government concerns
about the ongoing activities at Moorabbin Airport by
the federal government through the Federal Airports
Corporation. The minister will be aware that this
process was started by the Keating government and
continued by the Howard government. Since the city
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council and the FAC put out material suggesting that
planning restrictions would be put on their properties
the effect of the process on members of the local
community has been absolutely disgraceful. It has
resulted in people inquiring at my office as to whether
they should sell their homes.
There have been stories, which I am happy to provide
to the minister. This week's Moorabbin Standard has
an article headed 'Jet fear fuels protest'. There is
concern that by the year 2010 some 100 000 or more
aircraft, including jet aircraft, will enter the airport,
which is situated in suburban Melbourne. The problem
with all of this is that there are helicopters and nobody
is in control of many of these aircraft; they fly under the
height limits, and people who are training on the
weekends are pretending to be Biggles and doing
loop-the-Ioops over Parkdale!
It has become an absolute shemozzle. I do not know
what action the state government can take but somehow
it must intercede with the federal government to ensure
that our community is protected. If this goes on much
longer, particularly with the helicopters, sooner or later
there will be a significant crash. As the minister would
be well aware, since the aeroplane crash at Essendon
Airport in 1978, trainers, for example, are banned at
that airport. The Moorabbin area is a major section of
metropolitan Melbourne. For the interest of members, if
it is planned that 100 000 aircraft are flying around
Moorabbin I have exciting news for them: they will be
all over the place, from Brighton to Sandringham. I
suspect members will receive inquiries from many
people about the activities taking place, all supposedly
to increase the sale price of this airport.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member needs to ask the minister for
action.

Mr LEIGH - I ask the minister to intercede with
the federal government, if possible, to commence
negotiations so that when this airport is sold curfews
and a few other things will apply at night. Citizens in
this community accept the existence of the airport but
feel powerless about what the bureaucracy in Canberra
is doing.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.

Public transport: automatic ticketing
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I raise for the
attention of the Premier the disgraceful situation
existing at the Parliament railway station tonight. The
automatic ticketing system at the station is in a state of

\05

almost complete collapse. At 9 0 'clock I visited the
retail concourse at the bottom of the stairs adjacent to
Parliament house. I request that the Premier require his
minister to investigate or to carry out his own
investigation as to why the ticketing machine and
ticketing system is not working in accordance with the
most simple requirements.
The screen on the larger ticket-selling machine advised
customers to proceed to collect a ticket, but it did not
work if coins were used. When I first saw the machine
there was nothing to indicate that that was a problem.
The two validators were not functioning. There had
been a crude attempt to tape over the visual display area
with masking tape and an even cruder attempt to place
a brochure horizontally over the ticket slot in the
machine. In addition, a traveller who placed his ticket in
a barrier entry machine had the machine swallow his
ticket and he could not get it back. A poor CSE officer
said, 'Oh, not again' and told the customer that if he
was challenged he should say the machine had kept his
ticket. Apparently the machines at Parliament station
get very hungry at this time of night!
Another barrier machine had its engagement warning
signs flashing alternately red and green, making it
impossible for people to work out whether the machine
was actually working. It was a scene of chaos.
Armaguard officers, station staff and customer service
employees did not know what was going on. The
Premier is here tonight. He thinks nothing is wrong
with the automatic ticketing system, but tonight at
9 0' clock it was chaos at the station closest to
Parliament House, with the automatic ticketing
machines in a state of collapse. I issue a challenge to
the Premier that ifhe thinks the ticketing system is all
right to come down with me to Parliament station and I
will show him exactly what is wrong with it.

Stonnington: site analyses
Mr DOYLE (Malvern) - I request the guidance
and help of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government to support my local Stonnington council
with planning proposals, particularly in matters
concerned with site analyses, that may end up in the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal. The minister may
recall a successful meeting he held with a number of
umbrella groups in my electorate who have planning
concerns, particularly about multi-unit developments.
The minister will be well aware of their concerns.
During that meeting he elaborated on the role of
councils and the state government. He made clear to a
number of people that one of the keys to not impeding a
development is to make an appropriate site analysis.

ADJOURNMEJ'l.T

106

ASSEMBLY

The minister's officers made that clear to Stonnington
council. During the meeting with the umbrella groups
of concerned citizens the minister suggested that
officers of his department could sit down with
councillors and council officers to work through the
responsibilities of state government and local councils.
That has happened, and I pay tribute particularly to
Peter Bettess and Peter Wilkinson who were helpful
and constructive in offering to ensure good
development proceeds but that poor development is
made to come up to the mark before council can
approve it. They suggested that the term 'site analysis'
could be carefully defmed and that council should use
all its powers to perhaps neither approve nor reject such
proposals but to insist upon appropriate site analyses to
make sure good development is respectful and
well-mannered.
The minister is well aware of a number of development
proposals around Glenferrie Road, Kooyong Road, the
Kildara school site, the Cabrini Hospital site,
Koolgardie Avenue, Power A venue and a number of
similar developments. I ask the minister to assume there
is a consistent approach from council- and that is an
important factor for consideration. Council insists on an
appropriate site analysis, but if that is not satisfactorily
completed by the developer and the matter goes on
appeal for one reason or another to the AAT with an
appropriately documented case, will the minister join
with the council and offer help about what may be
offered at the AA T so that a good argument may be
mounted? In that way inappropriate and disrespectful
ambit claims would not be made and neighbourhood
amenity and character would not be destroyed. How
can councils be helped to achieve that?

Native title: Gournditch-Mara claim
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - The matter I direct
to the attention of the Minister responsible for
Aboriginal Affairs concerns a native title claim by the
Gournditch-Mara people on the Portland foreshore
development which includes a maritime museum and
visitor information centre. The minister will probably
be better informed than I about the provisions of the
Native Title Act. However, the act imposes the
obligation for parties to negotiate once a native title
claim has been accepted by the National Native Title
Tribunal. Despite the uncertainty because of the
proposed federal Wik legislation, I understand the
Native Title Act is still in operation in Australia.
The matter has been complicated by the fact that
originally the native title claimants - the
Gournditch-Mara people - were in negotiation with
the Glenelg Shire Council about the proposed foreshore
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development. I understand negotiations were about the
right to be involved in the proposed development rather
than lodging an objection to it or an argument that any
sacred or significant site was involved. The negotiations
were simply a courtesy and in line with the important
provisions of the Native Title Act. However, it appears
the owner of the said land is the state government in
that the land is controlled by the Department of Natural
Resources and Environment, and that is where the
complication arises. As I understand the Mirimbiak
Nations Aboriginal Corporation, which coordinates all
claimant groups in Victoria, the department has refused
to negotiate on this native title claim.
There is something symbolic and morally correct in
asking the minister to intervene to ensure that
negotiations take place. The implications of
technicalities in relation to the law are those which
should in this case be overridden by the goodwill and
respect that the government and, I can assure the house,
the opposition would show the original O'Mlers of this
country.

"elimed service: Gippsland
Ms DAVIES (Gippsland West) - I raise an issue
for the Minister for Health through the Minister for
Youth and Community Services. I ask for an early
favourable decision from the minister on the fate of the
Helimed helicopter service. I have been contacted
throughout the past year by members of the ambulance
services, who are mostly professionals, by volunteers
from the SES and the CF A, general members of the
community and hospital administrators, all saying the
same thing - that they need their Helimed helicopter
and they need it based in Gippsland. The new hospital
in Traralgon is going to make no difference to that
need.
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services stated:
I have been assured by the Department of Human Services
that road-based ambulance services will provide the same
level of ... service ... as that provided by Helimed.

I assure the minister that nobody in Gippsland would
agree with that ill-informed assessment. We have some
very remote mountainous areas; we have some very
poor roads. We have no MICA ambulances and no
pararnedic services. Those volunteers, who do such a
fantastic job in our area, deserve the benefits of modem
technology. The government is very fond of saying
how much it supports the technology. I do not think
you are going to be able to convince anybody in
Gippsland that we do not need that Helimed service and
we do not want to go backwards into the Dark Ages.

ADJOURNMENT
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1 ask the minister for an early favourable decision to
keep Helimed in Gippsland where it is based and
needed. I raised this issue in May last year in an
adjournment debate and the Leader of the House was at
the table. He assured me the minister would get back to
me soon, but he never did. I hope the minister will get
back to me on this issue very soon.

Cars: fog lights
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would have been interested to hear the government
speak in recent days about budgetary relief I would be
pleased, as all Bendigonians would undoubtedly be, if
that relief were applied to the Bendigo Health Care
Group.
The group has had a difficult last year. In 1997 the
commonwealth outcome standards committee failed the
nursing home beds on the Barnard Street side of the
Anne Caudle Centre, and the chief psychiatrist made a
report that condemned psychiatric services in the
Bendigo district. Naturally, everybody in the district
would like to see improvements in those essential
health services.

Mrs PEULICH (Bentleigh) - I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. It is in relation to an experience of a
constituent on the night of24 November last year in
Bell Street. Preston, as he was driving his vehicle, a
very nice red convertible. He is a young driver and tells
me he has worked hard to purchase that car. Apparently
he was stopped after driving at the legal speed limit and
was issued a fine by the police for having blue fog
lights. He was told that these were illegal and that only
clear or yellow lights are to be used. He was also issued
with an unroadworthy certificate for driving a vehicle
that was not within regulations and was told to remove
the lights. He says he did not know blue fog lights were
illegal.

The Bendigo Health Care Group has enormous
budgetary problems because of the government's
restrictive health policies. In the past financial year the
health care group lost $2 million on public health
activities. When you take into account the non-pUblic
activities of the group, you see that it had an underlying
loss of $700 000. That loss has caused enormous
problems. At present there are plans to axe another 20
jobs. Of course, the board does not want to do that, but
it has been left with little choice.

The concern of my constituent is that he was able to
purchase the fog lights legally in the local Autobarn
shop, which is a well-known, reputable car accessory
shop. There was no indication on either the packaging
or information given to him by the salesman that the
blue fog lights were illegal. He feels aggrieved and
would like the minister to investigate why something
that is presumably illegal can be legally sold in a shop
such as Autobarn without information being given to
drivers about their illegality, and whether the fme that
has been issued is above board.

For some time there has been a proposal for a new
60-bed nursing home facility to be based at Eaglehawk.
It has been proposed that 60 beds from the Anne
Caudle Centre be relocated to Eaglehawk and that the
building work would commence in the middle of this
year. However, despite there being some money for the
building from trusts and bequests, the proposal will
now not go ahead because the health care group does
not have any other money because of its budgetary
crisis. The money is now needed for the acute area of
the hospital.

He feels aggrieved and would like the minister to
ensure that young drivers like himself who wish to stay
on the right side of the law do not fmd themselves
inadvertently breaking it and having to fork out
significant fines for--

On behalf of the people of the Bendigo district 1 ask the
minister to say what action the government is prepared
to take to stop another 20 jobs and another 20 pay
packets being taken out of the Bendigo economy. I ask
the government to say clearly and unequivocally when
the Eaglehawk nursing home building will commence.

An honourable member intexjected.

Mrs PEULICH - It did not have a siren, no. They
were merely blue fog lights, not hooligan lights. Will
the minister investigate why the attachments were able
to be legally purchased at an Autobahn shop? I believe
they are available through most of those outlets.

8endigo Health Care Group
Mr CAMERON (Bendigo West) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Health issues that confront
the Bendigo Health Care Group. The people of Bendigo

Police: station resources
Mrs SHARDEY (Caul field) - The issue I raise for
the attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services concerns an article in the local Caul field paper
about resources in local police stations. The article is
based on supposed FOI documentation that 1believe
would have been supplied by the shadow minister.
There is nothing in the article about the date on which
the documents were obtained. However, I would like to
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quote from the article and then ask the minister some
questions. The article claims:
Antiquated equipment at local police stations is hampering
efforts to fight crime, and there's no money left to buy new
equipment, according to documents obtained under Freedom
of Information legislation.
The documents show that police have to rely on ageing and
trouble-prone fax machines and photocopiers, and use
computers dating back to the mid-1980s ... Caulfield CIB
requested extra and replacement computer equipment in
August 1996, but had to wait until June last year before a
request for a single computer was approved.
The CIB also needs a video recorder with long and short play
to view surveillance tapes.

I ask the minister what action has been taken to respond
to these plans and what action he intends to take to
ensure that Victorian police stations are equipped in
keeping with modem infonnation technology
standards.

Business migrants
Mr LIM (Clayton) - The matter I raise for the
attention of the minister responsible for state
development in another place, through the Minister for
Planning and Local Government, is one of state
significance.
In view of the fact that the minister has been concerned
for some time now that Victoria has received only a
very small share of the business migrants to Australia
as compared with Western Australia, Queensland and
New South Wales, to the extent that he instructed the
all-party parliamentary Economic Development
Committee, of which I am a member, to investigate
ways and means of improving Victoria's share of this
intake, I ask the minister to respond positively and
urgently to the exodus of the Chinese business elite
from Indonesia at present. The Chinese business
community is fleeing Indonesia because of the
widespread program of racial persecution perpetrated
by the ethnic Indonesians who are blaming the Chinese
for the economic crisis Indonesia is now facing. I urge
the minister to intervene, along with the federal
Parliament, for the purpose of arranging speedy and
smooth entry of these wealthy Chinese economic elite
into Victoria under the business migration program.
I am most concerned and perturbed because, ironically,
this category of migration has never been capped. We
have a small intake into this country of approximately
2000 a year, yet in the past couple of months there has
been an increase in applications to our embassy in
Jakarta of about 310 per cent. Unfortunately, all those
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accepted are going to Sydney and Perth, which is a
serious problem for Victoria.
The Chinese are fleeing for their safety and their lives,
and they are desperate to settle in Australia. They know
we would provide them with the chance to grow
economically, and they would bring to this state the
best business acumen, their considerable wealth and
their knowledge of South-East Asia, particularly
Indonesia. They would contribute significantly to the
economic development of this state.
We cannot afford to miss the opportunity to grab the
best of the economic elite in these Chinese business
communities who are now fleeing Indonesia. I therefore
urge the minister to act positively in this regard.

Mickleham Road: traffic volume
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Transport, representing the
Minister for Roads and Ports in another place. It
concerns increasing traffic problems faced by the
people in my electorate on Mickleham Road, north of
the Tullamarine Freeway.
In recent years we have seen a huge increase in usage
ofMickleham Road as a result of the population boom
in the Greenvale and more recent Alanbrae estate areas.
With a proposed further housing development which is
currently under discussion for that area, Mickleham
Road will become a disaster area. It is already having
trouble coping with the density of traffic, and any
further development would make the situation
impossible. Therefore, I ask the minister to consider the
situation carefully and come to a conclusion soon about
upgrading Mickleham Road and providing the people
in the southern part of my electorate with the sort of
road they need, particularly around Bamford Avenue in
Westmeadows.
I raised the problems in the area with the minister
during the winter months. Quite often one can look
down Mickleham Road towards Greenvale and see
nothing but a sea of brake lights. I ask the minister to
give the matter his highest priority and to come to some
conclusion for the benefits of the constituents of that
part of my electorate.

Responses
Mrs HENDERSON (Minister responsible for
Aboriginal Affairs) - The issue raised with me by the
honourable member for Morwell relates to a maritime
museum at Portland, with which I understand the
Kerrup-Jrnara Aboriginal community have some
involvement. I am not familiar with the proposal, but I
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certainly undertake to explore the matter for the
honourable member. The area involves a range of
ministers. It probably involves the Department of
Natural Resources and Environment and, possibly, the
Premier in his capacity as the minister responsible for
native title. I undertake to infonn the honourable
member of the exact situation. I am not sure that I can
intervene, but I will be happy to infonn him about it.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services ) -The honourable member for
Bentleigh raised concerns about a constituent whose car
was declared unroadworthy after investigations
revealed that blue lens fog lights were affixed to it. On
its face, I feel it was a bit harsh classifying the car as
unroadworthy, although I do not know the full details
of the regulations. The honourable member also said
that reputable companies such as Autobarn sell the blue
lens fog lights - I presume in good faith. I am not sure
what else they could be used for other than as car fog
lights. I suggest the honourable member obtain a copy
of the infringement notice and send it to me. I will then
forward it to the Chief Commissioner of Police for
investigation and report back to her.
The honourable member for Caul field raised a matter
concerning the office equipment at the Caulfield police
station. I am aware of the inadequacies of office
equipment at police stations around the state, not only
in Caul field. The police budget is significant - it is
now almost $1 billion a year - but one of the chief
commissioner's problems is that 93 per cent of that
budget is non-<iiscretionary. That means it goes to
wages and salaries. Something like 7 per cent is
available, and how he should spend that money in
upgrading facilities and equipment for police officers is
up to the discretion of the chief commissioner.
I sought advice from the Victoria Police in relation to
the situation at Caul field. I am advised that all requests
from the officer in charge at the Caul field cm for the
replacement or repair of computer equipment have been
granted and that both the regional command and the
officer in charge consider that the computer equipment
available at Caul field cm is adequate. The request for a
video recorder and player for Caul field cm has yet to
be received by the regional crime management, but as
soon as it is received it will be considered. We will
probably have to discuss it in the next day or so. I have
asked the police force to prepare a comprehensive
information technology investment program for the
force. When that plan is finalised I will seek advice
from the Burke committee as to whether funding can be
forthcoming. Until that process has been gone through I
carmot advance any more information than I have
provided here tonight.
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Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - The honourable member for
Pascoe Vale raised a matter for the Minister for Youth
and Community Services regarding women's refuges
and domestic violence services. Until recently my own
electorate housed a women's refuge. I am not aware of
any complaints arising in respect of the funding of that
refuge. I imagine the honourable member would be
aware that where people are placed in refuges it is
usually away from their home districts because of the
possibility of their receiving unwelcome attention from
persons who might expect them to be in their home
areas. I do not know whether the problem related to a
home-based service or a service in another area, but I
will be happy to receive the correspondence. There was
a general suggestion that there was a need for additional
funding. I am not sure whether that is true in all centres
or in a particular centre, but I am sure if the honourable
member can give the Minister for Youth and
Community Services details he will respond to her.
The honourable member for Mordialloc raised the
matter of the Moorabbin Airport and the threat, as he
sees it, of even executive jet planes landing and taking
otT from that airport. I am aware of the contention that
exists at the moment that it is a commonwealth
responsibility to detennine air safety and air traffic
movements, heights at which planes fly, restrictions on
movements, and so on. I will certainly be pleased to
take the matter up with the federal authorities on behalf
of the honourable member and his community. The
federal government is being a little more realistic with
respect to non-air operational matters at airports. I think
it is looking for state cooperation in encouraging other
non-air traffic generating activities, for instance, on the
edge of the airport land, to generate income. It may be
that a certain number of ambit claims exist with respect
to the possibility of air traffic generating income as
opposed to other means of generating income. The
government will certainly try to reach a reasonable
agreement with the airport administration if that is
possible. I know that the City of Kingston is doing its
best to keep the public informed to try to raise the
matter in its formal planning process.
It may be useful to infonn the honourable member that
I have today agreed to the appointment of an
independent panel. Perhaps the issues raised by the
honourable member can be taken by his community to
that independent panel so that an independent view can
be sought and put to the commonwealth. Perhaps the
commonwealth could be asked to participate in the
panel process to assist in getting advisory information
for both the commonwealth operators of the airport and
the local responsible authority. Ifany members of the
community in the Mordialloc or Moorabbin area have
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not made submissions to give them standing at the
panel I will cenainly accept late submissions and
forward them to the panel to give standing to any
persons who have concern about those matters.
The honourable member for Thomastown asked the
Premier ifhe would pay a visit with him tonight to the
Parliament railway station to see how well the
automatic ticketing machines are working. On behalf of
the Premier, I can advise the honourable member that I
will refer the matter to my colleague the Minister for
Transport to see ifhe can get advice for the honourable
member for Thomastown.
Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, during the adjournment debate I raised a
matter for the attention of the Premier. The Premier was
in the chamber at the time. I raised a number of matters
regarding the automatic ticketing system and asked the
Premier to look at it. The Minister for Planning and
Local Government, who is at the table, says he will
refer it to the Minister for Transport. It was the Premier
during the Mitcham by~lection who announced that
the automatic ticketing system was working well, and I
raised the matter for the attention of the Premier. He is
the minister to whom I directed the question. I ask that
the minister at the table redirect it. The other issue is the
question of ministers being in the house and then, when
matters are raised, walking out in a cowardly fashion. It
is totally repugnant.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Thomastown is well aware that
the Chair cannot control who attends the chamber and
who does not. The questions are answered by ministers
in the house or referred to the minister at the table. The
Chair is again in the hands of the house. The minister is
indicating that he seeks to refer the issue to the Minister
for Transport. I suggest that if that is unsatisfactory to
the honourable member for Thomastown and ifhe
wishes the Premier to intervene another course of
action would be to respond directly in some other form
to the Premier. The Chair is not in a position to uphold
the honourable member's desire in relation to the
direction of the issue, but can merely convey it to the
minister at the table. There is no point of order.

Mr MACLELLAN - I know taxi vouchers
become available at 11 o'clock, but I was not proposing
to extend the time. I do not know whether the
honourable member for Thomastown intends to take
numerous points of order to ensure that taxi vouchers
will be distributed to members, but I will do my best to
conclude my remarks as promptly as I can. In deference
to the honourable member for Thomastown I withdraw

Wednesday, 18 February 1998

my offer to refer the matter to the Minister for
Transport and will leave it with the Premier.
The honourable member for Malvern, however, raised a
very interesting question regarding the need for proper
site analysis. The community has very sensibly raised
this issue. There have been a number of areas of
concern and the honourable member makes a sensible
suggestion that in the event of site analysis not being
appropriate for consideration of medium density, the
council should respond to that by rejecting the
application. If that leads to an appeal, the honourable
member suggests it might be appropriate that I consider
joining in the appeal at the AAT with a ministerial
submission supporting the council in a good case and
seeing if we can obtain an appropriate ruling from the
AAT on the question of the adequacy or inadequacy of
site analysis. That procedure offers a positive and
appealing prospect. I will give consideration to any
request received from councils to so join with them.
However, there may be another approach. It may be
appropriate to require certification by a properly
credentialled or authorised person of the adequacy of
site analysis. That might be better than leaving it to a
single-member decision at the AAT to move to
reinforce the requirement that a proper site analysis be
conducted. However, I thank the honourable member
for raising the matter. I will certainly consider his
suggestions together with the concept of appropriate
certification of site analysis as an alternative.
The honourable member for Gippsland West raised a
matter for my colleague in another place, the Minister
for Health. He also referred it to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services because it involves a
helicopter ambulance. I will refer the matter to those
ministers and seek a response for the honourable
member.
The honourable member for Bentleigh was satisfied
with her answer from the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services.
The honourable member for Bendigo West referred to
the funding difficulties of the Bendigo Health Care
Group. I regret that it has found itself in the difficult
situation of having a deficit through overexpenditure or
unexpected expenditure in some areas.
Apparently the honourable member says that could lead
to the loss of some 20 jobs and the deferral of the
construction of a nursing home at Eaglehawk. I will
certainly raise those matters with the minister and ask
him to respond, although the honourable member
would realise that if every deficit is covered then
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I think that suggestion is best left as being a suggestion
of the honourable member. As for myself, I wish
Indonesia a peaceful solution to its present difficulties. I
hope they are quickly and quietly resolved and I think
any suggestion that we as neighbours might be seen to
be considering an ill wind not blowing anyone any
good in those circumstances is perhaps not a good
suggestion.

management of funds becomes a very difficult issue. I
do not know whether there are some special
circumstances relating to that deficit. If there are I
suggest to the honourable member that the best thing he
could do on behalf of his conununity and the Bendigo
Health Care Group would be to put the special
circumstances to the minister. Certainly he did not refer
to any particular special circumstances tonight in the
house but merely suggested that it would be a jolly
good thing if the people concerned were given a bit
more money. I am sure there are other health services
that would make similar claims for deficit funding and I
would think that a particular case needs to be made if
there are especially demanding circumstances in that
case.

I will draw the honourable member's remarks to the
attention of the minister but I believe that if those
suggestions have to be made they certainly should not
be made in a way which could unintentionally give
offence to a neighbouring country in difficult
circumstances.

The honourable member for Clayton raised for the
attention of the minister responsible for state
development a suggestion that has a factual basis,
which is that Victoria has a very low proportion of
business migrants and a very high proportion of
refugees. The honourable member went on to suggest
that the minister responsible for state development
presumably would take up with a federal colleague the
question of Chinese business migrants from Indonesia
in the present difficult situation ofthat country.

The honourable member for Tullamarine asks me to
raise with the Minister for Transport representing the
Minister for Roads and Ports in another place the
difficulties of the conditions on Mickleham Road and
the need for upgrade funds. I am aware that some funds
could be made available from Westall Road, which is in
a southern suburb, and I will certainly draw to the
attention of the minister the need as the honourable
member sees it for additional funding for the
Mickleham Road to improve traffic safety.
House adjourned 10:48 p.m
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Thursday, 19 February 1998
Tbe SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) took tbe cbair at
10.09 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS

amendment which allows resident beekeeping without the
need to apply for a planning permit The amendment permits
a potentially dangerous activity without the opportunity for
those who will be affected by the activity to voice their
objections.
The use of a residential property in a residential area for
keeping and breeding bees is not appropriate for the site
because:
(a)

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

Planning: height limits
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of Victoria
showeth that building development near the foreshore around
Port Phillip Bay could include high-rise development which
would force or block out residents and existing communities.
Your petitioners therefore pray that zoning laws be urgently
introduced, limiting buildings near the foreshore to two
storeys.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Lean (89 signatures)

Animal shelters
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 arises from proposed amendments to the Code of
Practice for Pounds and Shelters.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the above legislation will
not be amended to force animal shelters or pounds to hold
singly admitted pups in solitary cells, and that pound or
shelter managers should be allowed to use their discretion to
house up to two adult dogs per pen and up to four pups in
such pens.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr E. R. Smith (40 signatures)

Planning: beekeeping
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 with respect to the Planning and
Environment Act 1987, amendment S44 should be
reconsidered by the appropriate authorities with reference to
the following:
That resident beekeeping in suburban areas of Melboume is
potentially dangerous to all residents living in proximity to
the bee hives. This is especially true with respect to schools
and shopping centres in the area We object strongly to the
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of its effect on the amenity and enjoyment of the open space
and garden areas of nearby residential properties.

(b) of the close proximity of schools and shopping centres and

the potential nuisance and safety problems that bees may
cause to students, especially younger children who are
unable to adequately defend themselves from bees.
Your petitioners pray that the amended code S44 of the
Planning and Environment Act 1987 be challenged and
amended once more. Consideration should be given to the
option of reintroducing the requirement for a planning permit,
or excluding the possibility of siting of hives in locations
which are in close proximity to schools, areas of high activity
such as shopping centres and residential areas generally.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr E. R. Smith (404 signatures)

Accident Compensation Act
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria
draws to the attention of the Legislative Assembly its
concerns that the current review of Work cover will lead to
changes to the Accident Compensation Act 1985, which will
be detrimental to workers' rights to a fair and just
compensation system and to health and safety in the
workplace.
Your petitioners therefore request that the government:
reject any proposals to further limit access to
common law for injuries or illnesses;
maintain the right of workers to choose their own
medicallhealth practitioner;
improve access to and levels of benefits by
restructuring payments to one level after 26 weeks;
improve access to independent rehabilitation
services and return to work opportunities;
increase average premiums in line with the
Australian average rather than reduce rights and
entitlements;
improve health and safety standards and
enforcement in the workplace.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the house take note of this
request.

ROAD SAFETY COMMIITEE

114

ASSEMBLY

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Seitz (7 signatures)

Hospitals: privatisation
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The undersigned citizens of Victoria respectfully suggest that
privatising hospitals does not serve the best interests of the
Australian community, and the public hospital system should
remain in public hands.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Savage (656 signatures)
Laid on table.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable member
for Mlldura be considered next day on motion of
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura).

ROAD SAFETY COMMITIEE
Motorcycle safety
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) presented report on inquiry
into review of motorcycle safety in Victoria, together with
appendices.
Laid on table.
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Mr KILGOUR (Shepparton) - I am pleased to
contribute to the debate on the address-in-reply to the
Governor's speech, which was so eloquently presented
at the opening of Parliament on Tuesday by the new
Victorian Governor, Sir lames Gobbo. I pass on my
congratulations to Sir lames on his elevation to that
position.
The Governor's speech heralds a new era in this
Parliament as we move into the second half of the
Kennett government's second tenn of office, which will
ensure the good governance of all Victorians. I, as a
member of the Kennett govenunent, am not the only
one who is proud to say that the people of Victoria are
being well governed. Only a few days ago the Herald
Sun editorial welcomed the announcement by the
Premier that he would continue to lead the government
of Victoria. The editorial of 16 February states:
... his leadership has brought good government to Victoria
and enabled the state to lift itself from the economic doldrums
he inherited from the Cain and Kirner years. The five years of
Kennett government have evoked in Victorians a new pride in
the state, a restocking of the Treasury coffers and a
resurgence in infrastructure projects which are changing the
very face ofMeJboume.

If the editor had thought much about country Victoria
the editorial may have continued on to say that we are
witnessing that infrastructure and the changing face of
the whole of Victoria, not just Melbourne and the
metropolitan area.

Ordered to be printed.

TELEVISING AND BROADCASTING OF
PROCEEDINGS
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition)- I
desire to move, by leave:
Given the Premier's statement on radio 3A Won Thursday,
19 February 1998, that, •I am happy for every debate to be
broadcast', that this house calls upon the Leader of the House
to introduce a motion that allows all parliamentary
proceedings in this house to be freely broadcast without any
limitation.

Leave refused.
GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-m-reply
Debate resumed from 18 February; motion of
Ms McCALL (Frankston) for adoption of
address-in-reply.

The editorial went on to say that the Premier has a new
list of tasks to accomplish in the lead-up to the next
election:
One of them will be the exciting Federation Square
development, roofing over and ridding the city of the present
eyesore of the Flinders Street rail yards. This challenge has
defeated many previous governments.
Victoria's can-do Premier is the man who has promised to
finish that job.

All members of the government fully support the
leadership and brilliant foresight of the Premier as he
continues to lead Victoria to prosperity and in
preparation for the next millennium.
I listened with interest to the Governor's speech, which
explained where we have come from and I look
forward with optimism to the future. I was pleased to
hear that the coalition govenunent will continue to
ensure outcomes are all important. The current
government budget programs and legislation initiatives
will be tested against four measures to improve
outcomes: education; an increase in job opportunities;
the encouragement of safe, healthy lifestyles; and, more
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importantly, the building of a confident and cohesive
community in Victoria. Lifestyle is what we are all
after. I look to the 21 st century in the belief this
government will continue to show strong and fair
leadership.

group, community policing squad and fireanns
registry - will be housed under one roof. 1 understand
the government will spend $6 million to ensure that law
and order are upheld by providing a new police
complex and ensuring the support of the community.

The Kennett government inherited a $30.6 billion debt,
which represented around 30 per cent of gross state
product; the debt has been reduced to $11.3 billion,
which represents 8.6 per cent of gross state product.
That is a significant debt reduction since 1992. The
government has also assured Victorians that high
quality, readily accessible services will be provided to
meet their needs.

It is often difficult for people in country areas to know
what is happening in the rest of Victoria. Many people
in northern Victoria would not know that $40 million
has been spent on a new prison at Sale. For how many
years did the Labor Party talk about doing something
about the prison system? The government has now
privatised the prison system. I was horrified when I saw
how prisoners were treated at the former Pentridge
Prison and was determined to do something about it.
The complex has now closed.

Last night in this debate the honourable member for
Knox referred to the wonderful services available in his
electorate and, on behalf of his constituents, praised the
government for its performance. Today 1 will focus on
what has happened in the Shepparton electorate since
the Kennett government took office and will also refer
to what we can look forward to in the future.
One need look only at what is happening in country
Victoria and in my electorate to see how much the
government cares. For some time Shepparton has had
major policing problems. The police station was too
small even when it was opened 25 years ago and police
officers have been forced to work in deplorable
conditions. The former Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, the Honourable Pat McNamara,
and the current Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, the Honourable Bill McGrath, visited my
electorate. They agreed with me that the conditions
police had to work in were deplorable and they should
not be expected to uphold law and order while working
in those conditions.
Construction of a new police complex is planned for
Shepparton in a situation not unlike what happened in
Knox and Ballarat. A new police station has been
opened at Knox and 1 understand that the honourable
member for Ballarat East recently pulled a lever to
commence excavation of the site for a new courthouse
and police station complex worth $30 million at
BaHarat. BaHarat has had an old police station for many
years and the complex is desperately needed.
Planning is in progress for a new complex at
Shepparton and construction work will begin soon. I
look forward to turning the first sod in the early part of
the next financial year. The superintendent of police at
Shepparton, Danny Maloney, who is doing a
magnificent job of pro-active policing, has told me he is
extremely comfortable with progress on the planning.
All police services in Shepparton - traffic operations

Prior to the privatisation of prisons I visited Queensland
as a member of a committee whose job it was to
examine the way prisons had been privatised in that
state. As a way of ensuring that the old prison culture
was not instituted in the new system, when the then
Queensland government closed the Boggo Road gaol it
did not move the staff of that prison to the privatised
system. As part of the process of moving the former
Pentridge prisoners to the country the government has
employed new staff. The new staff members have
adopted a different culture from the culture of the old
prison system. and that will assist in ensuring better
rehabilitation.
It costs the government significantly less to maintain
the privatised Sale Prison than it cost to maintain the
former Pentridge Prison. The Labor Party did not want
to privatise prisons. However, warders and other staff at
the Sale Prison will say that the new system is working
extremely well. The government's leadership in these
matters distinguishes it from other state governments.
Following my election more than six years ago I
travelled around Australia and found that people
laughed about Victoria's problems. People now say to
me, 'Tell us how you have done it? How did you
change the culture of the public service? Tell us about
the magnificent things that have occurred in education.
Tell us what you cared about and ensured would
happen following the closure of small country schools
because they could not provide what children require in
a competitive and technological world'. The Labor
Party said the government should not close small
schools, yet tremendous outcomes have come from
small country schools joining schools in larger regional
centres - students now get a better education.
1 want to concentrate on the magnificent performance
of the government and its decision to support country
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towns in the provision of water purification and
sewerage facilities. I grew up in the small town of
Katamatite - the honourable member for Ballarat
West acknowledges it is a great town - which has a
population of 300. I was the son of the general
storekeeper. When we turned on our tap to get a glass
of water we could hold up the glass and see the
wrigglers wriggling around in the water. People in
country Victoria have come to expect that sort of thing
in their water.
My youngest daughter, who attends La Trobe
University at Bendigo, fills up plastic bottles with
Shepparton water because she will not drink Bendigo
water. Anyone in Bendigo will attest to the desperate
need for a water purification plant in that city. It will
happen under the government's leadership. The Labor
government did not care about Bendigo or any other
provincial town beyond the tram tracks. The current
government is perfonning like no other in supporting
country people.
In my electorate Goulburn Valley Water, which was
fonned when a number of water authorities throughout
the Goulburn Valley combined, recently extended its
territory when it joined with a water authority in the
southern area of the Goulburn Valley. The honourable
member for Bundoora said that the two water
authorities should not combine under any
circumstances, but they have now come together.
People in the southern area of the valley will benefit
greatly by being part of the Goulburn Valley Water
district. They are very supportive of the new water
purification plant and sewage treatment works.

Goulburn Valley Water received $39 million from the
government - something that has never previously
occurred - as part of the government's $450 million
regional water package. The authority, which is based
in Shepparton, is utilising those funds to accelerate its
water and infrastructure programs, retire debt and
reduce tariffs across the region. That is good news upon
good news because people in the area will get better
facilities at a better price. It is the greatest story
government members could ever tell in country
Victoria.
On 1 July 1997 the former Mid-Goulburn Water Board
was amalgamated into Goulburn Valley Water.
Goulbum Valley Water has reduced its debt by
$17 million since the amalgamation. As a result money
is going back into the pockets of country people
because the authority has reduced tariffs drastically for
every customer in the region. The annual water service
tariff for all residential and commercial customers with
a standard 20 millimetre meter has been reduced to
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$80 in every town managed by Goulburn Valley Water.
It is a magnificent perfonnance.

Alexandra, Seymour and Yea, which are a long way
from my electorate of Shepparton, are being supported
by the electorate. Small businesses in Alexandra,
Seymour, Yea and Mansfield that were previously
charged a water service fee of $261 a year will now pay
$80 a year, yet the honourable member for Bundoora
had the cheek to say that the government should not
combine the authorities.
The reductions are possible because of the
government's magnificent grant to assist water
authorities accelerate water infrastructure programs. In
Mansfield, last year's water tariff of70 cents a kilolitre
has been reduced to 40 cents. The government is doing
a magnificent job. Not only are the people of Mansfield
saving thousands of dollars in water and sewerage
charges, but Goulburn Valley Water is about to build a
$2 million water purification plant. That would not
have occurred under a Labor government, which could
not care less about services to country people.
Towns such as Nathalia, Mansfield, Euroa and Tongala
have had their water tariffs reduced from 45 cents to
40 cents a kilolitre, a reduction of 13 per cent.
Murchison, Nagambie, Violet Town and Longwood
have had their water tariffs reduced from 50 cents to
40 cents a kilolitre, a 20 per cent reduction. In
Broadford, Kilmore, Wallan, Wandong, Heathcote
Junction and Marysville, Goulburn Valley Water has
slashed the cost of water by 21.6 per cent, from
51 cents to 40 cents a kilolitre. That is good news for
residents in the area covered by Goulburn Valley
Water. The cost of water to customers in all towns in
the Goulbum Valley Water region has been
standardised at 40 cents a kilolitre, except in its largest
supply system, Shepparton and Mooroopna, with their
significant economies of scale where the price is even
lower at 32 cents a kilolitre - possibly the lowest
water price anywhere in Australia.
I am proud to be part of helping those two utilities
come together. I congratulate Mr Mijo Darveniza,
chairman of Goulburn Valley Water and Mr Laurie
Gleeson, its chief executive officer, who have brought
this utility to the forefront, not only in the provision of
water but also in the treatment of waste water. A new
waste water tariff policy, announced on 1 January, will
significantly reduce sewerage costs to businesses and
residential property owners. For example, in Broadford
customers of Goulbum Valley Water will receive a
minimum 50 per cent reduction in their annual
sewerage bills, from $475 to $240. That is what the
honourable member for Bundoora said should not
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happen. She does not care about the people of
Broadford, but they are now being magnificently served
by this new utility.
As a result of the statesman-like approach adopted by
the management of Goulbum Valley Water, the
greatest price reductions have been passed on to those
customers who were incurring the highest water and
sewerage costs. Those people will certainly be happy to
see an improvement in their service.

Next month the Deputy Premier will officially
commission a new, 40-megalitre-a-day, state-of-the-art
water filtration plant in Shepparton. The new plant,
constructed by Goulbum Valley Water, will increase
the city's waste water capacity to lOO million litres a
day and also make provision for a pipeline across the
Goulburn River to Mooroopna to ensure that its water
is of the best possible quality.

In addition, this month will see the commencement of
an upgrading of waste water facilities in other areas
through the Goulburn Valley Water region. Many of
the waste water treatment plants in country Victoria
need to be upgraded to meet today's environment
standards, and to that end Goulbum Valley Water, with
fmancial support from the Victorian government, is
planning to invest $18 million in major augmentation
works at the Shepparton, Mooroopna and Tatura waste
water treatment plants.
Shepparton has a problem that is different from those of
most country towns. The SPC cannery and the
CampbeIl's Soups food processing plant produce an
amount of waste similar to the amount discharged by a
city of250 000 people, and Goulbum Valley Water has
to treat that waste. The city of Shepparton has a
population of27 000 and the City of Greater
Shepparton has a population of about 50000. Because
of those plants Shepparton has the added problem of
ensuring that treated waste discharged into the
Goulburn River does not cause blue-green algae
problems. Much is being done by Goulbum Valley
Water to provide the facilities that will support the
major food processors, such as SPC, Ardmona Foods,
Campbell's, Tatura Milk and Rosella Foods. With
financial support from the government, Goulbum
Valley Water plans to invest more than $65 million
over the next four years in upgrading waste water
treatment plants to ensure that they are consistent with
the objectives of the state environment protection
policy.
The government's $35 million financial assistance
package has enabled Goulburn Valley Water to
accelerate its capital works program to provide
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sewerage in all unsewered towns in the region with a
population of more than 500. I am sure Goulbum
Valley Water will continue to move ahead and on
completion of this water and waste water infrastructure
program country Victoria will be a better place to live.
It is important that country Victorians be provided with
high quality services; most importantly, those services
are critical for economic growth. Country towns must
be able to attract food processors by providing water at
World Health Organisation standards; they must also
have the ability to deal with the waste.
The government will continue to ensure that Victoria is
a state in which business can be conducted with
confidence. Victoria has already distinguished itself
from other Australian states because of what has been
done. Last week it was announced that Victorians
households will be better off by $60 because of a
reduction in their winter power bills.
I refer the house to the government's initiative to ensure
that it is providing the best quality education available.
In my electorate the community closed a senior
secondary college and amalgamated it with three other
secondary colleges. That allowed a T AFE college to
use the amalgamated site for the betterment of
education. The government supports the teaching of
science and technology in Shepparton by providing a
science and technology centre at McGuire College
which will provide more flexibility in teaching those
subjects. I know the people of Shepparton and the
Goulbum Valley are pleased that their children will
have the opportunity to be taught science and
technology in a centre which is second to none in
Victoria.
There have been school upgrades like we have never
seen before. When I first became the honourable
member for Shepparton I made noises about the
problems with our school infrastructure. Victoria was
14 years behind in the upgrading of our schools. The
Wilmot Road Primary School had $360 000 spent
upgrading it. The school had not been touched since it
was built in the early 1960s and the toilets were ridden
with white ants. When I visited the school on opening
day this year I was pleased to see that the local
community was proud of its new facilities. The
government's provision of school amenities has been
magnificent.
In his speech the Governor referred to the government's
support for the improvement of health facilities. I have
only to look down the road from my office to the
magnificent Goulburn Valley Base Hospital to
appreciate what has been happening. Doctors now have
the opportunity through telemedicine to get the
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information they need by direct contact with Melbourne
hospitals. Operations in Melbourne hospitals are being
televised direct to the Goulburn Valley Base Hospital
so that specialists and doctors can see what is
happening. Through telemedicine it is much easier to
send infornlation back and forth. It has been a
magnificent improvement in the support for our doctors
and country Victoria in particular.
The government has also provided a brand new acute
care centre. The hospital was built in the 1960s and
obviously had to be upgraded. The Labor Party did not
want to know about our hospital problems. Through the
Minister for Health an $8 million new facility has been
constructed for acute care, there has been a new
casualty department, a new birthing centre and also a
new geriatric-psychiatric centre. The Goulburn Valley
Base Hospital will now be among the best hospitals in
country Victoria.
A senior medical officer told me today that he was
pleased with the new tacilities they had moved into. I
shall look forward to the Premier coming to Shepparton
to open that facility possibly in April. The hospital will
provide a magnificent service to country Victorianspeople who were simply forgotten by the Labor Party.
This government is prepared to say to country Victoria,
'We care for you and we will put these facilities into
country Victoria'.
I refer to the support given by the government for the
arts in my electorate. Many city people think that
country people do not care about the arts. They think
that all we do is wander around in gumboots with cow
dung on them. We have some magnificent people in
country Victoria who do care about the arts, some of
whom like to perfonn. We have now opened in
Mooroopna a performing arts theatre called the
Westside Theatre which has been built on the
Mooroopna Secondary College site. It will be getting
support from the school, which put a lot of money into
it. Support has been received also from the Department
of Education, which has put $500 000 into it; the
Community Support Fund, which has given $400 000
through the Ministry for the Arts, for which I thank the
minister sincerely; and the local municipality, which
put in $500 000. The community is saying, 'We care
about the arts in country Victoria and the government
stepped in right alongside us'. The Minister for
Education will be coming to Shepparton shortly to open
that facility, which would never have been built under
Labor rule. Currently skill centres that we could have
only dreamed of before are opening in country Victoria.
Before I close, I refer to what really makes my
electorate and the Goulburn Valley grow and move
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ahead and why I was so pleased to hear the sorts of
things that the Governor said in his speech on Tuesday.
Water is a major issue in the Goulburn Valley and there
are nlajor problems with salinity. This government has
expressed its understanding that the Goulbum Valley is
the food bowl of Victoria, producing the food that we
need not only to eat but also to export. This government
wants to treble our exports to $6 billion by the year
2000 and we are well on the way to doing that. My
electorate in the Goulbum Valley is playing a major
part in the provision of stone fruit, soft fruit, tomatoes
and dairy products. which are the largest exports out of
the Melbourne wharf
Whilst on the subject of wharves, what is happening at
Webb Dock at the moment is of vital importance to my
electorate. The union bullies are not prepared to stand
up against somebody else and say, 'We can
compete' - because they cannot compete! The
National Fanners Federation is prepared to say, 'We
can do the job better and we are going to help Victoria
to be competitive overseas with its exports'. You and
your mates in the union do not want that, do you?

An honourable member interjected.
Mr KILGOUR - No, your mates in the union
want to see us go down to be the most-The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
should address the Chair.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr KD...GOUR - This government is prepared to
support the NFF program so that our docks are
competitive and food products from Shepparton can be
moved overseas and sold. That would make country
Victoria more competitive and enable country
Victorians to earn money through exports. That will not
happen if the union has its way on the docks. We need
support, and we need the NFF to win at Webb Dock.
The $5 million provided for the research facility at
Tatura in the Goulburn Valley will make sure that the
necessary scientific research is done to ensure that the
food bowl of Australia in the Goulburn Valley can
continue to provide the food that we need not only to
eat but to export all over the world. I thank the
government for that. I am very proud to have been a
part of a government that has understood what is
needed in country Victoria and has provided for all
country Victorians the opportunity to have good quality
water and sewerage facilities that we can use to ensure
that we, in Victoria, remain the top state in Australia for
many years.
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Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) - I rise in this place
today for the very first time as the newly elected
representative of 34 ()()() voters in the electorate of
Mitcham who were given an unexpected opportunity
late last year to cast a judgment on the performance of
the Victorian government.

day. Indeed, from the very first day of the campaign to
the very last the electorate of Mitcham resonated with
spontaneous protest at the government's changes to
Workcover and the Office of the Auditor-General and
to the reasons put forward by the government for those
changes.

My first duty today is to express my gratitude to the
voters of Mitcham for entrusting their representation to
me. As someone who has maintained a very long
interest in politics, notably Labor politics, I understand
how very few Victorians get the opportunity of serving
in this place. Indeed, as the fifth member for Mitcham, I
become only one of fewer than 1400 Victorians to
serve in this place in 140 years. It is that realisation,
along with the very recent experience of being elected,
that makes me feel both humble and very privileged
today.

I do not wish to use my first speech in this place to
re-enter in any great detail the debates on the
Auditor-General and Workcover beyond this one
simple, unassailable contention, tested and proven at
the ballot box, and that is to say: these changes are
ill-conceived; they are totally unreasonable and they do
not advance the well-being of Victorians one inch.
They are, to quote a former Deputy Leader of the
Liberal Party, 'prime examples of bad government'. As
such, the legislation which underpins them ought to be
repealed and it ought to be repealed immediately.

I understand it is the practice of many new members in
this place during their inaugural address to recite, for
the benefit of other members, a range of statistical data
which helps characterise the electorate. I hope you will
forgive me, Mr Speaker, ifl do not engage in any such
recital today. After the magnificent support I received
from my new colleagues on this side of the house
I doubt that there is one feature of the Mitcham
electorate, either statistical or physical, with which they
are not intimately acquainted. Although I have spent
more than half my life as a resident of the electorate,
I suspect that there are members on this side who have
a far better knowledge than I of every letter box,
doorbell and lunch shop in Blackbum, Nunawading and
Mitcham. To them, I simply say, 'Thank you tor your
magnificent work. It's great to be here as part of the
team' .

The Labor opposition, of which I am now a proud
member, has a clear view on these issues. We share a
belief that the interest of all Victorians as taxpayers is
best served by a truly independent and adequately
resourced Auditor-General. We believe this because
history tells us that all governments make mistakes; no
government is infallible. Because of this, governments
from time to time need to be pulled back into line. The
Auditor-General has long been the first line of defence
of the public's interest as taxpayers. As such, the
Auditor-General should have remained as he was.

I cannot, however, let the occasion of my first speech in
this place pass without reflecting upon the
circumstances which have led to my being here. After
all, the circumstances were very unusual. In resigning
his position and forcing a by-election, the former
member for Mitcham, Mr Roger Pescott, deliberately
and specifically invited the voters of Mitcham to use
the ballot as a plebiscite on the government's changes
to the office of Auditor-General and to the changes to
common-law rights associated with Workcover. It is
my very distinct recollection that on 13 December last
year the voters of Mitcham took up my predecessor's
offer with unbridled enthusiasm.
I have been involved in the Labor Party for a decade
and in that time I have had the opportunity of
participating in a variety of campaigns at federal, state
and local level. Prior to late last year I had never hear
such a united community voice on key issues of the

The Labor Party also believes common-law rights,
common to all Victorian workers regardless of their
occupation or trade and regardless of how safe or
dangerous their workplace may be, deserve to be
maintained for injured workers. The stripping away of
rights enjoyed by workers for generations makes
absolutely no sense.
It is sometimes claimed by observers of the political
world that with each year that passes there is less and
less to distinguish the two major political parties. To
those observers I simply say: come to Victoria and look
at what happened in Mitcham. In Mitcham there was a
clear difference between where Labor and the coalition
stood on key issues. As I said earlier, my recollection is
that the voters of Mitcham had no problem in
differentiating where Labor and the coalition stood, and
they cast their votes accordingly.
In reflecting on the events oflate last year it occurred to
me that there is a vital role in contemporary Victorian
politics for the ideal of respect. To flourish,
parliamentary democracy needs that ideal in the right
measure; without it, parliamentary democracy may
survive but not flourish. We are fortunate to live in a
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society which has traditionally placed a high premium
on the values oftolerance and political plurality. The
fact that intelligent Victorians can genuinely disagree
about what they believe to be in the best interests of
Victoria and Australia has never been a barrier to the
legitimacy of those views.
This place, with its reliance on an adversarial style of
debate across the chamber which characterises the
Westminster parliamentary system, demonstrates every
day the central roles of plurality and tolerance. But it
does not necessarily follow that the respect for
opposing views and opinions which is codified and
ingrained in the forms and procedures of this place
extends automatically to the debates or relationships
beyond Parliament, the most important of which is the
relationship between the executive and the broad
Victorian community. In late 1997 the people of
Mitcham learnt this of their government and respect.
They have a government which demands respect
ceaselessly, earns it infrequently and offers it rarely to
the community it serves.
It is sometimes said of residents of the eastern suburbs
of Melbourne that they are less passionate or interested
in politics and political debate. In some respects that
may be true, but it would be a serious underestimation
of those Victorians to assume their opinions on
important issues are any less important than the
opinions of anyone else.

A remarkable thing has happened in Victoria in the past
two years. Following the last Victorian election
residents of Mitcham, together with other Victorians,
were lauded by the Victorian government for their
vision and acceptance of change, but the kind words did
not last long. By December last the voters in Mitcham
were no longer forward-thinking Victorians ready to
partner their government into the next century - at
least, not according to the government. Instead, they
were seen as a sectional interest group. That expression
was used repeatedly; they were described as a sectional
interest group for whom the government would not
prostitute its principles.
That doyen of civil liberties and British honours list,
Ron Walker, went even further. He called the voters of
Mitcham ungrateful customers. He went further again
yesterday when he told Melbourne radio listeners he
was not interested in their opinions. If the voters of
Mitcham were customers, we know what product they
were not buying in the pre-Christmas rush.
I am not so presumptuous as to claim wisdom in a wide
range of parliamentary matters, but I know that the first
principle any government must observe is respect -
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respect for the Victorians who elect the government,
respect for the Victorians who through their high taxes
pay the bills of government by cash or credit, and
respect for the legitimacy of a diversity of opinion. A
government which does not include respect for its
electorate as the first and foremost principle is a
government destined to fail.
The respect the government is prepared to offer the
community it serves will be detennined in large part by
the leadership of that government. In the modem
political era Victoria has been well served by leaders
who, despite their political differences, were always
prepared to accept that in a vibrant liberal democracy
people had the right to disagree. Those leaders Rupert Hamer, Lindsay Thompson, John Cain and Joan
Kirner - understood that a diversity of opinion is vital
to the health of a democracy. None of those Premiers
ever subscribed to the view, which has unfortunately
gained some currency of late, that to operate a
leadership under such conditions is in any way weak or
deficient. How could they? As educated and intelligent
leaders they understood that the entire history of
Victoria as a colony and a state has been characterised
by a rich tradition of dissent.
Only a few weeks ago I was intrigued to read a
newspaper report in which the current Victorian
Premier - at least, I think he is still Premiernominated a number of prominent Victorians as
examples of the leadership that this state and nation
needs. Included in that list of historical figures was
David Syme - somebody, the Premier said, who had
been prepared to run risks to position his community
for the future and to provide a vision for the future. I am
sure that in my time in this place I will disagree with
the Premier on far more occasions than I shall agree
with him, but on this occasion I agree completely.
David Syme was a Victorian who demonstrated great
leadership. He was a passionate, hardworking Victorian
whose life's work gave rise to a modem media
institution in this state. David Syrne, importantly, was a
Victorian intimately associated with popular protest. He
saw the representative Victorian Parliament at a point
not far beyond its birth and a mass circulation
newspaper as twin means of channelling popular
protest into constructive social reforms. He was
extremely successful in that endeavour.
David Syme's reputation as a leader was forged by his
willingness to courageously take on vested interests in
Victoria. His forthright and ceaseless campaigns against
corrupt politicians and corrupt governments caused him
to be called before the bar of this place on at least two
occasions. As someone who had been elected to the
first Legislative Assembly he would not have been out
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of place coming in here, but thankfully those
experiences in no way dented his enthusiasm to
continue the assault against vested interests. In so far as
David Syme's leadership style involved the exposure of
corrupt governments and conupt politicians, I
enthusiastically and wholeheartedly commend his
example to the Premier. Suffice to say of David Syme
and leadership: the newspaper he built endures; bad
governments do not.
The people of Mitcham have chosen me to be their
parliamentary representative in this place until the next
election. I hope I am able to vindicate their decision by
always respecting their views and by providing them
with the vigorous representation they deserve,
something that has been sadly lacking in recent years. I
do not expect that every time I go into bat for my
constituents I will achieve the perfect outcome, but the
nature of our representative parliamentary system
demands that I try, and I certainly shall try.
I hope while serving in this place I can also contribute
something to a number of key policy areas that have an
impact on the Mitcham electorate. Education remains a
critical issue. During the Mitcham campaign attention
was drawn to the difficult position of some schools in
that electorate. School maintenance budgets are a good
example. Small primary schools have difficulty because
of their numbers, and the subsequent smaller school
communities that surround them, in raising funds to
help with the upkeep of the schools.
Smaller schools such as Mitcham and Nunawading
primary schools have maintenance budgets that remain
grossly underfunded. Mitcham Primary School has
cracks in its walls which you can put your hand into.
Despite constant requests for government assistance,
nothing is done. The government has a far more
effective record in sending the electorate glossy
brochures and sponsoring full-page newspaper
advertisements, but to my knowledge those things
cannot be used to prop up crumbling walls.
When seeking American assistance more than half a
century ago Winston Churchill said:
Give us the tools and we will finish the job.

That famous line could be used today to describe the
position in which schools in the Mitcham electorate
find themselves. Given adequate resources the state
primary and secondary schools in Mitcham could do an
even better job. They have the potential to be every bit
as successful as the private schools, which with each
month that passes seem to be attracting more students
from the public sector.
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When the people of Mitcham voted last December they
did not vote for fewer resources for the education
system. On the contrary, exit polling research indicated
that after the Auditor-General and Workcover,
education ranked third in importance. There is
widespread and growing concern that the government is
not doing enough. I acknowledge that the government
made some general statements this week about
increasing resources for education but the test so far as I
am concerned of whether the increase is adequate will
be things such as the maintenance budgets at schools in
the Mitcham electorate.
Another concern of Mitcham voters is the ambulance
system. Like education, the ambulance service has been
starved of the resources it needs to do its job
effectively. During the campaign the government
reassured voters that the system was fme, but again the
government's rhetoric did not quite match the reality.
One example from the campaign demonstrates this
point.
While out doorknocking one Saturday afternoon I
encountered a young man who had collapsed and
needed urgent medical assistance. An ambulance was
called. Given that the drama was played out only
300 metres from the Nunawading ambulance station
there was a realistic expectation that assistance would
arrive quickly. Not surprisingly, that did not happen. I
recollect it was a wait of more than 10 minutes. Some
people might say that is not overly excessive, but given
that the traffic conditions that afternoon were
reasonably light, the simple truth is that we need more
ambulances in this state, not fewer. We should not have
to endure more coronial inquiries and police
investigations into contract negotiations before that
need is acknowledged.
The incident highlighted another problem - drugs.
Sadly the casualties of the drug trade continue to mount
and there is an element of despair surrounding the
current problem with drugs. Despite the best efforts of
state governments to tackle the problem, addiction and
abuse give every indication of steadily growing. This
government can take some credit with its Turning the
Tide initiatives, which will do something positive to
address the worst consequences of the drug trade.
However, those programs could be better
complemented by properly funded rehabilitation
programs. The laws of economics are determining that
more and more Victorians will become drug users. That
is the ruthless way the free market seems to work in the
drug trade.
The young man I encountered while doorknocking had
collapsed from a heroin overdose. I understand that

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
122

ASSEMBLY

today on the streets of Melbourne one can purchase
heroin very cheaply- for approximately $20 per cap.
When heroin is available so cheaply it will be pushed to
a much wider audience. Because of its increased
affordability it will be pushed to young Victorians, for
whom $20 or $30 might be a week's pocket-money.
I appreciate that an enormous amount of work is being
done to try to address why young Victorians are turning
to drugs. I know that much of that work results in
innovative programs that will help many who are
thinking about trying drugs such as heroin to think
again. However, when the price of a cap of heroin falls
to $20 all the best intentions and thinking will not stop
more and more young Victorians from succumbing to
the temptation.
I have asked myself the question: why is the price of
heroin so low today? So far as I can tell no heroin is
manufactured in Australia; it is all imported. Right now
it appears that the country is relatively awash with it.
The fact that heroin can enter the country so easily and
find its way on to the streets of Melbourne at $20 a cap
is nothing short of a national disgrace. I urge the
government to do everything it can to persuade its
federal colleagues to make detection at the likely point
of entry a higher priority. It could do that by
encouraging the federal government to reverse
senseless cuts to the Australian Federal Police and the
customs service. Once we allow imports of drugs like
heroin to hit the streets our efforts to lessen dependency
and abuse will become so much harder.
The escalating number of drug overdoses in this city,
some of which are occurring in the shadows of this very
building, demonstrate a further clear need for more
ambulances. The ambulance service is called upon to
deal with these incidents, and I do not believe it is
enough simply to equip the existing ambulance fleet
with a wider range of medications. We need more
ambulances.
The other great scourge of the state is unemployment. I
hope my election to this place will encourage the
government to revisit its policies in this area. I am
extremely fortunate to have never been without paid
employment in my adult lifetime. I expect that that is
pretty much the experience of other honourable
members. However, with each year that passes it seems
that a secure job increasingly becomes a matter of
chance rather than an outcome determined by merit or
application.
I have a particular concern for middle-aged
unemployed Victorians. My father was retrenched in
1982 at the age of 61. At that time I can recall my
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family being angry and confused, although we accepted
that people lose their jobs in recessions. Today, in
relatively better economic times, Victorians are losing
their jobs at much younger ages, even though they may
have spent many years in their chosen careers.
The dimension of the problem can be appreciated by
referring to a simple ABS statistic. In December 1988
the number of Victorians aged 45 or older who were
seeking full-time employment was recorded as fewer
than 12 000, half the number of teenagers in the same
position, and in December 1997 - 9 years on - while
the number of Victorians aged 15 to 19 seeking
full-time employment had risen, it had been overtaken
by the middle-aged group. So while youth
unemployment over the past decade has deteriorated
steadily there has been a virtual explosion in
middle-aged unemployment to the point where that
group now outnumbers the younger group by 20 per
cent.
Unemployment will always be a joint responsibility of
the federal and state governments. However, it is
imperative that the resources being put into assisting the
jobless to find meaningful work by the state
government are targeted to those whose need is
greatest. There is a rapidly increasing need to
acknowledge middle-aged unemployment at this time.
My final hope as a new member of this place is that I
may in some small way contribute to making it more
relevant to the lives and experiences of the Victorians it
represents. For what seems an eternity we have been
barraged with calls for and claims of smarter work
practices, greater efficiencies and improved flexibility. I
wonder how this place measures up as a workplace and
a determiner of so much that happens in Victoria.
Are we to exhort the public and private sectors to
rapidly increase productivity and service standards but
expect the electorate to exclude this place from any
similar effort? Entrusted as we are with maintaining the
best interests of those who elect us, we can hardly
blame the electorate for growing cynical as to the value
of parliamentarians if the practices and procedures we
adopt do not reflect a genuine concern and commitment
to putting the electorate's interests first. This place,
through its representatives, does itself no good
whatsoever when it attempts to justify an extension to
individuals of entitlements that are ultimately
unjustifiable. In short, I believe the interests of the
community deserve to be placed ahead of the interests
of any member of this place.
The events of late 1997, which led to my being here
today, have caused a crude redrawing of the electoral
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map. The map now shows a splash of red amid an
ocean of blue out in the east. However, the optimists
among us view the by-election differently- more akin
to a ray of hope breaking through the gloom and
despair that is often the mark of a government that has
fallen out of touch. Perhaps the ocean analogy is of
more comfort to some; after all, Mitcham is but one
electorate. But in the east we now know which way the
tide is running, and we know the strength of that tide.

agree with a great deal of it, as you would expect, but it
was eloquently put.

As a graduate of Monash University I relate easily to

I also pass on my congratulations to Sir lames
Gobbo - firstly, on his appointment as Governor of
Victoria; and secondly, on the fme way in which he
carried out his duties on Tuesday during the opening of
Parliament. I have not the slightest doubt that Sir lames
will prove to be one of Victoria's truly great governors
and somebody Victorians can be very proud of.

the motto of that institution: I am still learning. I am
sure members opposite will remind me of that in the
months and years ahead. Life is all about learning and
new experiences, and I am certainly looking forward to
the opportunity of serving in this place.
I believe all of us are in some way moulded by the
people in our lives, and I am fortunate to have been
helped and influenced by some truly outstanding
Victorians. I am indebted to my parents, who raised
nine children, to my wife, Sandy, who is here today and
who is helping to raise our two boys, and to my many
friends in and beyond the Labor Party for their support
over many years.
When Major Thomas Mitchell explored Victoria
160 years ago he was so taken with the place that he
coined the expression, •Australia Felix', which means,
'the southern land of happiness'. Each generation of
Victorians needs to frame its own vision for the future
of the state. The physical potential identified by
Mitchell has now largely been realised, but what is our
vision of a new Australia Felix? I believe it must
include the aspiration to unlock the vast human
potential of this state. My vision for Victoria transcends
shining lapel badges, the temporary hype of major
events and the passing appeal of glossy brochures.
In my Australia Felix the Victorian government would
give Victorians not only the opportunity but the vital
support they need to fully realise their natural talents. It
would give this support in full and appropriate measure,
not in half measures.

In closing, I sincerely hope that I serve in this place
long enough to see that sort of Victoria emerge in the
new century and to make some positive contribution to
its realisation. I end by thanking you, Mr Speaker, for
your indulgence on this occasion and the house for its
courtesy.
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - I begin by offering my
sincere and wann congratulations to the honourable
member for Mitcham on his maiden speech. I did not

It is my genuine hope that, for however brief a time he
may stay in this house, the honourable member makes a
considerable contribution to the standing of the
Victorian parliamentary Labor Party. God knows
somebody has to, and one hopes the honourable
member for Mitcham may be the one.

I express my loyalty to Australia's current system of
government. Some people say to me that because I am
of Irish heritage - three of four lots of grandparents
were Irish - Mr Thwaites intetjected.

Mr FINN - Three of four lots of
great-grandparents, I should say. I thank the honourable
member for Albert Park for picking me up on that. Life
is confusing enough without going to those lengths!
People tell me that because of my I should
automatically be a republican, but I do not see the logic
in that argument. There is not the slightest doubt in my
mind or anybody else's that the Irish have made an
enormous contribution to Australia over a long period.
In fact, some may say they have made a greater
contribution than any other group in Australia's history,
although I will not be so controversial as to suggest that
that is true - Mr Traynor intetjected.
Mr FINN - As the honourable member for
BaHarat East points out, the export of Guinness stout is
something we will always treasure. That is just a small
part of the contribution the Irish have made to
Australia. However, I fail to see what internal Irish
history has to do with the way Australia is governed as
we approach the 21st century. It has no relevance at all
to the way in which Australia should conduct its own
affairs, either in 1998 or beyond.

There is no doubt in my mind that Australia has the best
system of government in the world. It has proven its
democratic credentials throughout the century. We are
one of very few nations on earth that can claim to have
had a democratic system of government right from
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foundation, One can only say that our system of
constitutional monarchy is the reason for that proud
record.
What would have happened in 1975 if we had not had a
constitutional monarchy? The Prime Minister of the
time, Gough Whitlam, tried to rule without the consent
of Parliament given that the Senate refused to pass his
appropriation bills. What would have happened if we
had not had a Governor-General who was prepared to
make the courageous decision to put his country before
all else and to send that Prime Minister, who was
flouting the rule of law and the authority of the
Parliament, and his government to the people?
As it turned out, a little over a month after that the
people overwhelmingly endorsed Sir John Kerr's
actions. There is no doubt in my mind that Sir John
Kerr is one of the truly great Australians and that he
will be seen in history as such.
Over the past couple of weeks I watched the
Constitutional Convention in Canberra with a great deal
of interest. Although it was very entertaining at times,
particularly when Patrick O'Brien and Bruce Ruxton
were speaking, at the end ofthe two weeks none of the
diverse groups of republicans put forward a model that
comes anywhere within a bull's roar of what we have
now in Australia. It seemed to me that the republicans
were split at least five or six ways; their position was
changing from day to day; and nobody, including the
republicans themselves, could work out exactly what
they wanted, what they were trying to get or what the
end result should be. Indeed, the end result of the
Constitutional Convention was a mishmash of halfbaked policies from various republican groups in an
attempt to reach some sort of compromise. However,
the compromise just did not work.
I am sure the house will not be surprised to hear that
next year when the referendum on the republic is put to
the people of Australia, not only will I be voting no on
the question of making Australia a republic but I will be
campaigning strenuously to ensure the people of
Australia are fully aware of the facts and are not
suckered into giving more power to Canberra, which is
exactly what the republican model will do if it is
approved in the referendum next year.
The current debate has nothing to do with the history of
other countries or the ethnic origins of individual
Australians, and nothing to do with the personalities of
members of the royal family. This debate has
everything to do with what is best for Australia, and
what is best for Australia is the system of government
we currently have - the constitutional monarchy.
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Australians should not be fooled into throwing out
something which has worked very well over a long
period and which will continue to work into the
centuries ahead.
I am sure all honourable members in this and the other
house will join me in sending their best wishes to the
Australian troops involved in possible action against
Saddam Hussein in Iraq. I am sure honourable
members will also join me in hoping fervently that
Hussein will come to his senses and that such a conflict
will not be necessary. Evidence suggests that
Saddam Hussein is probably one of the greatest lunatics
in the world and, unfortunately, it is more than likely
that commonsense will not prevail. He is a great threat
to world peace and once again Australia has come to
the fore in fulfilling its international obligations.
Australia has a very proud record of being there
whenever tyranny has threatened to overrun freedom.
In any conflict throughout this century Australia has
lent a hand to those who have been threatened, and it is
doing it again in 1998. I wish the men and women of
the forces who are in the Middle East every success if
their mission is necessary, and as soon as possible a
safe return to Australia and their families and loved
ones. I express the gratitude of this house to them for
risking their lives in their defence of freedom. I say to
them a very big thank you.
If Saddam Hussein is in trouble, one cannot begin to
think what is happening in the Victorian Labor Party. I
have gone through a number of newspapers over the
past few weeks and have managed to pull out several
articles, which have been illuminating to say the least,
on what is happening in the opposition ranks in this
house and outside. I shall start with an article from the

Sunday Age.
It is interesting to note that most of the articles, if not
all, that I shall quote from this morning are from the
Age. Of course, that is the internal party newspaper of
the ALP - if anybody knows what is going on in the
Labor Party it is the Age. I have no doubt that most of
its journalists are card-carrying members, whether or
not they paid for the cards.
The first article is by Mr Ian Munro. When J read the
name I thought it rang a bell. If! am not wrong - I
could be wrong; it has been known to happen, although
not very often! - it could be the same Ian Munro who
was press secretary to former Premier John Cain all
those years ago. He has gone back to his spiritual home
at the Age. He starts off his article by saying:
The state ALP is set for a new round of internal blood-letting
over parliamentary preselections after peace talks between the
dominant--
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Ms Garbutt - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, I know this debate allows wide latitude
regarding government action and proposed action, but I
cannot see how what the honourable member is talking
about is relevant to any proposed government action.

Mr Cooper - On the point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member for Bundoora was
quite right in her opening comment that this debate has
a wide-ranging character, and it has been upheld many
times in past budget and Governor's speech debates
that issues involved in this Parliament can be addressed.
This would not be the first time in this Parliament that
an honourable member has directed attention to internal
problems or debates in the opposing party. I recall it
being done many times by the then government
members when I sat on the opposition benches in the
period 1982 to 1992. It has certainly been done on a
number of occasions. I recall doing it myself in 1993
and having points of order raised against me, which
were not upheld by the Speaker at the time. The
sensitivities of the honourable member for Bundoora
are understood and appreciated; nevertheless her point
of order is spurious and should not be upheld.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr CUDningham)Order! This debate does not relate entirely to
government business, and if the honourable member for
Tullarnarine extends his remarks and impugns
honourable members he will certainly be called to
order. I do not uphold the point of order.

Mr FINN - I have no intention of impugning
members. As my record over the years indicates, that is
something I would never do. The Minister for
Transport mentioned the sensitivity of the honourable
member for Bundoora about these matters. I can only
assume from her reaction so early in my comments that
perhaps her numbers are a bit shaky as well. I wish her
all the best if she faces the preselection battle that seems
to be occurring throughout her party.
This is an important matter because the ALP claims to
be the alternative government of this state and it is at
the very core of discussions about what is happening in
an organisation that wants to run this state. That is the
very basis on which I raise these matters this morning.
The article by Ian Munro is fascinating. I shall start the
quote again:
The state ALP is set for a new round of internal blood-letting
over parliamentary preselections after peace talks between the
dominant Labor Unity and Socialist Left factions collapsed
last week.
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Faction leaders who gathered at the city office of
Senator Steve Conroy abandoned their rneetingjust
15 minutes later, with right-wing negotiators dismissing a
Left compromise package.
'It's a disaster,' a left source said. 'It would seem the right is
determined to have a purge of the SL. There's been a
complete breakdown in terms of goodwill'.
Other MPs under pressure include Mr Neil Cole in the seat of
Melbourne, Mr Eddie Micallef(Springvale), Mr Alex
Andrianopoulos (Mill Park), Mr Peter Loney (Geelong
North) and the upper house MP Mr Doug Walpole, a member
of the dissident Pledge group ... The right is pushing for up to
12 Labor MPs to retire or to be replaced and has struck deals
with a number ofleft splinter groups ...

Believe me, there are a number ofleft splinter groups. It
has got to the stage where the Labor Party has factions
of one. and the federal member for Calwell is an
example of that. It has struck deals with a number of
left splinter groups to enable it to dominate the
preselection panels.
That set up a fascinating scenario as we moved into
1998. Again, the Age was very quick with the news on
what was happening inside its favourite political party. I
refer to an article by Tony Parkin son in the Age of
4 February this year under the headline 'Brumby may
face challenge from within':
Bitter feuding between Labor's factions could lead to the
Socialist Left contesting preselection for the seat held by the
opposition leader, Mr John Brumby.
Senior left sources say there is growing agitation in the
faction to run a rival against the leader in his safe lower house
seat of Broadmeadows. Other prominent opposition
frontbenchers, including the shadow Attorney-General,
Mr Rob Hulls, and the shadow Treasurer, Mr Steve Bracks,
could also be forced into contests ... 'fthe left chose to run a
candidate in Broadmeadows, it would be a dramatic
escalation of party tensions and increase the likelihood of the
preselections degenerating into an open-slather brawl.

From what I have heard from the other side it would
seem that an open-slather brawl is nigh on inevitable.
Further news from the war front came in an article by
Caroline Wilson in the Age of 12 February under the
headline 'Brumby warned against removal':
The former Labor frontbencher Mr Neil Cole yesterday
accused the Victorian ALP leadership of exploiting his
mental illness and warned his party that attempts to remove
him from the seat of Melbourne would have severe electoral
consequences.
Mr Cole said the opposition leader, Mr John Brumby, would
have difficulty campaigning towards the next election on
platforms of social justice and progress ifhe continued to
support the former Uniting Church official Ms Bronwyn Pike
for preselection in Melbourne ... Mr Cole said he was not
surprised to learn one week ago that preselection for his
prized safe seat would be contested by Ms Pike, herself
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controversially defeated for preselection by Mr Tony
Robinson in Mitcham last year.

He said 'hundreds' of people had been bussed in to try to tilt
next month's Labor preselection ballot against him.

The unaligned Ms Pike has the support of the powerful Labor
Unity faction, although that faction could provide a fifth
candidate in Mr David Cragg, a one-time senior adviser to a
fonner federal cabinet minister, Senator Robert Ray.

'I have no problems at all with a genuine preselection
process', Mr Micallefsaid, 'but when individuals bus in
hundreds of people to branches and pay their fees for them.
often without those people having a clue about what they are
signing up for, then this is not about a genuine or fair
preselection process'.

I was wondering how long it would be before the name
Senator Robert Ray came up in these discussions. It
seems that whenever there is a bunfight within the
Labor Party, whenever people are being taken out the
back and having their throats cut, Robert Ray is never
too far away. He is always there directing traffic in
some way or another - and here he is, at it again. The
article continues:
Mr Cole said: 'Because of the way they've stacked the
branches and the party it was always going to be done. As it is
I'm going to have a fight on my hands, but I think I can win'.

Given what we know about the tactics of some
members of the right wing of the Victorian Labor Party,
I am sure other members will join with me in wishing
the honourable member for Melbourne success in his
imminent preselection battle.
That was followed by one of the more extraordinary
scenes we have witnessed in Victorian and Australian
politics in recent years. The fonner Treasurer in the
Kirner government, the honourable member for
Northcote, walked away from the Labor Party in
disgust, making allegations about gross and improper
branch stacking and corruption, including the
extraordinary claim that seats were being bought.
According to the honourable member for Northcote, for
as little as $5000 one can buy a Labor Party seat. At
$5000 one can only suggest that the seats are worth
more than many of the members who occupy them.
An article in the Sunday Age of 15 February backs up
what the honourable member for Northcote had to say.
Ian Munro, a man with impeccable Labor connections,
said:
A second state Labor MP has alleged widespread vote rigging
in a party preselection contest.

Here he comes now! Talk about timing: the honourable
member for Springvale is spot on again. The article
goes on:
Mr Eddie Micallef, the member for Springvale, said his
electorate had been the subject of branch stacking by the
right-wing Labor Unity faction.

I see the honourable member for Springvale is smiling.
He may like to confmn the truth or otherwise of the
article:

That is something we have to remember about
preselections in the ALP. They have nothing to do with
value or merit and everything to do with how many
buses can be hired and how many people can be driven
down the road to wherever preselections are taking
place. The article continues:
Right-wing sources said Mr Micallefwas facing defeat
because his own attempts to recruit supporters had backfired.

That is tragic news!
'The left out-stacked everybody in Holt, (the federal
electorate which has most effect on Mr Micallefs electorate)'
a right-wing source said. 'Eddie's problem is that some of his
own stackees are voting against him'.

There are rats in the ranks in Springvale, of all places.
Heavens above!
'That's why he is in so much trouble- because the people
he joined up have turned against him. We lost the stacking
war in Holt. They bussed in more than we did'.

The only competition one sees in the Labor Party is
about how many buses each faction can get on the road.
The Socialist Left says it has 30 buses, Labor Unity has
24 buses, and the Pledge only has 6. It's a big game!

Mr Cooper -

I can provide them with more buses.

Mr FINN - The Minister for Transport has
generously offered to help out. Will it be at a reduced
rate?
Mr Cooper -

No.

Mr FINN - He will not go that far! The
honourable member for Springvale should keep in mind
that the Minister for Transport has offered to help the
Labor factions out. The honourable member need just
have a chat with the minister, who I am sure will be
more than happy to provide him with as many buses as
he can handle. The article continues:
A rank and file ALP member, Mr Marcus L'Estrange, said
branch stacking in the Melbourne Ports federal electorate
reached new depths last year.
Mr L 'Estrange, who stood unsuccessfully for preselection in
1994, said it was accepted that about a third of the
membership was through branch stacking.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Thursday, 19 February 1998

ASSEMBLY

As the honourable member for Springvale pointed out,
on many occasions people are not even aware that they
are members of the Labor Party! Next time we hear
members of the Labor Party crowing about how their
membership has grown, we will know why. We know
the truth. We know that this is one enormous con job by
the Labor Party on not just the community but quite
often those members - sorry, alleged memberswhose names have somehow found their way onto the
Labor Party membership list.
The honourable member for Springvale fmished by
saying:
The Leader of the Opposition has every right to bring fresh
talent into the Labor Party in this state, but what is happening
in Springvale is not a genuine and fair preselection process.

Those words come from the mouth of the honourable
member for Springvale. From what I hear around the
place he should know because some of his colleagues, a
couple of whom sit near him in the house, have had
their knives out for him for some time.
I think I speak for my colleagues on this side of the
house-certainly those who are here at the momentwhen I say in all seriousness and with genuine heartfelt
sincerity, 'Eddie, we wish you well. We want to see
you back here after the next election. You are doing a
wonderful job'.
Honourable members intefjecting.

Mr FINN -

I will give it to you in writing if you
like. Some other members of the Labor Party who are
facing the political firing squad include a man whom
many on this side of the house, including the
honourable member for Forest Hill, regard as the only
person in the Labor Party who is capable of leading
them to government--

Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr FINN -

George Seitz, the honourable member
for Keilor, is no stranger to the machinations of
factional politics in the north west of Melbourne. I
understand, although I do not know if this is true, that
he was recruited as a bus driver by Andrew
Theophanous when the preselection for Calwell was
taking place. I will get back to the honourable member
for Forest Hill shortly.
There is one man on the other side of the house, and I
am sure there are others, who believes he is the only
person capable of leading the Labor Party to
government. That, of course, is the honourable member
for Sunshine. He is a man of talents that many of us
have not quite come to grips with, but we see that in
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this round ofLabor blood-letting in its preselections he
is in for the chop as well - a man of integrity, honesty
and intelligence, an intellectual - but there is no room
for him in the Labor Party and he has to go. To his
credit, he says he will stand his ground and fight. We
can expect another session ofLabor Party blood-letting
in Sunshine.
Let us look at some of the other Labor Party members:
there is Jean McLean of Melbourne West, who is a
major contributor to the debates in the upper house. She
is the woman who brought voodoo dolls into the
Legislative Council. That was a first. No-one had done
that before. One has to give her credit for doing that
because I certainly would not have thought of it.
Michael Leighton, the honourable member for Preston,
is another example. Why would the powerbrokers of
the ALP want to remove the honourable member for
Preston? How could one possibly fill the shoes of the
honourable member for Preston? It is unbelievable! It is
too much to contemplate.
The Honourable Doug Walpole in another place is
another one. Many people have never heard of him. In
fact he had been here for three years before I heard of
him. Even the Honourable Don Nardella, a real
champion of the people, an intellectual giant, is in the
gun. I urge the Labor Party, in the interests of Victoria,
to sort itself out as this is a major concern to those of us
who care about parliamentary democracy in this state.
I suggest to the honourable member for Springvale and
the honourable member for Yan Yean, who is a
right-wing heavyweight in his faction, that the Labor
Party members should get together over a Guinness
or 20 to see if they can sort this out and fmd solutions to
these problems that are festering in the Labor Party so
that we can bring the smile back to the faces of the
Leader of the Opposition and those who sit behind him
pretending to support him.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham)The honourable member's time has expired.
Mr Haermeyer - On a point of order, I have
listened to the entire speech of the honourable member
for Tullarnarine on the speaker downstairs. I was loath
to interrupt him, but he spent about 70 per cent of his
speech time reading from newspaper articles. It is my
understanding that one is not allowed to read speeches
in this house; generally one is expected to give one's
own speech rather than spending half the time reading
from newspapers. Mr Acting Speaker, I seek your
guidance on this matter.
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Mr Cooper - On the point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, The honourable member for Van Yean is quite
right: he certainly needs your guidance. The standing
orders, sessional orders and every other orders,
including May, are clear that members may quote from
documents. If the honourable member for Yan Yean is
desperate to obtain the quotations used by the
honourable member for Tullamarine, he should ask the
honourable member for Tullamarine to provide him
with copies. They will make very interesting reading.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham)Order! I do not uphold the point of order.

Mr CARLI (Coburg) - I rise to present my
contribution to the address-in--reply to the Governor's
speech. I fIrst congratulate His Excellency Sir James
Gobbo on his address on the opening of Parliament last
Tuesday, but also extend to him my own
congratulations and those of the people in the electorate
I represent. Certainly his appointment as Governor of
the state has been warmly greeted by the electorate of
Coburg. His Excellency's family origins as an
immigrant from Italy resonate in an area with a large
number of people who migrated to Australia from
southern Europe, particularly Italy. Sir lames will be
visiting my electorate next week as the guest of the City
of More land, and the people of Moreland will
demonstrate to him their warmness and their admiration
for his appointment as Governor of this state.
In this address I wish to focus on the issue oftown and

urban planning in Victoria, which has become a
battleground in the suburbs, in the city and in the
provincial centres. The community is becoming
increasingly sick and tired of the way the government
has failed to deliver a community benefIt and failed to
support the interests of communities. We have a
misnomer in this state: we have a minister for planning,
but we do not in a practical sense have a minister for
planning. He oUght to be called the Minister for
Development or the Minister for Speculation. We have
a lack of planning. We do not have what people can
identifY as town planning. We have a fairly minor,
weak regulatory scheme, basically to facilitate private
development in the land market.
If one looks at the origins of town planning one sees
that in the 19th century it was very much about
defending local amenity and the rights of individuals.
There was a reaction to unregulated development in the
19th century which brought about slums and poor
services and resulted in enormous health problems.
Town planning was an intervention by government to
facilitate not only development but also public
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spending, public development and community
amenities.
The problem and failure of planning in this state is very
much a result of the belief the government and the
minister have in the market. Their belief is that their
role is to identifY land for development or
redevelopment, allow customers to move in, buy the
land and develop it and then the public has to pick up
the pieces and provide roads, services and public open
spaces. There is no planning or thought about the
future. The government simply allows the speculators
in to do whatever they like, and the public has to pick
up the pieces.
There are minimum regulations, so it is not a
completely unregulated market. There are regulations,
as in the good design guide, which obviously has come
under a lot of attack. It is read as minimum regulations
in areas like bulk, height of buildings, landscaping, car
parking and so on. What is worse is that the
government uses public land to fuel speculation - land
that ought to be used for social purposes - although it
claims in its newfound benevolent regime that there
ought to be social benefIts. If the government wants to
provide social benefIts this public land should be used
for those purposes.
The government has failed to use public land for social
benefIt. It has failed to implement the regulations, the
very tools developed to provide social and community
benefIt. It is cynical and hypocritical for the
government to talk about bringing a social benefit back
to the people when it has an urban policy that achieves
the very opposite. The government is allowing
neighbourhoods to be damaged and communities to
suffer. It is using government land, a public asset, to
fuel developers' speculative cycles, which is not in the
interests of the community.
The government is failing to provide what communities
want. The more the government relies on the market to
provide for the public good, the less it can rely on the
public to provide for itself. There must be a balance
between the private and the public good. The
government wants only private housing, but it wants
the public to provide schools and to pay for education
and open space. People want to own private cars, but
the public purse must pay for the roads.
The more the government relies on the market and
speCUlation, the more the market favours the private
over the public good. The market favours private
housing and commercial developments over the public
good. An imbalance is created, with neighbourhoods
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missing out on having schools and local parks because
there is no public money to provide them.

market'. It was an expectation of value created by this
government.

The government has failed to plan and utilise the tools
that have been developed over 100 years to provide
decent urban planning. I will focus on an issue in my
electorate which demonstrates the failure of the
government's so-called planning that has resulted in
detriment to the local Brunswick community, to the
building up of public assets and to the environment.
The former Brunswick primary school in Albert Street
has been in public hands for more than 100 years. It is a
few metres from the former Brunswick East secondary
school, which was closed down in 1996 under the
government's closure program, sold and replaced by a
whole host of units. The former Brunswick primary
school was important to the community because the
area lacks open space and sporting facilities. Brunswick
is a mix of industrial and residential use, with virtually
no open space, and a commercial area up to Sydney
Road. The school provided open space and a sense of
community.

The Minister for Planning and Local Government has
stated on many occasions that he will not fry as a result
of council planning decisions. He has said that the
councils have the opportunity and the tools to control
these developments. In reality, that is not true. If the
councils have tools, they are blunt. The government has
created the rules to favour development and to tilt the
whole urban scene away from the public good.

The council developed a strategy plan for the whole
City of Moreland and identified that part of Brunswick
as the area of greatest need in terms of recreation and
open space. The council realised it was in its interests to
provide open space and a recreational area for the
public good, so it approached the government,
expressing an interest in purchasing the land at market
valuation and asking the government to enter into
negotiations so that it could do that. In the past, when
the government was concerned about the public good,
public land was first offered to other public entities,
including local government and government
departments, before it was sold in the market. The
intention was clear: the regulations provided a tool by
which the government could buy and sell land to ensure
the provision of certain public services and amenities.
As I said, the council was aware of the need, and made
its intentions to buy the school site clear to the
government. The government did not want to sell the
land in this manner. The cowboys involved in selling
off government land wanted to put it on the market so
that it could be sold to the highest bidder, again fuelling
the cycle of speculation and development.
The council made a series of approaches but ultimately
was forced to tender a substantial amount of money for
the property. Unfortunately, it was not enough. The
developers who bought the land had the expectation
under the current planning regime that allows for highdensity developments in this state that they could get a
good return by bidding considerabl y higher than the
then current market price, that is, by 'bidding up the

In this instance, I do not blame the developer or the
council for what happened. The community is up in
arms. I attended a public meeting of more than
200 local residents who are opposed to the proposed
development. They are aware that the council has
identified the area as needing open space and that the
council has made a commitment to provide that open
space. Clearly, they are aware of their own needs. The
development of 116 new units will place enormous
pressure on an area that currently has insufficient public
open space, large chunks of industrial development and
an inadequate road system. The area is very much a
product of the urban design of the 19th century.

The council is the meat in the sandwich. The public can
merely provide assistance at the edge and pick up the
pieces. The developers have invested so much in the
property that they need to get their return. The
government and the minister say, 'Well, it's not our
fault. It has nothing to do with us or with this
government. The council can set its own rules'. The
reality is it has everything to do with the government.
The government decided to sell the land not to the
council but to the highest bidder. The government
created a market expectation that high-density
developments can be undertaken, even at the cost of
neighbourhood and other local amenity. The
government relies on a speculative market-driven
model of urban development and has denied the public
the tools of good town planning.
Brunswick will have a development which is necessary
for the developers because they need a return on their
investment - but it is clearly not in tune with the needs
of the community. The community is not opposed to
urban consolidation. There is evidence that urban
consolidation has been much favoured by residents in
the Brunswick area in particular because it has removed
many redundant developments. But the current
proposal to construct 116 units on I hectare is far
beyond a piece of urban consolidation. The proposal
does not comply with the requirements of the good
design guide for a medium-density development. There
are issues about the height. Because there is an existing
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three-storey building, the developers wish to go up to
five storeys. It will be a high-density and high-rise
development. More importantly, it contradicts the
Moreland council's broader policy directions, its
Moreland Open Space Strategy and the Moreland Plan
1997. Those policies will be tested to see whether they
provide some defence for the local community against
inappropriate development.
We therefore have an interesting struggle. However,
developers also need recognition of the fact that they
have put in a lot of money and wish to produce a decent
development, so there is still a need for negotiation.
Communities also have a need. I have met and spoken
to members of the community about these matters, and
I emphasise that when government deals with
government land it should recognise the need for
community benefit and should carefully think through
the consequences of the sale of public assets, the
people's assets.
There are enormous implications from that situation in
the electorate I represent: the Pentridge site is in the
electorate and the community has concerns about what
it means to sell off a public asset. Pentridge is largeas large as the walled city of Siena, a European
medieval city, and the size ofa major medium city. The
community cannot afford to allow the public sector to
take its hands off the wheel; it needs the public sector to
say what will be of greater community benefit.
How do we ensure that something like that is done
appropriately? That does not mean that I, the
community or the council are hostile to development;
clearly we are not. However, we need viable schemes
to emerge from this development. We cannot have the
sort of chaos that occurred with school closures - the
former Brunswick primary school is a classic case in
point - where the public good was recognised and
defended by the council, which was prepared to put the
hand in the pocket and pay a considerable sum for the
property and redevelop it as open space. The players
must get together and recognise the need for
cooperation and creative solutions.

Mr E. R. Smith -

What would you like to see?

Mr eARLI - The Pentridge site is so big that there
is no one answer to that question. It involves residential
development and it may involve some museum
development - a whole host of things. The
development is complex because of its sheer size. The
attitude within the part of Treasury dealing with
Pentridge has been considerably better than that of the
people in the part dealing with education, because the
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people involved with Pentridge have been prepared to
sit round the table and talk about these issues.
The matter I want to focus on and which the
community considers important is the need for a
positive outcome. Clearly there will not be an entire
I-hectare site development as a park - not involving a
developer or the high prices that are being paid
elsewhere - but there is a need for a tangible outcome
and for the government to recognise that it has a role to
play in obtaining that. The government's role lies in the
concept of town planning - planning for communities
and amenities; it does not lie in taking the hands off the
wheel.
There are particular examples where the greed of
bureaucrats in Treasury, the lack of direction from the
government and the expectation of high values created
by a gung-ho minister have led to what I consider to be
a major urban disaster in that area. A solution must be
found and it must be a creative solution; there are a
many players out there.
There was an opportunity to settle this matter a long
time ago; there could have been a lot of goodwill there,
and it is not an isolated case. If this had been a muck-up
created by a combination of poor rules and greed by
some bureaucrats it could well be written otT as a
one-{)ff case but, overall, our built environment is a
battlefield. People are resisting, and no longer simply
on the basis of nimbyism - not in my backyard although clearly there was an element of it and always
will be. There is a failure of morale in urban
development in this state, a failure to recognise the
balance between the private good and the public good
and a failure to understand the role of the public sector.
Sure, the public sector is a regulator, but it is also a
player - a land-holder, a purchaser and seller of lands
and a provider of social and physical infrastructures.
Town planning is all about playing that role effectively,
and town planning in Victoria has collapsed. Given the
failure to have a sophisticated town planning model and
the fact that the market was allowed to run amuck, that
should not be surprising: it has happened before to
cities that allow themselves to be unregulated. The fact
that there are now organisations like Save our Suburbs
where entire communities are rallying against
unpopular planning decisions should not surprise us.
What is unfortunate in many cases is that councils,
being responsible for statutory planning, are seen as the
troublemakers. In fact the minister creates that illusion
by constantly saying, 'It's not my fault. I won't fry for
this. I will only fry for my decisions. It's their fault;
they are the ones responsible'. It is not true! The rules
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are set by the government. The sizes of developments
have been set by the government. The failure to have
any broad public sector planning model is a failure of
this government, and Victorians are paying for the
consequences of that. Every day we see the battlefields
emerging; every day we hear about it on talkback radio,
and public meetings have been held. I would say that
the beginnings of Save our Suburb groups now exist in
most electorates.
What is the failure? It is the weakness of the tools that
have been given to government. The failure is not so
much the fact that as a good design guide it is not a bad
idea; it is that it is seen as the minimum standard and
therefore allows an enormous number of poor and
inappropriate developments to get through. It is also the
failure to realise that the public sector is the provider of
the public good and the market is the provider of the
private good, and a balance is needed. Those who live
their lives in the city or in a provincial centre or town
know they depend on the public good as much as on
their own private good. They depend on their cars and
on public roads; they live in private houses but go to
public parks. It is that balance that is important.
People give ratios for what that balance oUght to be,
and those balances differ. What is absolutely clear
about Victoria today is that it is out of balance. It is now
all in favour of the private speculator at the expense of
the public good, so no wonder Save our Suburbs groups
are emerging. The groups have some very credible
things to say about the way we consider our
neighbourhoods; the local amenities and the refusals to
simply allow the dollar and the bulldozer to determine
what actually constitutes the suburb. Defence oflocal
amenities and against bulldozers is very important.
On the other hand the government must fmd some
solutions today because it does not want to get into a
situation where all development stops, where urban
consolidation is no longer considered important and
nimbyism wins out over all else. That balance must be
found, but it will not be found with a minister who has
failed to be a minister for planning or to provide any
major planning directions. It is no wonder Victoria has
become a series of battlefields, with the emergence of
popular organisations that will fight strongly to defend
what they consider important to their own local
areas - their neighbourhoods, each with its own
character.

I could talk about other organisations and struggles that
are occurring at the moment, and there are also dangers
there, which I have highlighted. What is important,
however, is to get back to the main issue: government,
the public sector, subsequent owners of public land and
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local communities all need to recognise that there needs
to be a social dividend.
It is not a matter of losing public assets, but when they
are sold a tangible dividend should be returned to the
local community so the benefit, such as a facility or
similar contribution can be measured by the
communities. That is where the Brunswick primary
school development failed. The developer and the
community are fighting about the issue and the council
is trying to fmd a solution. This is the result of the
failure ofthe planning regime in this state. When the
Box Forest Secondary College site was developed there
was a possibility that the community facility would be
lost but fortunately, at the end of the day, the developer
provided a solution by maintaining a public facility.
A difficulty surrounds Pentridge Prison. Although it
was never a community asset in the way a school is,
and people did not play in its grounds and that sort of
thing, it was a major public institution with a long
history in the area. Its establishment helped the area to
develop. It was important because large numbers of
people from Coburg worked on the site. I supported the
need for its closure, but the issues surrounding it are
complex.
It would be a good thing if the government and the
minister recognised their error in the development of
the Brunswick primary school site and examined other
developments where similar mistakes were made. It
was a mistake to sell the site to the highest bidder. The
bidder must have known tbe site was controversial
because of the needs identified by the council, whicb
became a public issue. The council will have pressure
brought to bear to assist in providing a benefit for the
area. The government should recognise its failure to
play a role in that situation. Enormous public upset and
uproar has been caused with more tban 200 people
attending a public meeting and hundreds of objections
being lodged. An active save-our-suburbs group seems
to be emerging out of the conflict. It is one of many
throughout the state.
I urge the government to consider a need for a social
return or benefit as a result of these sorts of
developments. I urge the government to consider the
mess it has created by selling public assets under its
planning regime for urban development. It has failed to
provide public amenity and has meant that the public
sector must catch up in the provision of roads, services
and other infrastructure. The reason town planning
came into existence was because of the need to provide
a balance between the public and private good. There is
a big struggle ahead in this area because enormous
anger has been generated. The government should
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consider its failure to provide an urban planning regime
of any consequence in Victoria.

Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley)- I am
delighted to join the debate on the Address-in-Reply to
His Excellency, the Governor. I express the loyalty of
the constituents of Glen Waverley to Her Majesty, the
Queen, and to her representative in Victoria, Sir lames
Gobbo, and I commend him for the outstanding work
he has done since his appointment last year by the
government.
The subject of Australia becoming a republic is one that
comes to mind when expressing the loyalty of the
people of Glen Waverley to our head of state. During
the next couple of years Australians will decide what
direction this country should take in that regard.
However, unless those people supporting a republic get
it right they will find that Australians will vote as they
have done in the past. Traditionally only 25 or 20 per
cent of the referendums put to the people have been
passed. A lot of work will have to be done to convince
people that the current system can be improved or that
the new system will adequately protect our constitution
and the treedoms that flow trom it.
It is a great pleasure to take part in this debate because
during the past five years we have had a can-do
government that has undertaken reform in almost every
area of government. Those reforms have attracted
criticism, and today we heard trom members of the
opposition about some of those criticisms, but the
alternative is a government that does nothing or gets it
wrong! The former government, which was dubbed the
Guilty Party, did not get it right. However, this
government is alive and active and is trying to improve
the lives of all Victorians. That is occurring in almost
every area one examines. In my brief contribution today
I shall raise a number of areas that affect the people of
Glen Waverley.
The people of Glen Waverley would be interested to
know - if they do not know already - that within the
boundaries of Glen Waverley there are nine
government primary schools and three secondary
colleges. More than $4 million has been spent on
capital works and programs within those schools during
the period of the Kennett government. At the same time
the overall figure for preschool contributions in Glen
Waverley has been in the vicinity of$50 000.
The government has seen fit to invest more than
$2 million on community health and youth services.
The community has also been the beneficiary of
$45 million being spent on the upgrading of the
South Eastern Freeway. Many of my constituents
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attend the Glen Waverley Secondary College in the
neighbouring electorate of Forest Hill. It is one of the
show pieces of the education system. More than
$5.5 million has been spent on a science and
technology centre at the Glen Waverley campus. It does
not have a problem attracting young people but rather
ensuring that they have the right residential
qualifications to attend. It is one of the largest
secondary colleges with more than 1600 pupils, and
that has its own innate problems.
I am proud to say that in the 13 years I have represented
the Glen Waverley electorate I have been on the school
council ofBrentwood Secondary College. During that
period we have managed to upgrade facilities, and there
is a program worth almost $1 million currently
proceeding to ensure that this school, which has existed
for 30 years, has more than the bare necessities and is
one of the flagships of the education system. The
school council is to be commended for its foresight in
ensuring that the school has carefully balanced its
budget and that the information technology program
has been well planned.
That is not to say the school is complacent about the
facilities that have been made available. Brentwood
Secondary College has made great inroads for the
future wellbeing of the 750-plus students who are
drawn not only trom the local Glen Waverley area but
trom elsewhere. Wheelers Hill Secondary College,
which is also seeking further fmancial assistance, is
experiencing the same thing. The school is 17 years old
but will soon need to ensure a maintenance program is
conducted; it is trying to get itself on the priority listing
for upgrading when the time comes.
The government's investment in sport in Glen
Waverley is more than $75 000, and investment by the
private sector has also been considerable. Since the
Kennett government has been in office more than
$65 million has been spent on special projects in Glen
Waverley. The Becton hotel and entertainment complex
development on Springvale Road next to the council
chambers is well under way; it will house 10 cinemas
and somewhere in the vicinity of 200 rooms at a cost of
$50 million. The project will be the pride of the district.
Firms such as David lones have seen fit to invest in
Glen Waverley. It is only its second store outside the
city area. The Glen Waverley area is near the
demographic centre of Melbourne. It also has the
highest number of households of any electorate in
Victoria with incomes in excess of$60 000. The work
ethic is a strong incentive in the Glen Waverley
community. That is not to say the population is not
ageing, as it is in so many electorates, but in many cases
the joint income of partners is more than $60000. The
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Glen Waverley community takes great pride in itself,
and it is a great privilege for me to represent its
membership.
Many grants have been made in Glen Waverley,
particularly in the community, health and youth service
program. In 1995 the Waverley Community Health
Centre received more than $80 000. In 1994 WEAC.
the Waverley Emergency Adolescent Care centre,
received almost $80 000. The centre is a valuable
organisation run by its director, Maureen Buck. It
provides much relief for young homeless people who
are having difficulty conducting their lives. In 1995 the
Wheelers Hill Family Centre received $33 000. Also in
1995 another hardworking organisation, Kerrie
Neighbourhood House, received a one-off grant of
$5000. In 1995 another large organisation, the Child
and Family Care Network, received $145 000.
Younglife, a volunteer youth group based in Glen
Waverley, received a one-off grant of $19000 from the
state government to purchase a 15-seater minibus. In
1996 the Monash Outreach Support Centre received a
$25 000 grant. In 1994 the Monash Medical Centre,
which is the local hospital although it is not quite within
the boundaries of Glen Waverley, was provided with
funding for an upgrade to the tune of almost $1 million.
We hear all the time of government cutbacks in health
and education as the opposition tries desperately to
convince the community that that is what is happening,
but the opposite is the case.
The document released recently by the Minister for
Education and featured in the newspapers certainly put
paid to that myth. The honourable member for
Footscray looks quite staggered. However, these figures
put paid to the myth he has tried to create because the
money being spent on education has increased
considerably in real terms; it has not been cut. In 1995
Wavcare, an organisation of which I am a member and
which looks after the disabled, received a $3900 grant,
so did Waverley Volunteer Outreach.1n 1996 another
organisation funded by the state government, the Deaf,
Blind Care Association, received a grant of almost
$47000.
More than $500 000 in capital funding has been made
available to create 50 additional child-care places in the
electorate of Glen Waverley. Brandon Park and
Columbia Park child-care centres will each receive
$275 000 to provide 25 places. That funding was made
available in December 1996. Between 1994 and 1995
the government's Start - Get Real, Get Active youth
crime prevention program, an initiative of the police
and emergency services ministry, has given a total of
$6440 to the Waverley Little Athletics Centre, and
Brentwood Youth Club has received almost $5000 for
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gymnastics training room flooring. As other honourable
members would know, it is a privilege to broker some
ofthe financial support for the very active groups in
one's electorate. I am pleased to inform the community
about the help the government has given these
organisations.
Organisations such as the Waverley Little Athletics
Centre would be unable to operate to their full extent,
even with volunteers, unless they received some
government funding from time to time. In 1996 the
Waverley Netball Centre received $30000 for
additional seating. In 1997 the Notting Hill-Pinewood
Tennis Club received $20 000 for its expansion
program. The South Eastern Freeway extensions have
been a boon to motorists travelling into the city, and
that program is nearing completion. I also look forward
to the completion of the City Link program.
Considerable funding was provided to upgrade the Glen
Waverley railway station, which is one of Melbourne's
major bus terminals. An additional lOO parking spaces
have been added. When the Honourable Alan Brown
was Minister for Public Transport, the Glen Waverley
and Syndal stations, which are both in my
electorate, were upgraded to premium stations.
I now refer to the Australian Pro Arte Orchestra
directed by Jeffrey Crellin, a member of the Melbourne
Symphony Orchestra. Since 1993 the government has
allocated $40 000 to the orchestra. Because
Jeffrey Crellin lives in Glen Waverley, the registered
office is in Glen Waverley. The orchestra perfonns
three recitals a year at the Melba Hall at the University
of Melbourne and the government funding helps with
those recitals. It conducts one of the fmest programs of
music in the latter part of each year. I wish it well in its
future activities.
I am the chairman of the government police and
emergency services committee and it is with pride that I
congratulate the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services and the Chief Commissioner of Police for their
dedicated endeavours in making Victoria the safest
mainland state in Australia and ensuring that the
programs that allowed Victoria to record the lowest
road toll will continue. I hope the road toll is reduced
even further.

The many professional services provided by the
Victoria Police fill us with pride. That is not to say we
should become complacent, but unfair criticism of the
police draws together the police and the community.
The recent Four Corners program was a blatant attack
on Chief Inspector John McCoy, the head of the drug
squad. The program was not based on facts, and as is
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typical of the ABC, taxpayers' money went down the
drain. The program had nothing new to release. It made
old allegations to discredit the Victoria Police. The
recent Age story on the secret police files is another
example of an attack on the Victoria Police.

Mr MildenhaU - Shameful.
Mr E. R. SMITH - Everyone criticised in those
series of articles is either dead or is no longer a serving
member of the Victoria Police. I assure honourable
members that if there were a shred of evidence against
people still in the Victoria Police action would be taken.
The honourable member for Footscray interjected and
said, 'Shameful'. I remind honourable members that
this incident occurred during the Labor
administration - perhaps I should say the Labor
maladministration - which is why the Labor Party was
tossed out of government and what the Guilty Party
campaign was all about. I thank the honourable
member for Footscray for his interjection.

I predict that the Ombudsman will find there is no
evidence to discredit the current administration of the
Victoria Police. I wonder how much the Age paid for
the leaked documents to which it referred in its articles.
Would the Age publish on its front page articles
discrediting the Victoria Police if it had not paid money
for that information? Justice in democracies should
mean truth and public benefit, and on both those tests
the Age failed.
I am curious to know how much money changed hands
for old files held during the period of the Labor
administration. They were supposed to be destroyed, so
we can imagine the type of supervision Labor ministers
had over their portfolios. Whenever there are leaks in
an organisation and one is looking for the leaker, one
should look at who has the most to benefit. In applying
that test we may well look at the Age trying to discredit
a fme body of police.
I am a strong believer in civil liberties, but during the
republican debate I heard raised the old chestnut of a
bill of rights. People who know little about a bill of
rights will ask: what is the benefit? Countries that have
used a bill of rights, such as the former Soviet Union,
are not good examples of the benefits of such a bill.
People must consider who would administer their rights
and what rights would be enshrined in a bill of rights.
Presumably the rights would be administered by courts,
which are comprised of unelected persons appointed by
governments of different political persuasions.
The rights of Australian citizens are best protected by
parliaments. If people's civil rights or civil liberties are
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infringed the electors have the opportunity to vote out
the government that is infringing on those rights or
liberties. When balancing arguments for and against a
bill of rights people should consider whom they should
trust to protect their rights - Parliaments or unelected
judges. Judges are appointed for long periods, but
governments change frequently.
The people who propose a bill of rights are normally
the same people who want to change the constitution.
Since the turn of the century the sensible people of
Australia have agreed to only approximately a quarter
or a fifth of the proposals put at referendums. I issue the
warning that in examining whether Australia needs a
bill of rights people should consider who would
administer those rights. Under our system it would be
courts presided over by unelected judges and not the
government of the day. I prefer to have my rights
protected by Parliament rather than unelected judges.
Approximately 93 per cent of Australians believe they
have basic, decent freedoffiS. In Russia, even under its
present administration and despite the fact that the
situation has improved since the fall of communism, the
people's perception of freedom is nowhere near the
level of freedom enjoyed by Australians. I urge
Australians to look out when they hear people argue for
a bill of rights.

Mr B. A. Santamaria, known affectionately as
Bob Santamaria, has contributed a great deal to
Australian political life but is now seriously ill in the
Caritas Christi Hospice. Many honourable members
will be aware that last year he underwent brain surgery.
I hope his stay at Caritas Christi will be comfortable
and that he will be free of pain. He is a great Australian
who started off on the socialist side. He was once a
member of the Labor Party and was into many things
that we on the government side would not have agreed
with. His contribution to Australia has been enormous.
Bob Santamaria is a man of great intelligence and
integrity. I first met him in 1966 in Vietnam when he
was refused entry to the task force headquarters by the
task force commander. As an aside, I point out that I
went to meet Mr Santamaria with Dr R.1. O'Neill, who
is currentl y head of the Institute of Strategic Studies in
the United Kingdom and one of the top defence brains
in the world. At that time he was known as Bob
O'Neill, and he was a captain with me in Vietnam.
Bob Santamaria has been a good friend. Although I do
not agree with some of his views, I have always
respected the way he presented them. He has made a
great contribution to Australia and must go into the
annals as one of the great Australians.
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I turn to palliative care. Recently, I was invited to visit
the Bethlehem Hospital in Caulfield, one of the leading
palliative care hospitals in Melbourne. The community
is quickly catching on to the difference between
palliative care and the alternative, euthanasia. When
people see what palliative care otTers they have second
thoughts about supporting the line which the Northern
Territory Parliament took some years ago and which
was later expunged by the commonwealth Parliament.
As elected members of Parliament we must ensure we
understand what palliative care institutions are offering
and how people with terminal illnesses can best be
looked after within the confmes of the palliative care
system. I urge all members to take an interest in and
fully acquainted themselves with the issues, because it
is easy to be tempted to support alternatives such as
euthanasia, which, apart from the moral point of view.
is not always the right thing for the patients.

The contribution of the honourable member for
Tullamarine was somewhat different. I cannot say the
same things about him that I said about the honourable
member for Mitcham. The honourable member for
Tullamarine and others on the government side would
do well to follow the same course as the honourable
member for Mitcham, and I give them that cautionary
warning. The one consolation about preselections is
that all parties go through them. The Liberal Party will
have its turn later this year. Members such as the
honourable member for Tullamarine should understand
that they will have to go through the same process. His
remarks brought to mind a former Liberal member for
South Barwon, Mr Harley Dickinson. whom the
Liberal Party got rid of some years back. Although he
was a highly regarded and well-respected member in
Geelong, the Liberal Party decided his time had come,
and he was knocked over in a preselection ballot.

We had that argument in the 1980s when the Social
Development Committee, then chaired by the
Honourable Judy Dixon, a fonner member ofthe place,
held an inquiry into dying with dignity. The Minister
for Health and I were on that committee at one stage or
another. We went through a lot of pain to introduce a
bill that was passed by both houses. As members of
Parliament we must ensure we follow the debate on
palliative care so that we fully understand what it
means and do not fall into the trap the Northern
Territory government fell into.

The honourable member for Tullamarine' s remarks
reminded me of some of the claims that were made at
the time about membership rorting and ineligible voting
in the South Barwon branch of the Liberal Party. My
recollection is that almost all the branch members who
supported Mr Dickinson were ruled ineligible to vote. I
caution members opposite that when they talk about
such things, they should remember that both parties go
through preselections. It will be interesting to see what
occurs later this year.

Finally, I refer to the drug naltrexone. I am the
chairman of an internal Liberal Party committee that
has been anxious to promote the use of naltrexone in
the public health system for the treatment of heroin
addiction as part of an appropriate detoxification
program. The Minister for Health has the matter under
control. Proper testing has to be carried out before it is
introduced officially. In light of the advances made by
Dr Weisrnann in Israel, we must ensure that proper
clinical tests are carried out before we give it the full
imprimatur.

Mr LONEY (Geelong North) - It is worth noting
that we are having almost as many address--in-reply
debates as there are parliamentary sitting days. I
congratulate the honourable member for Mitcham on
his election and welcome him to this place. In making
his maiden speech he set himself a high standard, which
I am sure he is capable of living up to. It clearly
demonstrated that the electors of Mitcham chose well.
His thought-provoking maiden speech was a good
indication of his willingness to serve them and this
Parlian1ent.

The Governor's speech is clearly intended to give the
impression of marking the birth of a new, kinder,
gentler Kennett government. The only thing that scares
me more than the old Kennett government is the threat
of a new, kinder Kennett government. I have seen the
effects of the government's supposed kindness in
Geelong.
The people of Victoria should be wary ofthe claim
about a new, kinder Kennett government. I doubt that it
will eventuate. Essentially, the garden party was about
marking a break in the term of this Parliament to
attempt to establish in the minds of electors that
something new and different was occurring. I recall that
the same attempt was made during the previous
Parliament.
Two years into the government's term, we again had a
proroguing of Parliament. We had another Governor's
speech which promised a new type of government and
rewards for Victorians. We went through all that
ceremony and we had the party. Nothing changed, of
course. That is precisely what the electors ofMitcham
realised in December last year - that for all the
rhetoric and hyperbole, nothing changes. Certainly the
savagery of this government never changes.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
136

ASSEMBLY

One of the issues is: what happens between now and
the next election? What will we see in the next
two-year period and the four years beyond it? If we
could say the government's intention here and the
rhetoric it has been indulging in over the past few days
are a genuine admission of guilt and a real act of
contrition about the way it has treated Victorians,
perhaps it would be well and good. But this is not a
government that is about to admit that anything it has
done needs change; it is a government detennined to
pursue the same course and to try to mislead the people
of Victoria by trotting out alleged facts and figures in
an attempt to present a picture that is different from the
truth. The leaflet of lies about education that was
published in the Herald Sun the other day is a clear
example ofthat. I will come back to that, Mr Acting
Speaker.
V ictorians are entitled to be more than sceptical about
this leopard changing its spots. Over the next two years
it will be demonstrated that it has not done so. The most
important test for this government - even more
important than the ceremony we saw the other day and
beyond its misleading pork-barrelling winter energy
scheme - is whether it can confront the reality of its
failure to create jobs by providing more employment in
this state.
Dr Naptine inteIjected.

Mr LONEY - I will get to your area at some stage,
Mr Minister, and will talk about precisely that. I am
glad he asked, Mr Acting Speaker, because the figures
are here and I will go through them month by month for
the minister, ifhe wants me to.
The Governor's speech states that the second major
focus of the government in the new parliamentary
session will be to generate jobs. The government has
shown a woeful lack of focus on that issue up to now.
The speech asserts that recently the number of
Victorians in employment has reached record levels,
with Victoria recording the largest fall of
unemployment of any state in 1997. The truth is
different. For almost every month of the Kennett
conservative government's existence Victoria's
unemployment has exceeded the national average. The
reality of the labour market in the Barwon-Western
region in my electorate from 3 October 1992 to the
present, using the latest available figures and looking
beyond the rhetoric and exposing the real damage--

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) - Order!
The honourable member for Footscray and the Minister
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for Youth and Community Services will cease
interjecting across the table.

Mr LONEY - When the real damage wrought by
this government upon the people of regional Victoria is
exposed and one considers the figures in detail, one
finds a very disturbing picture.
In Geelong in particular, a detailed examination of the
available evidence collected from the Department of
Employment, Education, Training and Youth Affairs
and the Australian Bureau of Statistics reveals a
disturbing picture indeed. The figures for the
Barwon-Western region of Victoria show that during its
more than five years in office this government has not
created a single full-time job in the region - not one!
That is what the figures show! That clearly
demonstrates a shameful record of failure by a
government. It has been in office for more than five
years and it has not created a single full-time job in that
region!

At the end of September 1992, three days before the
election of the Kennett government, 138 100 people
were in employment in the Barwon-Western region. At
the end of December 1997 the total number employed
was 139 000, after the government had boasted it was a
great year for jobs. The figures show, firstly, that in
more than five years only 900 jobs were created in that
whole statistical region. Put another way, in each month
that this government has been in existence a paltry
14 jobs have been created. But it gets worse!
Dr Napthine interjected.

Mr LONEY - I will talk about job losses right
now, and we might have a look at the Portland figures
at some stage. It gets worse when you start to look
further into the figures because they show that over that
five years 6000 full-time jobs have been lost in the
region. That is, at the end of December 1997 the
number of full-time jobs in the Barwon-Western region
of Victoria was 6000 fewer than it was at the end of
September 1992. The record the government wants to
stand on is a loss of 6000 full-time jobs in the region
over its period of office!
The 900 jobs are accounted for by an increase of 6900
in the number of part-time jobs. Honourable members
must remember that according to the Australian Bureau
of Statistics anybody who works for more than an hour
a week is in part-time employment and is therefore
included in the employment figures. These are the great
new jobs the government has created! According to the
government 1 hour's work per week is a great new job!
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In my region we are witnessing a huge degradation of
and marked deterioration in the quality and security of
employment. These are very important and real issues.
The statistics show that just before the accession of the
current government unemployment in the
Barwon-Western district was 8.8 per cent and in
December 1997 it stood at 9.6 per cent. The recent
January national figures are lower than they were but
we have not yet seen the regional figures.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting suspended 1.01 p.m. until 2.05 p.m.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER - Order! I welcome to the gallery
three members of a five-member Western Australian
parliamentary committee conducting an inquiry into
drug problems.
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Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETT - I beg your pardon?
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has asked his question; he will cease
inteIjecting.

Mr KENNETT - The Leader of the Opposition
has absolutely no vision and will never support any
industry in this state. The only way he gets publicity is
when he uses cowards' castle to try to pull people
down.
Let's look at what he is suggesting. Firstly, he is saying
there will be, I think he said, a $50 million bail-out.

Mr Brumby - More than that.
Mr KENNETT - More than that! How much
more?
Mr Brumby inteIjected.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will cease inteIjecting.

Mr KENNETT - You told me--

Crown Casino: government concessions
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I refer
the Premier to the proposed $50 million
taxpayer-funded gift to Crown Casino and ask: is it not
a fact that the casino needs to be bailed out by taxpayers
because Lloyd Williams has engaged in acts of gross
overspending and waste in the casino's development,
just like Victoria's own version ofChristopher Skase,
including the massive waste of millions of dollars
trashing a meticulously handcrafted wall of glass,
ripping out and replanting trees on the golf course and
rebuilding the foyer and the western facade - all just
to satisfy a personal whim? Why should taxpayers bail
him out?

Mr KENNETT (Premier) -It is relevant that
everybody should bear in mind that there probably is no
one individual who caused more damage to Victoria
than the former Labor Premier, John Cain. Along with
some of those still sitting opposite, he saw Victoria's
debt go from $11 billion to $33 billion in only 10 years.
If the Labor Party ever got the opportunity of governing
again, the resources of this state would be very much
put at risk.

Mr Brumby - It's more.
The SPEAKER - Order! Let us not have a debate
across the table. If the Leader of the Opposition wishes
to ask another question, he will get the call next time.

Mr KENNETI - He comes here and makes
claims without any information or any knowledge
whatsoever. If the Leader of the Opposition can
produce one piece of paper that backs up that ridiculous
claim, I would love to see it.
Mr Brumby -

I will give you pages of it.

Mr KENNETT -Okay, let's see them. After
question time, let the Leader of the Opposition put up
or shut up.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! Honourable members
will cease inteIjecting.
Mr KENNETI - As I have explained on many
occasions - Honourable members interjecting.

As always, the information of the Leader of the

Opposition is incorrect. He uses the forms of this
house--

Mr KENNETT - On Tuesday I stood here, as I do
today, and thought, 'Running Victoria is probably like
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running the seventh largest enterprise in Australia'. Can
you ever imagine this mob opposite being entrusted
with the responsibility of running this state? They are
not fit to lead and to govern. On Monday I said that an
application has been made to the government--

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETT - If you have information, if you
have any facts or policies, you should articulate them.
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approximately $200 million a year in revenue. That
revenue has created the exhibition centre, the museum.,
and it is funding the refurbishment of the library - and
all of that is employing more people. The Labor Party
in this state does not - -

Mr Batchelor inteIjected.

Mr KENNETT - The manager of opposition
business inteIjects and says I have taken 8 minutes
defending my mates. What I am defending i s - -

Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr Brumby -

Your mates.

The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will cease interjecting: I cannot make it any
clearer than that.

Mr KENNETT - On Tuesday I said an
application had been made and is being considered
through due process. That is exactly what is happening.
Eventually, when the submission is considered and a
decision is made, it will go to government for decision
and ratification, and ultimately that will be announced.
The Leader of the Opposition has no information at all
and is making wild. irresponsible claims as usual.
Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I appeal to the Leader of
the Opposition. I think he knows better, and I hope he
heeds the warning.
Mr KENNETT - He just cannot help himself. I
want to make a fmal point: any person who runs a
business, whether it be a small, large or medium-sized
business, and who has a dream to construct, to employ
or to create a product or service, has to take some
calculated decisions ifhe wants to produce something
of value. Regardless ofthe current financial position of
that enterprise at Southbank, honourable members
should never forget that that site was formerly occupied
by derelict manufacturing plants that employed not one
person. Today that entertainment facility is not only
providing a lot of satisfaction for hundreds of thousands
of Victorians and people from interstate and overseas, it
is also directly employing approximately 6000 people,
and many beyond that.
Since the contract was awarded the Labor Party has
been pursuing the destruction of the project and
everything it represents. That is fine. I understand that.
Labor does not have a policy; its only policy is about
being opposed to everything in the state that creates
jobs or opportunities. As I said on Tuesday, no-one
should ever forget that the enterprise did not cost the
people of Victoria one cent, employs well in excess of
6000 people and provides the community with

The SPEAKER - Order! As I said at question
time on Tuesday, if a question is asked and there is a
barrage of inteIjections it simply invites a longer
answer. There is a complaint that the answer is long; it
is longer than usual but if we had not had the barrage of
inteIjections seeking additional answers I am sure the
Premier would have fmished a great deal earlier. If
opposition members want brief answers, as I do, I
appeal to them to cease the barrage of interjections.
Mr KENNETT - What I am defending is, firstly,
the process by which any review will be conducted, but
what I am also defending-Mr Thwaites inteIjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I thOUght I had made the
situation clear to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
Mr KENNETT - What I am also defendingand encouraging - is having Victorians and people
from interstate and overseas investing in the production
of quality products and employing people. We want
that employment and that growth, and we will apply
that test to any project. When the next election comes,
as it ultimately will, one party that is for employment
will be on this side and one party that has consistently
proved it is against the creation of opportunity in this
state will be on that side.

TCF industry: promotion
Ms BURKE (Prahran) - Will the Premier infonn
the house of the importance to the Victorian economy
ofthe fashion industry, including the textile, clothing
and footwear sectors?
Opposition members interjecting.
Mr KENNETT - I am somewhat surprised that
the Labor Party again derides a very important industry
in this state. When the textile, clothing and footwear
industry was under attack recently one organisation and
one political group stood out from the others in acting
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to ensure that the industry was preserved and would
grow-the Victorian government. Only by rote did the
Labor Party then decide to recognise that about 50 per
cent of the industry, which as a whole employs
approximately 100 000 Australians, is located in
Victoria. It is a $9 billion industry employing 50000
Victorians, half of whom are employed in regional and
rural areas.
As the house saw just a few moments ago, the Labor
Party continues to knock and deride not only the
industry but also the people in the industry who over
many years have provided high quality goods and
services to the corrununity.
A few years ago the government decided to give the
industry special recognition. The government entered
into a partnership with the textile, clothing and footwear
industry to try to profile it in Victoria. The Woolmark
Melbourne Fashion Festival- the International Wool
Secretariat is a major sponsor of the festival- is in its
second year. It is recognised that the fashion festival is
without a doubt the most important in the country. As it
develops over the next three years it will continue to
give many young people the opportunity of pursuing
careers in fashion - in textiles, clothing and footwear.

Mr Haenneyer interjected.
Mr KENNETT - The honourable member for
Van Yean interjects and again ridicules the industry. He
cannot help himself-they cannot help themselves.
The once great Labor Party that used to be in
partnership with those in the textiles, clothing and
footwear industry now simply derides the industry.

Mr Baker - Perhaps we could get Mr Speaker into
something a bit more comfortable.
The SPEAKER - Order! I would be a deal more
comfortable if the honourable member for Sunshine
would just be quiet.

Mr KENNETT - The real test for the honourable
member for Sunshine is whether he is here after the
next election. Those who observe this place during
sessional periods could only come to the conclusion
that those who sit on the Labor side are clearly not fit
for the responsibility of governing the state. That will
be reinforced time and again.
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the metropolitan area. The government takes the
industry very seriously. We will continue to seed fund it
until the year 200 1, and by that stage we hope the
industry will be in a position to carry the festival
forward. We will also introduce other seminars,
functions and festivals for other industry groups.
The house has heard me talk about our major events
strategy. We will now concentrate on particular
industries. There will be major events over two weeks
for the furniture industry; there will be events for the
automotive industry; there will be a major focus on the
wine industry; and there is also a major program
coming up for the education industry.
We believe they will be good-value festivals for the
people of Victoria, and they will be very good for the
industries concerned. If we can lift their profile, I trust
we will be able to encourage young people to
understand that those industries have a future not only
in Victoria and Australia but also, importantly, on the
international scene.

Ministers: credit cards
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer the Premier to the
fact that the Queensland Premier, Rob Borbidge,
recently sacked one of his ministers for signing off on a
falsified government credit card claim for a dinner with
a person who was not present at the time. Will the
Premier give the house a guarantee that if any of his
ministers or staff are found to have similarly signed
false government credit card claims they will be
dismissed?

Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I thank the honourable
member for his question, and I notice as we move into
the session that yet again there are no questions on
policy. Obviously, as his leader would say, it is all
about personalities. This is the man whom his leader
described, as a badge of honour. as a marriage wrecker.
That is what you said of him.
The SPEAKER the Chair.

Order! The Premier will address

Mr KENNETT - That is how the Leader of the
Opposition describes the honourable member for
Niddrie: the marriage wrecker!
Honourable members interjecting.

As a result of the federal government's decision on
tariffs last year, which was in line with the Victorian
government's submission, an opportunity has been
given for the development of the textile, clothing and
footwear industry and through that development the
securing of jobs in both regional and rural Victoria and

Mr KENNETT - You must wear that on your
sleeve with a great deal ofpride! I can only say, in
answer to the question, that my ministers and those in
my departments who have access to credit cards have,
to my knowledge, always used them responsibly and
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will continue to use them responsibly, and they will
continue to use them with commonsense - which,
unfortunately, you have never exhibited, along with
fairness or balance.
Mr 8rumby - What about the question? Are you
going to answer that?
Mr KENNETT - What is it, Johnny; what is it?
Honourable members inteljecting.

Mr KENNETT - Mr Speaker, my answer was
very clear-The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier will ignore
the interjections across the table; they are disorderly.
Mr KENNETT - It just happens to be a fact that
for the people of Victoria and any other community the
best form of accountability is achieved through credit
cards. The alternative is to not have credit cards and to
make applications for reimbursement based on
expenditure. At least with a credit card you have an
official identified list of those who make expenditure.
We will continue to use credit cards, as we have in the
past. They are the best and most accurate method of
maintaining the accountability of ministers and public
servants.
Mr HuUs - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I do
not know whether the Premier misheard the question,
but it is about the fraudulent use of credit cards and
whether or not he is prepared to take action against
anybody who is found to have used such cards
fraudulently - or whether he will continue to act in a
way that makes Joh Bjelke-Petersen look like a saint.
Honourable members inteljecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! The question is clearly
about the use of credit cards by members and staff, and
the Premier is responding to it. I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr KENNETT - The honourable member was
once a Queensland federal member but could not even
hold his seat. The people saw through him very quickly
indeed.
What the honourable member for Niddrie has done
today is typical of his behaviour. He has raised a
question about fraudulent behaviour and tried to throw
it across everyone. I simply say to the honourable
member: if you have any example of fraudulent
behaviour, bring it forward, Charlie Brown, bring it
forward!
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Honourable members interjecting.

Mr KENNETT - What will you do? You will go
out and wreck someone else's marriage, will you, and
wear that as a - Honourable members interjecting.

Mr KENNETT - The honourable member for
Niddrie has never had any credibility in this house, and
the Leader of the Opposition has no credibility. This is
a continuation of the White-Hulls-Brumby program
before the last election that ensured Labor stayed on the
opposition benches.
There has been no change in Labor strategy: it is just
the same personality politics. As I have said, when the
next election ultimately comes around, Labor will be
rejected by the public. What the public wants from its
government and from the alternative government are
ideas about how the state will be taken into the
21 st century. The leadership of the Labor Party failed
its membership in the lead-up to the last election, and it
is failing it today.
The SPEAKER - Order! The current response is
irrelevant to the question.
Mr KENNETT - As I said earlier, if the
honourable member at any stage thinks he has any
details of fraudulent misbehaviour occurring anywhere,
I suggest he raise them. To date all the claims he has
raised on this issue totally disprove the generality of
what he has raised today.

Schools: reading recovery program
Ms DAVIES (Gippsland West) - Given the clearly
demonstrated success of the intensive reading recovery
program as an early intervention strategy for struggling
primary school students, and given the government's
new commitment to 100 per cent literacy targets, I ask
the Minister for Education whether he will undertake to
obtain the extra funds necessary to put a reading
recovery program in place for every state Victorian
primary school student who needs it?
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) -As the
honourable member knows, the government has
already committed some $52 million annually to the
Keys to Life program. Currently, a significant number
of state primary schools are running reading recovery
programs. I think it is of the order of 600, but I will
double check that for the honourable member and
confirm it later. The program is not exclusive to those
schools, in the sense that any school can become
involved. In other words, through the Schools of the
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Future program. school communities are empowered to
make that decision and to be part of the process, should
they wish to do so.

In addition, the government is making considerable
funds available to our teaching work force for
professional development, and a good deal of those
funds are going to the important reading recovery area.
I assure the honourable member and the house that the
government will not shirk any of its responsibility in
this area. We see it as fundamental, and we see it as
important.
The way in which the question was put contained the
implication that the commitment to 100 per cent
literacy is something new. That is certainly not the case.
My predecessor and I are on record on many occasions
as having made a strong commitment to quality
education outcomes for our young people. We have a
clear commitment, we have a goal, and we have set a
time frame. That is a discipline for government, it is a
discipline for our schools, and it is a discipline for
people who work in education.

It is also important to recognise that, unlike most other
states, Victoria has set up a measuring process through
the Learning Assessment Program. As a consequence
of the 100 per cent testing we do in years 3 and 5 - we
are currently piloting testing in years 7 and 9 in our
secondary schools - we are in a position to see how
we are travelling in that area. The consequences of that
fine work - I pay great tribute to the teachers and the
school communities who have strongly supported us
and the program - led us to make the commitment of
$52 million annually, in addition to our commitment to
other Keys to Life outcomes.
I assure the house of this government's continuing
strong commitment to quality literacy and numeracy
outcomes for every Victorian student.

Ports: reform
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - Has the Treasurer
ever met with Or Stephen Webster, a consultant to the
federal industrial relations minister, Peter Reith, about
either waterfront strategy or the port of Melbourne; and
if so, where did he meet him and what was discussed?
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer)- So far as I am
aware I have not met with Mr Webster.

Forestry industry: regional Victoria
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) - Will the Minister for
Agriculture and Resources advise the house of growth
opportunities in private forestry in regional Victoria and
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initiatives the government has taken to expand that
industry in western Victoria?

Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) - I thank the honourable member for a
very good question. Last week with my colleague the
Minister for Youth and Community Services I was in
western Victoria, where we participated in an official
ceremony welcoming the investment of a Japanese
consortium in plantation forestry in what is more
commonl y known as the green triangle area of that part
of Victoria and South Australia. It has emerged as a
significant new industry for rural Victoria.
You would be aware, Mr Speaker, that that has been
part of a statewide effort to triple the area of plantation
forestry in Victoria between now and 2020 - the socalled 2020 vision. It is estimated that that will increase
the current plantation forestry area from 250 000
hectares to 750 000 hectares and that in the process
some 10 000 new jobs will be created directly in the
industry, and of course the number of t1ow~n jobs
could be four or five times that figure. It will have
significant impact on all rural areas of Victoria.

It is also estimated that the investment will generate
some $6 billion worth of wealth for the state each year.
To put that into perspective, I remind honourable
members that when the government came to office in
1992 exports of food products from Victoria amounted
to only $2 billion, and we are now talking about three
times that much.
The government is considering a range of initiatives to
try to encourage that investment. The first issue we
need to address is whether there is a market for the
product; the answer is a very defmite yes. The 2 million
cubic metres of timber provided by plantation forests at
present represents only one two-hundredths of the
current annual world demand. It is estimated that by
2010 world demand will be in excess of 150 million
cubic metres and some 60 million cubic metres of that
will be in the Asian area.
We are also fortunate that a large area of Victoria is
quite suitable for plantation forestry, with high rainfall
and good soil. There are many areas of Gippsland and
the Western District of Victoria, north-eastern and
northern Victoria where irrigation water could be used
or even saline water could be recycled for timber
production. That also has a positive spin-off in
greenhouse terms by giving us carbon credits and
turning greenhouse gases into timber, which becomes a
valuable product at the time of harvest.
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It is estimated from the growth figures that in some of
the eucalypt plantations, particularly the blue-gum ones,
the growth rate is in excess of 20 cubic metres a
hectare. At current values, delivered to a chipper that
would amount to $45 a cubic metre, so we are talking
about growth worth $900 a hectare annually. It also
offers real opportunities for diversification in
agriculture.

Those who would like to hedge their bets or make a
longer tenn investment in timber rather than using it for
pulp production, which has a 10 to 20-year cycle, could
look at a range of timber products that have a longer
growth period but obviously higher value and think
about using them as superannuation benefits or as a nest
egg for their children.
It is worth reinforcing that we have done much work in

this area. My department has released a draft timber
strategy and an investment brochure. All that
information is available. In fact, the strategy document
is now available on the Internet, following the
technology drive the Treasurer has been encouraging all
departments to undertake, and I urge anyone who is
looking for a sound investment to consider investing in
timber production.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed.

Mr LONEY (Geelong North) - Prior to the
suspension of the sitting for lunch I was making some
remarks about the state of employment in my region. It
was interesting that during question time today the
Premier spent some time speaking on employment,
particularly in the textile, clothing and footwear
industry, which is a major industry providing
employment in my electorate.

I was saying that in five years of the Kennett
government not one new full-time job has been created
in the western Barwon region. In fact, there has been a
growth of only 14 part-time jobs a month during that
time - a very poor jobs record indeed. As a
consequence of the policies the government has
pursued there has been a deterioration in both the
quality and security of employment in my region.
The story of this government's failure comes across
even more clearly in particular areas of the western
Barwon region. According to the federal Department of
Employment, Education, Training and Youth Affairs
figures, in the Corio district, which is essentially

Thursday. 19 February 1998

encompassed by my electorate, the number of people
unemployed has increased by 15.4 per cent over the life
of this government. That means there are now
629 more people in my electorate on the dole queues
than there were when this government took office.
Even more disquieting than that single figure is the
realisation that 629 of the 2000 new entrants into the
labour force are unemployed. That means that in the
time of this government more than 37 per cent of new
people coming into the labour force in my electorate
have been unable to find jobs.
The right of young people in Geelong North to work,
much less to find rewarding work, appears illusory.
Across the Geelong region one in every three new
entrants to the labour force has been unable to fmd a
job. Those figures are concerning and show a clear
trend in unemployment in the region.
The Barwon region has the second-lowest participation
rate in Victoria, behind Gippsland. At the end of
September 1992 the participation rate was 60.5 per
cent. The government talks about the huge
improvements it has made in employment, but the
participation rate in my area is now only 60.3 per cent.
The government cannot claim any credit for the
percentage decrease in unemployment because it is
based purely on the drop in the participation rate and
the massaging of other figures. The decrease presents a
totally wrong picture. It is about time the government
stopped worrying about figures and started worrying
about people. Unemployment is about people, not
percentages. Under this government the unemployment
and employment statistics in my electorate have been
disastrous.
Particular mention needs to be made of the mature male
group. In the Geelong area, mature males - those over
45 - are even more affected by unemployment than
young people are. The number of mature males without
ajob has increased, and they fmd it increasingly
difficult to fmd opportunities to return to work.
The length of time they are out of work is also
increasing. Under this government mature males have
been forgotten. More attention should be paid to the
right of unemployed people aged 45 and over to
rewarding employment. More effort should be made to
help them return to work and to give them the
opportunity to contribute to the community. It is an
issue that must be addressed urgently.
Another issue which concerns my electorate and which
is gaining considerable momentum is the upgrading of
the Princes Highway. The highway is a crucial arterial
link between Geelong and Melbourne and one on
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which our regional economy relies. The future of
Geelong as a manufacturing centre, as a commercial
port and as a place to live is closely related to that road
transport corridor. The highway, which is a vital piece
of economic infrastructure, was built over 30 years ago.
Some improvements have been made in that time, but
the highway has become outdated and requires an
immediate and major upgrade.
The condition of the highway will be an important
determinant of Geelong's success or failure in securing
its future based on infrastructure assets such as the port
of Geelong and Avalon airport. Likewise, key regional
employers such as Ford, Shell, AIcoa and others have
an obvious interest in the effectiveness of road transport
links from Geelong to Melbourne, with the Western
Rlng Road linking Geelong to the rest of the eastern
seaboard.
The deficiencies ofthe Princes Highway can be most
graphically seen in the human cost of its continuing
poor safety record. That is particularly true of a stretch
of road near Little River. That kilometre or so has the
worst fatality record of any stretch of road in Australia.
Anyone who has used the highway to commute
between Geelong and Melbourne or to gain access to
the Great Ocean Road and western Victoria will be
aware of how dangerous it is. On average 7 people die
on that stretch of highway every year, and more than
150 people have accidents. It hardly needs to be said
that that is a dreadful waste of human life.
The situation has been further exacerbated by the
increase in heavy truck traffic. The recently announced
B-triple trial will only add to the pre-existing safety
problems. Other developing problems along that
section of road stem from the completion of the
Western Ring Road, which often leaves the
unimproved West Gate Freeway resembling a car park
at peak hour. Anybody travelling from Geelong to the
centre of Melbourne, particularly on a morning such as
Monday morning, when there was a bit of rain
around, knows that it now takes more time to get from
the turn onto the West Gate Freeway into Melbourne
than it does to get from Geelong to the turn onto the
freeway. That is unacceptable, and it is about time it
was sorted out.
Part of the problem stems from the inadequate nature of
the links from the Western Ring Road to the highway.
That causes major frustration and is an obvious
contributing factor to the accidents on that stretch of
road. The problem must be attended to as a matter of
urgency.
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Those issues were recently canvassed in the federal
government's Vaile report. However, the report is
disappointing from our point of view because it
recommends that that stretch of highway not be
considered part of the national highway, which is
inexplicable to those living in the region. Having said
that, the buck cannot be entirely passed to the federal
government, because the state government must also
play its part. It must prioritise that piece of road, and in
doing so effectively prioritise the people of Geelong. If
the state government were to make that stretch of road a
high priority for federal road funding, the federal
government would not knock it back.
In its five years or more in office the state government
has never declared it to be a priority. Instead. it has
chosen to prioritise sections of road in other parts of
Melbourne. If that stretch of road were declared a
priority for federal funding, 80 per cent of the cost of
the upgrade would be federally funded - the state
would be required to fmd 20 per cent - and the
improvements could go ahead almost immediately. A
20 per cent funding commitment would be entirely
appropriate. It is not an unreasonable request to make of
a state government on behalf of the people of Geelong
and the economic future of the region.
I could canvass many other issues relating to the
electorate I represent. but unfortunately time has beaten
me. Employment and the Princes Highway are the two
areas that are critical to what happens in the electorate
and the region in future. Those issues must be tackled
immediately. We want jobs and a decent infrastructure.
It is time the government delivered.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr ANDRIGHETIO
(Narracan).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES ACTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading

Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this bill is to implement amendments to
the Country Fire Authority Act 1958 and the Victoria
State Emergency Service Act 1987.
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Country Fire Authority Act
The government has anticipated growth in privately
operated forest plantation over the coming years. To
provide better protection for the valuable forest
resources, the act, as amended in 1997, already
provides for the formation of industry brigades for
forest plantations, which are staffed and equipped by
the owner or occupier of the land. These brigades will
provide a first-strike capacity to reduce the risk of
escalation of any fire which occurs on their land.
The aim of the establishment of industry brigades has
been to provide an appropriate balance between the
economic viability of the industry and the Country Fire
Authority'S responsibility for public safety, particularly
fire prevention and suppression in rural Victoria. The
CFA and representatives of the forest industry have
agreed that the efficiency of industry brigades will be
enhanced by providing them with power to join or form
groups of brigades within their local area. This option
to join or fonn groups of brigades will allow integration
of all brigades in a locality under common operational
standing orders and so further improve coordination
and response in times of emergency.
It is proposed that both industry brigades and groups of
indusny brigades be entitled to representation on
municipal and regional fire prevention committees
which will bring a broad industry knowledge base to
the fire prevention planning process.
Statute law revision

The Fire Authorities (Contributions) Act 1989 sought
to amend the provision relating to road accident rescue
costs which were to be borne by the Transport Accident
Commission. An incorrect reference was included in
that act, and should now be remedied. The effect will
be to allow these costs to be charged to the user of the
service which will include both the Transport Accident
Commission and the Accident Compensation
Commission. It is proposed further that this amendment
should operate retrospectively from the date on which it
was intended to take effect, namely the 5 December
1989.
Victoria State Emergency Service Act

Volunteers of the Victoria State Emergency Service
often embark on dangerous tasks in emergency
situations. Satisfactory health and fitness of unit
controllers and members is vital for the safety of both
members of a unit and the community they serve for the
efficient handling of an emergency situation. The act
already empowers the director to require production of
medical evidence of any controller's or member's
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fitness but has no power to enforce the request. It is
proposed that the director of the Victoria State
Emergency Service may suspend or cancel the
membership of unit controllers or members if they
refuse to produce medical evidence to demonstrate their
fitness.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr HAERMEYER (Yan
Yean).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 March.

FIREARMS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mc W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Background

Victoria's Firearms Act 1996 commenced operation in
April last year. The new act delivered on Victoria's
commitment to implement the National Firearms
Agreement of 10 May 1996.
The Firearms Act 1996 represents a landmark reform of
the way firearms are controlled in Victoria. It
introduced a comprehensive set of nationally agreed
reforms, including prohibitions on high-powered
semiautomatic firearms and pump action shotguns, a
new national fireanns licensing system, national
firearms training and storage standards.
The government recognised that the new firearms laws
would mean significant changes for firearms owners
and for Victoria Police, as the agency responsible for
implementing the laws. It was always the intention to
closely monitor their implementation to ensure they
were able to achieve reasonable objectives and
minimise unforeseen impacts.
After six months of operation of the new act, a review
was initiated of the implementation of the new firearms
laws with a view to identifying specific issues requiring
further legislative attention. This review has provided
the basis for the development of the bill.
Objectives

The key objectives of the Firearms Bill are to give
effect to a limited range of amendments to the Firearms
Act 1996 to:
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improve the consistency and workability of the act;
and
reduce unintended or unforeseen impacts where no
community benefit is realised; and
do these things whilst ensuring that Victoria's
firearms laws conform to the National Firearms
Agreement.
Most of the amendments in the bill are concerned with
minor technical or drafting matters; or clarifying
established policy settings in the act.
I would like to outline some of the main provisions of
the bill.
Field and game

In making the National Firearms Agreement, police
ministers were concerned to enable the use of
semiautomatic shotguns by a restricted class of clay
target shooters to ensure effective representation by
Australian competitors in national and international
events. This was put into effect by allowing members
of the Australian Clay Target Association (ACTA) to
use semiautomatic shotguns under licence and subject
to strict conditions.
It has been clarified that members of the field and game
organisations have a similar requirement to use these
firearms and that the field and game organisations have
a similar status to ACT A in competitive clay target
shooting. Therefore, as a matter of equity, the bill
extends the same rights to use semiautomatic shotguns
for clay target shooting to members of field and game
as are currently granted to members of ACT A.
28-day waiting period on the purchase of firearms

The National Firearms Agreement required that there
be a 28-day waiting period on the purchase of firearms
to ensure that there is sufficient time for police checks
on applicants. This is an important provision in the
national agreement. At the same time, it is recognised
that it is causing great inconvenience to firearm users
and dealers.
The principal concern in this matter is to ensure that
someone without a firearm cannot buy one on the spur
of the moment. For people who already have a firearm
and have not come to the attention of police, they
should not have to wait the 28 days in all cases to
purchase another. The bill provides that, where a person
already has a firearm, the chief commissioner has the
discretion to reduce the waiting period. It is hoped that
the chief commissioner will implement this provision in

145

good faith and ensure that permits to purchase second
and subsequent firearms are issued in good time. It is
also hoped that people wishing to purchase firearms
will understand that there are requirements in the act
that they will have to satisfy. These requirements
cannot simply be put aside and they take time to
administer.
Firearms in the film, television and theatre industry

There are a small number of theatrical armourers in
Victoria whose business is to supply firearms to the
film, television and theatre industry. In all cases blank
or dummy ammunition is used in the firearms, or no
ammunition at all.
For the purposes of the new firearms laws these people
are firearms dealers. However, the nature of their
business does not readily fit in with current provisions
for the licensing of firearms dealers. A pennit-style
system linked to the firearms dealer's licence has
therefore been provided in the bill to enable these
legitimate businesses to carry on under strict regulation.
Carrying or using a firearm in a town or populous place

The Firearms Act rightly makes it an offence to carry a
loaded firearm or to use a firearm in a town or populous
place. There are, however, a number of occasions
where this presents great difficulty.
A number of our parliamentary colleagues in the
Warmambool and Hamilton areas will tell of the
considerable damage large flocks of corellas and galahs
have done in recent months to golf courses and bowling
clubs, both to the greens and to general foliage. This
has amounted to thousands of dollars in damage.

In these cases it is simply a matter of public benefit that
the chief commissioner be able to pennit a licensed
person to use a firearm to scare off the flock. The bill
enables the chief commissioner to allow a person to use
a firearm inside a town perimeter in these kinds of cases
where there is a significant public benefit or a
significant public safety outcome and, where required,
the shooter has the necessary permits issued by the
Department of Natural Resources and Environment.
Right to apply to the court to be not prohibited

The Firearms Act 1996 has strict provisions relating to
prohibited persons. These are persons who because of,
for example, a term of imprisonment, a domestic
violence intervention order or an offence with a
firearm, automatically lose their firearms licences and
are prohibited from owning or using firearms for a
specific period.
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For lesser offences the period of prohibition is
12 months. There is a concern that in many of these
cases the offence may warrant a stiff fme but not also
the loss of the fireanns licence. In the case of lesser
offences which would normally make a person
'prohibited' for a period of 12 months, the bill provides
an entitlement to make an application to the court that
heard the original charge to be declared 'not
prohibited' .
Firearms dealer weekly returns

The existing act requires licensed frreanns dealers to
send details of fireanns bought and sold to the
Victorian Firearms Registry every seven days. Whilst
there is concern that the firearms registry database
needs to be kept up to date, a seven-day reporting cycle
imposes a significant bookkeeping burden on firearms
dealers for little conununity benefit. The bill provides
that the licensed firearms dealers must report fireanns
transactions to Victoria Police every 28 days.
Additional genuine reason: shooting pest animals on
Crown land

The national frreanns agreement requires that a person
applying for a fireanns licence must demonstrate an
accepted genuine reason for the licence application and
demonstrate evidence of that genuine reason.
The requirement to be a member of a shooting club or
organisation is not preferred as a matter of practicality
or principle by some shooters who simply wish to shoot
pest animals on Crown land (where that is pennitted).
The bill provides that an additional form of
documentary proof in support of a firearms licence
application can be a letter from the Department of
Natural Resources and Environment registering the
applicant's interest in shooting pest animals on Crown
land.
Storage for coUectors

The national firearms agreement imposes quite strict
standards on collectors of firearms in relation to the
storage of their fIreanns. This is because a firearms
collection has the potential to contain large numbers of
fireanns. However, where a collection contains a
smaller number of firearms it is not appropriate that any
more stringent storage standards should apply to
collectors than are currently required of regular firearms
users - that is, that the firearms be locked in a
receptacle that is constructed of steel or a hardwood that
is not easily penetrable.
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Target shooting on private property
Currently under the act a person who has been issued
with a fIrearms licence for the purposes of sport or
target shooting must shoot at an approved range. This is
to ensure that target shooting occurs in locations
approved for their safety facilities and standards. This
restriction prevents target shooting on private land. It
conflicts with a significant amount of traditional and
formerly legitimate use of rifles and shotguns. It also
conflicts with the approach adopted in the act towards
persons licensed for the reason of hunting, who are
allowed to shoot on private property.
The bill permits target shooting on private property
under prescribed circumstances and limits this activity
to particular categories of fIrearms. The regulations will
prescribe other matters relating to safety issues,
conditions and any notification requirements.
Juniors: entitlement to try out shooting

Exemptions from the need to be licensed are provided
in the act to people over 18 years when shooting under
supervision at an approved range. These exemptions
offer an opportunity to an adult to try out shooting with
a longarm or a handgun under supervision to see ifhe
or she would like to persist with the sport.
The same exemptions are not offered in the act to
juniors (people Wlder 18). The lack of an exemption for
juniors when shooting under supervision at an approved
range is seen by a number of firearms groups such as
Target Rifle Victoria, the Victorian Rifle Association
and the Victorian Amateur Pistol Association as stifling
the future development of their sport. The bill provides
an exemption from the need to be licensed to jWliors
who have the written consent of their parent or guardian
and who are receiving instruction in the use of firearms
under the supervision of the holder of a fIrearms licence
at an approved range.
Conclusion

Effective regulation of fireanns requires a balancing of
competing interests. The public must have confidence
in the integrity of the state's frrearms controls and the
controls need to be targeted on reasonable outcomes
that have clear commWlity benefits. The bill before the
house reflects this need for a balanced approach. The
bill will maintain the fundamental features of the
Firearms Act 1996 - the nationally agreed fIrearms
licensing system, the registration of fIrearms, training
standards and sales and storage requirements - while
also clarifying and simplifying certain aspects of the
legislation to reduce unforeseen or unintended
outcomes where no community benefit is realised.
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The bill will help generate a positive and cooperative
attitude towards the new laws. The bill demonstrates
not only the government's ability to take the hard
decisions but its willingness to listen to community
views and to continually look at ways of improving its
legislation while ensuring public safety for the
community.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr HAERMEYER (Yan
Yean).

Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I move:
That the debate be adjourned for two weeks.

Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) -

I move:

That the word 'two' be omitted, with a view to inserting in
place thereof the word 'four'.

Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I do not see the necessity to
omit 'two' and insert •four'. The bill will not be debated
when the house sits next week. There is then a twoweek recess before we come back. That means it will
be four weeks before it will be debated. Therefore I see
no reason to have an extension from two to four weeks.
I will ensure that the shadow minister has ample time to
be briefed by people within my department. I therefore
oppose lengthening the time of the adjournment from
two to four weeks.
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - On the question
of time, I ask for four weeks because, as the minister
correctly states, it would be three weeks by the time this
bill came to the house and the opposition was able to
deliver its response. I am effectively asking for an extra
week to enable the bill to be canvassed in the
community. To give him his due, the minister has
always been generous in offering thorough briefings
promptly; but once the opposition has been briefed on
bills it is needs to go back to people in the community.
The opposition must satisfy itself that those who have
expressed an interest in the legislation and the changes
that are being made believe their interests have been
met.
It is unfortunate that since the changes to the Fireanns
Act were passed in 1996 three more sets of
amendments have been made to it. I believe that has to
do with the fact that the government rushed the
legislation through without allowing appropriate time
for debate and consultation in the general community.
A Government Member- You supported it!
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Mr HAERMEYER - Yes, the opposition did
support it, and it laid down the principles on which that
legislation was based. It was the coalition government
that was dragged into this kicking and screaming.
However, because of the rushed way the government
introduced the bill and the lack of consultation, we now
find ourselves up to the third set of amendments
because the concerns of genuine competitive shooters
in particular - people such as pistol shooters, field and
game shooters and junior shooters - were overlooked
as an unintended consequence of the legislation.
All those consequences could have been avoided. Many
of the issues were drawn to the attention of the
government during the original debate on the bill and
the debate surrounding the last two rounds of
amendments to the Firearms Act.

Mr W. D. McGrath - On a point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, the shadow minister is able to talk
about the time of two weeks, but he is not able to go
into a general debate as he is doing at the moment.
The ACTING SPEAKER
(Mr Andrianopoulos) - Order! I uphold the point of
order on the matter of time.

Mr HAERMEYER - On the question of time, I
am talking about the time needed to get this legislation
right to make sure we are not perpetually coming in
here, session after session after session. overcoming yet
another unintended consequence of the flfeanns
legislation. Ifthe government had allowed many of
these matters to be considered previously when its
attention was drawn to them during the debates on the
amending provisions we would not be coming back
here to debate further amendments to the Fireanns Act.
I ask for one extra week to obtain a briefing.
Mr W. D. McGrath - You can have an extra
briefing - next week - tomorrow-Mr HAERMEYER - Thank you, Minister. We
then need to go out and talk to various groups in the
community that have approached us with their concerns
about these issues. I need to make sure they are satisfied
that this legislation finally has it right.
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport) - The
honourable member for Yan Yean is arguing about two
whole days. Doesn't he realise that today is
19 February? We sit next week. The minister wishes to
adjourn the debate for two weeks; the two weeks will
be up on about 4 March when Parliament is not
sitting - and it will not be sitting the week after that.
The following week it will sit, which means it will sit
on 17, 18 and 19 March. The debate may not resume on
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17 March anyway, so the honourable member has
almost four weeks, if my arithmetic is right. He cannot
do any work on the days he is in this house representing
his constituents and sitting on the front bench. He has
two weeks when he is not in this house. I am sure that
will allow adequate time for an assiduous shadow
minister like the honourable member to take in
infonnation and consult with all the people he needs to
consult.
The two-week adjournment that the minister has moved
is just plain commonsense and follows a practice that
has been adopted in this house for a long time - and
the period is four weeks, anyway.
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - This is a
straightforward piece oflegislation. There has been
wide consultation with the same people that the
honourable member for Van Yean will be talking to,
and they have given it there strong approval. It is a very
simple amendment.
As the Minister for Sport has already pointed out, the
honourable member will have four weeks. I suggest we
can provide briefings for the honourable member for
Van Yean as from tonight, ifhe has the time. We will
provide all the briefing infonnation he needs. The bill is
straightforward, not complicated. For complicated bills
we have only a two-week adjournment, and this is a
simple bill. I hope the honourable member will support
it later because we know that some of the people he will
be consulting will be looking carefully at his reaction. I
believe the honourable member is getting what he is
asking for. In effect, the minister has proposed an
adjournment of four weeks, but technically he has to
say two weeks because that is the way this house
traditionally operates.

Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to and debate adjourned until Thursday,
S March.

RETAIL TENANCIES REFORM BILL
Second reading
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Within Victoria there are over 170 shopping centres
comprising approximately 2.5 million square metres of
retail space. Current projections made by the Property
Council indicate that between 1996 and 200 1 retail
floor space may increase between 465 000 and
750000 additional square metres. The retail sector in
Victoria employs around 308 000 people and turns over
$29 billion per annum. In the year to May 1997, this
represented 23 per cent of the national retail turnover,
which stood at $120 billion per annum.
The Retail Tenancies Reform Bill will further the
government's commitment to creating an attractive and
sustainable environment for small business by ensuring
all infonnation relevant to making an informed business
decision to enter into a retail lease is submitted to the
landlord and the tenant before signing the lease. It is a
bill that will restore confidence and security to both
tenants and landlords by significantly improving the
regulatory environment. A harmonious environment
undoubtedly advances the retail industry's
competitiveness.
The Retail Tenancies Act 1986 commenced operation
in September 1987. The act was designed to reform the
law relating to retail tenancy agreements by
establishing specific rights for tenants and prohibiting
certain practices and lease conditions. This bill will
replace the current act with a more effective legislative
arrangement that strikes a proper balance between the
interests of landlords and tenants.
As honourable members will be aware, two reviews of
the act were initiated under the Labor government,
which were not implemented with the 1993 Redfern
report failing to reach consensus on its
recommendations. Furthermore, in May 1997 a small
business association known as the Small Business
Advisory Network also completed a review of retail
tenancies legislation. Like the earlier Labor government
reports, this report did not deliver consensus on all
major issues.
Essentially in response to a Supreme Court decision,
the coalition government introduced several reforms to
the act in its last term. However, the time has now come
for a fundamental reform of retail tenancy law.

Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This is a bill that will deliver fundamental refonns to an
expanding retail industry which has a significant impact
on the Victorian economy. This bill is the most farreaching reform of retail tenancy law in 12 years and
sets a benchmark for other Australian states and
territories.

The ongoing need for reform of the law relating to retail
leases in Victoria was stressed by participants at the
Victorian Small Business Summit hosted by the
Minister for Small Business in April 1997. In response
to those concerns, the Minister for Small Business
immediatel y established a working party to consider the
effectiveness of Victoria's Retail Tenancies Act 1986.
The working party was chaired by the Honourable
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Wendy Smith, MLC. and included Mr Peter Ryan,
MLA, Mr Ron Thomlinson, executive director, Retail
Traders Association of Victoria, Mr Peter Clarke,
executive director, Property Council of Victoria and
Mr Darryl Beitzel, a small business operator. The
working party conducted an extensive public
consultation program throughout metropolitan and
regional Victoria and held meetings with individual
property owners, managers and retailers. In all, the
working party received over I ()() written submissions
and held individual meetings with around 170 small
retail businesses.
The working party presented its report on 31 August
1997. An important feature of this review is that for the
first time there has been significant agreement between
representatives on all sides of the retail industry in
Victoria on the proposed reforms to retail tenancy law.
This is seen as paramount to successfully delivering a
package of reforms to the retail industry that will be fair
and practical.
The bill meets and at times exceeds the commonwealth
government's set of principles that provide for
minimum legislative protection for retail tenants. In
addition, the commonwealth government's Trade
Practices Amendment (Fair Trading) Bill 1997 is
complementary to this bill in that it will provide for
additional remedies to parties against unconscionable
business conduct and will provide protection for small
businesses in the retail industry.
The key principles underlying this reform bill are
stronger disclosure requirements for landlords,
improved competitive provisions, and effective dispute
resolution processes for landlords and tenants.

Information disclosure
One of the strongest concerns voiced by retailers and
landlords is the need to ensure all information for
making an informed business decision is available to
the tenant and landlord before signing a lease. This is
vital to planning a business and reducing exposure to
risk. This applies to disclosure of information prior to
reaching agreement on a lease and throughout the
performance of the lease.
The current legislation provides that if the tenant does
not receive a disclosure statement prior to signing the
lease, the tenant can terminate the lease. This has been
found to be an ineffective remedy to a tenant who has
invested a substantial amount in the business due to the
absence of any financial sanction for failure to provide
a disclosure statement. Therefore the current legislation
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has caused many landlords to treat this obligation as
discretionary.
To address the problem of inadequate information
disclosure, the bill requires the landlord to provide the
tenant (including prospective subtenants, franchisees
and assignees) with a package of information including
a copy of the proposed lease, an information booklet to
be developed by the Department of State Development,
and a disclosure statement (or a copy of the original
disclosure statement in the case of subtenants and
assignments) at least seven days prior to signing the
lease. The bill also provides that the landlord cannot
charge rent from the tenant until he or she provides a
disclosure statement.
Tenants are subject to pay outgoings which include
land tax, electricity charges, council rates, security fees
and other expenses payable by the tenant, which can
increase significantly over the period of a lease. As a
result, another major concern faced by tenants is the
apparent lack of transparency in the annual audited
outgoings statements they receive from landlords. To
address this concern, the bill aims to ensure that all
relevant information is given to tenants about outgoings
paid. The bill requires the landlord to provide the tenant
with an audited general outgoings statement and an
audited promotional and marketing outgoings
statement. In addition, tenants will not have to pay the
landlord's legal costs involved in the preparation of the
lease.
Market rent reviews

The current legislation was intended to allow rents to be
adjusted up or down according to the circumstances at
the time of a market review. However the wording of
the current act has caused a technical problem whereby,
under some leases, rents cannot decrease at market
review. Provisions that prevent the rent from decreasing
at a market review are fairly common in leases and are
known as ratchet clauses. Ratchet clauses cause great
difficulty for tenants because landlords are able to
maintain rents that are commercially unrealistic given
prevailing market conditions. The bill provides that
rents can increase or decrease according to prevailing
market conditions at the time of a market review by
introducing an effective prohibition on ratchet clauses
in leases.
Compensation

The current legislation in relation to compensation
provides inadequate protection to tenants for actions of
the landlord which impact adversely on a retailer's
business. Redevelopment of a centre, relocation of
tenants and changes in tenancy mix are examples of
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these actions. To illustrate, redevelopments necessary to
meet changing consumer demands may affect the
volume and direction of traffic flow in a centre,
customers' access to a shop, limit the shop's visibility,
and may generally make conditions very difficult for
trading.
To address the potential adverse impact of
redevelopment, the bill requires the landlord to gi ve the
tenant three months notice of proposed renovations,
refurbishments or extensions likely to cause disruption
to trade. The proposal is to provide tenants with rights
to claim compensation for disruption to trade caused by
the landlord. Relocation of tenants to alternative
premises during extensions or refurbishments imposes
direct costs to the tenant such as the costs of removing
and reinstalling fixtures, fittings and other parts of the
original fit-out, and legal and design costs. Relocation
may also impose indirect costs on the business if the
tenant is relocated to an inferior position, or to premises
with higher rental. To address the effect of relocation,
the bill requires the landlord to provide at least three
months notice of a proposed relocation to the tenant.
The bill also provides that the landlord must pay for the
reasonable costs incurred by the tenant in relation to the
relocation, and the tenant is entitled to be offered a new
lease on the alternative shop on the same tenns and
conditions (excluding rent) as the existing lease.
In the interests of financial viability, it is not

uncommon for shopping centre management to alter the
tenancy mix in a shopping centre during the period of a
lease, and that can adversely impact on the individual
tenant's profitability.
In response to that issue, the bill provides that the tenant

has a right to seek compensation if an undisclosed
change in the tenancy mix adversely affects trade or if
the tenant entered or renewed a lease on the basis of a
false or misleading statement made by the landlord.
Dispute resolution

The current act provides a two-tier dispute resolution
procedure consisting of conciliation and arbitration.
Both tenants and landlords in the retail industry have
expressed serious concerns regarding the effectiveness
of the current dispute resolution process. The problems
with the current system include the expense involved,
the confidential nature of the arbitration deterrninations
and the need, in some cases, to have awards enforced in
the courts.
The design and implementation of an effective low~ost
dispute resolution system to address all disputes arising
between tenants and landlords is imperative for
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successful implementation of the whole package of
retail tenancy refonns. This proposal is fully supported
by all sides of the debate.
This issue is to be resolved in conjunction with the
Attorney-General's tribunal reform package. It is
proposed to include disputes in respect of retail
tenancies within the jurisdiction of the reformed
tribunal system at the earliest possible time. The
tribunal will provide a more efficient justice system for
retailers and property managers. In the meantime, the
dispute resolution procedure provided for in the Retail
Tenancies Act 1986 will remain in place as an interim
arrangement only.
Renewal of leases

The current legislation gives tenants little certainty at
the end of their lease, and in many cases tenants are
given very short notice as to whether or not the landlord
intends to renew their lease and on what conditions that
renewal will be offered.
To give tenants more time to plan for their business at
the end of a current lease, the bill provides that not less
than six months before the end of a current retail
premises lease landlords must inform the tenant
whether they intend to renew the lease and on what
conditions the renewal will be offered.
These refonns will be complemented by the federal
government's Trade Practices Amendment (Fair
Trading) Bill 1997 which provides additional remedies
to parties against unconscionable business conduct and
will provide protection for small businesses in the retail
industry.
Assignment of leases

The provisions regulating assignment of leases are a
problem area for the retail industry. Issues include the
lack of information shared between the parties and
difficulties with obtaining the landlord's consent to a
proposed assignment.
The working party has proposed that the current law in
relation to assignment ofleases be clarified. An
agreement between the assignor, assignee and landlord
is to be signed by all parties, and the landlord will be
required to consent or refuse a proposed assignment
within 21 days. The landlord cannot unreasonably
withhold consent to an assignment. The time given to
the landlord has been reduced from 42 days under the
previous act which is considered too long where a sale
of a business is involved.

VALVA nON OF LAND (AMENDMENn BILL

Thursday, 19 February 1998

151

ASSEMBLY

Minor amendments
Where the tenant has taken reasonable steps to request
the landlord to make urgent repairs to the premises and
the landlord has not carried out those repairs, the tenant
may carry out the repairs and is entitled to
reimbursement by the landlord.
The bill continues to apply to retail premises that have a
floor area of under 1000 square metres. In determining
floor area, the bill requires that regard be had to the
Property Council of Australia's method of
measurement guidelines.
Landlords cannot discriminate against tenants who
choose to join or fonn a merchants' association and any
established merchants' association should be consulted
about major redevelopments and promotion of a retail
shopping centre.
As a consequence of the interim continuation of the
conciliation and arbitration provisions of the previous
act, it is the intention to vary section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975 to limit the Supreme Court's
powers and jurisdiction in respect of those dispute
resolution procedures.
Statement under section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975

I wish to make a statement under section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975 of the reasons for altering or
varying that section by this bill. Clause 48 provides that
it is the intention of clauses 35(3) and 42 to alter or vary
section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975. This is
necessary to prevent the bringing before the Supreme
Court of any action or proceeding in relation to a
dispute referred to in clause 35(3), or any action or
proceeding in the circumstances referred to in
clause 42.
The reasons for limiting the jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court in these circumstances are as follows. Firstly, in
relation to limiting the court's jurisdiction under
clause 35(3), the intention has been to avoid costly and
time-consuming litigation in respect of a wide range of
matters that are readily amenable to non-judicial
detennination. Secondly, in relation to the immunity
provision in clause 42, it is not uncommon for a
member of a tribunal or similar body to be afforded a
measure of protection from legal proceedings in order
to allow the member to perfonn his or her duties
properly and with confidence. Clearly defining the
liability of panel members will enable them to act
impartially without fear of prosecution knowing that
their actions are supported by conventional guarantees
against personal liability. This immunity is extended to

all panel members, whether acting in the capacity of
conciliator or arbitrator.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr HAERMEYER (Yan
Yean).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 March.

VALUATION OF LAND (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading

Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the bill is to introduce amendments to
the Valuation of Land Act 1960 as part of a process of
reforming valuation practices in the state of Victoria.
At present there are considerable differences in
approach to valuation practice in Victoria which have
allowed for a wide variation across the state with a
divergence in the length ofvaluations and a plethora of
relevant dates. For example, valuations carried out for
metropolitan councils can be used for a maximum
period of four years. Rural councils however have a
maximum period of 6 years within which to conduct
valuations. Some councils, however, return valuations
on a 2, 3 or 5-year cycle and the Melbourne City
Council conducts valuations on an annual basis.
Most councils acknowledge that the current system of
conducting valuations should be improved. Current
processes, including the lack of a common level of
value date across the state, time lags and the lack of
data consistency are inadequate.
In response to those concerns the government
undertook an extensive consultation process including
the appointment of a valuation refonn reference group
chaired by Mr Stephen McArthur, MP. The reference
group included representatives from councils, the
Municipal Association of Victoria, and other relevant
stakeholders. Following an extensive consultation
process the group made a number of proposals to
introduce best practice and improve property
information.

The reference group recommended that minimum
standards of valuation practice should be raised to
ensure acceptable statewide standards and that a
common level of valuation date should be used for all
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councils in Victoria. It also recommended that the state
should move to a minimum frequency of biennial
valuations. In line with the reference group's
recommendations the bill introduces two essential
changes to the Valuation of Land Act 1960.
Firstly, it replaces the existing section 13OC(5) ofthe
act with a provision that will require a minimum of
biennial valuations. That will commence on
I January 2000. This change will still allow a council to
return a valuation on an annual basis with the intention
that a common biennial cycle is maintained throughout
the state.
Secondly, the bill provides that valuations will be
returned to councils within a maximum period of
six months - that is, no later than 30 June in the year
in which the valuation is conducted. These measures
will equip councils and other authorities using the
valuation with a better and fairer basis for setting rates
and taxes, ensure equity across council boundaries and
also provide valuations that are more consistent with
current market values.
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Division list
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! I have to infonn the house that in the division
that took place in the house yesterday, 18 February, on
the question 'That the question be now put' on the
television and broadcasting resolution. the tellers for the
Ayes inadvertently recorded the name of the
honourable member for Tullamarine, Mr Finn, twice.
One of those should have referred to the honourable
member for Cranbourne, Mr Rowe. The Clerk will
make the necessary correction to the division list.
Remaining business postponed on motion of Mrs TEHAN
(Minister for Conservation and Land Management).

ADJOURNMENT
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Further, the proposals contained in the bill will provide
a legislative springboard from which best practice
standards can be implemented. In this context I am
pleased to announce that funding of over $3 million
from the Estate Agents Guarantee Fund to assist in the
process of conducting an education program with local
government and in the electronic collection of data for
the first statewide valuation has been approved by the
Minister for Fair Trading. I take this opportunity to
thank both the Estate Agents Council and the Minister
for Fair Trading for their support for this important
project. This funding will be dedicated to the program
to encourage councils' use of the Valuer-General's best
practice standards and to facilitate the uniform
compilation of valuable property infonnation in an
electronic fonnat.
The introduction of these initiatives to improve
valuation practice in Victoria will result in greater
equity for all property owners. In addition, access to
current valuations and vastly improved standardised
property information will provide a major benefit to all
who have an interest in real estate in Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms GARBUTT
(Bundoora).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 March.

Dandenong Ranges: fire prevention
Ms GARBUIT (Bundoora) - I ask the Minister
for Conservation and Land Management to investigate
the failure of the Department of Natural Resources and
Environment to take adequate fire precautions in the
Oandenong Ranges. This is an issue of enonnous
sensitivity and importance following the trauma of last
year's disastrous fires. I have visited the area in
response to claims in the local press by Mr Alan Marks,
a Country Fire Authority group officer for the
Dandenong Ranges, who is in charge of 14 local
brigades, that land managed by the department is a fire
risk. An article in the Free Press of21 January this year
states:
Lack of maintenance on state government land in the
Dandenongs has created a serious fire hazard, according to a
senior CF A officer.

The article also quotes Mr Marks and states:
'There's enonnous fuel load on these properties, which are
both overgrown,' he said. 'I f a fire went through either area, it
could affect many properties and lives. '

Mr Marks was referring to the Selby Conservation
Reserve and the ZA Nominees land in Belgrave South.
A report in the Free Press of 4 Februaryapproximately two weeks later - states that the
Belgrave South CF A captain, John Viney, has joined
his colleague, Mr Marks, in claiming that land managed
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by the Department of Natural Resources and
Environment is badly overgrown and a fire risk. The
report states:
Mr Viney said he was particularly concerned about the
overgrown state of the Selby Conservation Reserve.
'This reserve would act like a fuse into the surrounding
community if the area caught fire,' he said.

Mr Marks showed me several areas that were

inadequately managed by the department and smaller
areas off Mast Gully Road and Alexander Road,
Upwey, that were ovenun with weeds and carried a
heavy load of dry vegetation. They were obviously a
fire risk.
The area was in the midst of residential properties.
Selby Conservation Reserve carried a similar heavy
load of vegetation and had attractive residential
properties surrounding it. It is even more worrying that
the houses are on the ridge above the reserve and would
obviously be very vulnerable in the event of fire. The
visit convinced me that the department does not have
the staff to carry out adequate fire-protection works.
Cuts to staff numbers have left the department unable to
carry out its responsibilities properly. The staff on the
gro~n? have made a valiant attempt to cover their area,
but It IS clear that they lack sufficient numbers.
Letters received by the Country Fire Authority from
residents express grave fears about Crown land and the
fire dangers posed by lack of maintenance. Residents
have been careful undertaking fire prevention measures
and have actively sought the advice of the CFA.
Unfortunately the government has not done its job. I
ask the minister to investigate what the Department of
Natural Resources and Environment has not been doing
in the Dandenong Ranges.
Dairy industry: brand names
Mr KlLGOUR (Shepparton) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Agriculture and Resources
problems within the liquid milk industry and with the
brands that the liquid milk industry now uses in the
processing and sale of milk throughout Victoria.

Approximately 20 years ago the Victorian Diary
Industry Authority decided that rather than have diaries
throughout Victoria processing different types of milk
one brand would be developed and sold across Victoria
particularly in the specialist milk area. At that time I '
was the sales and marketing marIager for a dairy
company in Shepparton that produced and processed
18 per cent of its litreage as flavoured milk while
Melbourn~ processors were producing only about 1 per
cent of their htreage as flavoured milk.
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As a result of our promotion in Shepparton the
Victorian Dairy Industry Authority realised there was a
much greater flavoured milk drink market than was
then evident in the milk industry. It was at that time that
Mr Ray Ducat from Shepparton came to Melbourne to
talk to the authority about how to better market
flavoured milk in Victoria - and the Big M brand was
born. Following that, all country dairies then produced
the Big M brand. Other brands followed, such as Rev,
which was the first time that a fortified milk was
allowed to be sold in Victoria; Farmhouse, which was a
full cream milk; and Skinny Milk, which was attractive
to people who were on diets or were watching their
weight.

Since that time the dairies have supported the brands
well, and the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority has
been successful. It is now believed the fanners
associated with the authority would like to sell those
brands. If the brands are to be sold, who will purchase
them and what will happen to dairies in country
Victoria? In Shepparton, Bendigo and Warmambool
the dairies fonnerly had their own brands and they
changed over to the VOlA brands. They will be left
without a brand under which to market their milk. The
?airies ~ould be held to ransom by a large marketing or
mternatlOnal company that might buy the brands or take
th~m.out of distribution because they are competing
WIth Its own products. Alternatively the company might
want to charge the distributors or processors more than
they are currently paying in franchise fees.
Will the minister examine the matter to ensure that
dairies in country Victoria, which employ many people
and do a great job in processing milk, will continue to
receive a reasonable price for their brands?
Port of Melbourne: competition
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I raise for the
attention of the Treasurer a matter concerning litigation
that has been settled between the Melbourne Port
Corporation, the state of Victoria and the two duopoly
partners, P and 0 and Patrick stevedores. Part of the
Patrick matter has been settled. I ask the Treasurer
whether the out-of-court settlements allow tor full
competition at the port of Melbourne?
I understand the settlements are subject to
confidentiality clauses that are binding on both parties,
but what I am seeking is advice on a policy matter:
whether arising from the out-of-court settlement of
these matters we can now have a competitive
environment in the port of Melbourne which would
provide for the breaking of the duopoly and allow
competition?
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It is a clear and unequivocal policy position the
Treasurer can answer without revealing the out-of-court
settlement made with P and O. I know that dollars were
made and land gifts were given to Patrick stevedores.
The advice would also indicate whether the Treasurer
has been able to resolve the litigation stemming from
the debacle with the shipping giant OOCL, which was
also driven out of the port of Melbourne, so that full
competition in the port will now be allowed. We know
enough about the rogue National Farmers Federation
operation on Webb Dock at the port of Melbourne to
realise that it is not competition. Exclusive clauses in
the sublease prevent that operation from being an
international container operation, so it cannot compete.
Given that the new operation with P and CS, the
National Fanners Federation-Th~CTING

CHAIRMAN (Mr McArthur)-

Order! The honourable member should be asking for
some action.
Mr BRACKS - I am asking the Treasurer to
clearly state whether the out-of-court settlements that
have been reached with P and 0 and Patrick stevedores
will allow for competition in the port. That is a policy
matter. The Treasurer should say, 'Of course we have
settled. We cannot reveal all the matters, but the
settlement allows for competition' .

The parliamentary secretary has been up to his neck in
this matter. He knows all about it because he has been
taking the calJs. Geoffrey Gilbert, the head of the
corporation, has been sidelined. The government has
taken over the port of Melbourne issue. The Treasurer
should advise the Victorian public what arrangements
have been made that will allow for competition.

Sale: military flying school
Mr RY AN (Gippsland South) - The matter I raise
for the attention of the Minister for Rural Development
relates to an important initiative currently under
consideration for the RAAF base at East Sale. I am
seeking from the minister an indication of the prospect
of government support for this very significant
proposal.

In the middle of 1997 the RAAF released an invitation
to register interest, which is colloquially known as an
ITR, for the provision of flight screening and basic
flight training for the Australian Defence Force. That
contemplates that any person who wishes to be a pilot
in any arm of the defence force will undergo a
preliminary screening process to determine that
individual's capacity to be a pilot. After having
satisfactorily passed that initial process the person
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would undergo the preparatory training required
ultimately to equip him or her for that important role in
one of the arms of the defence force.
Tenders have been called for the process and the base at
East Sale is competing with Tamworth in New South
Wales. They are the only two sites in Australia where
the provision of this service can realistically be
contemplated.
This is a vitally important initiative for us. It would
mean something in the order of 120 to 150 jobs in a
highly skilled area, with all the benefits that would flow
from that. It would also provide the capacity for various
aeronautical industries to be built upon this important
addition to our local economy.
Sale is in there pitching and doing a terrific job. The
Shire of Wellington has led the way and done
marvellously well. Business Victoria has also been
involved. In fact the base is one of the most popular
among RAAF personnel. It is located in one ofthe most
magnificent parts of Victoria --sunny Gippslandand many benefits are available to it. I am sure they will
represent strong attractions to the ultimate award of this
tender. Among other things it has plenty of flying space
around the immediate location of the base and, very
importantly, has a military ethos, which I believe
separates it from Tamworth, which has a civil facility of
a like nature but cannot offer a military ethos.
I desire from the minister a defmition of the ability of
the Victorian government to join with local government
and the local community to see what we can
conceivably do to win this important tender, which I am
sure would be of enormous significance not only to our
local region but also to Victoria as a whole.

Schools: Ballarat
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Education through the
Minister for Conservation and Land Management the
need to conduct a wide-ranging review of education
resources in the BaHarat area. Parents have told
members of the opposition of an alarming increase in
class sizes in Ballarat schools. As the Industry
Commission reported last week, since 1992 Victoria
has had the greatest blow-out in staff-student ratios in
both primary and secondary schools in any state. In the
BaHarat region, Redan Primary School has classes of up
to 35 students, and BaHarat North, Mount Clear and
Daylesford primary schools have classes of more than
30 students. These are just some of the reports that have
been made to us.
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The community needs to know both the full extent of
the class-size crisis that is looming in the Ballarat area
and certainly what the minister plans to do about it. The
first step would be to conduct a wide-ranging review of
the situation and to prepare a strategy to ease the crisis.
The minister often claims in this place that the
opposition is ill-informed about class-size information.
The minister should release the information about that
specific area and class sizes, in general, throughout
Victoria. In the middle of last year I sought that
information via freedom of information channels.
Despite my paying hundreds of dollars, at the minister's
request, to access that information electronically, more
than five months later no information has been
forthcoming. The minister has shown absolute
contempt for the Freedom of Information Act and other
laws under which state governments should and do
operate.
I ask the minister to comply with the FOI legislation
and make the information available. He must
immediately deal with the looming crisis in Ballarat. He
must come clean.

meet members ofthe club and inspect the clubhouse
before supporting the club's submission to the
government for assistance to either improve existing
facilities or, I hope, build a new clubhouse.
Over the years the club has managed to raise a
considerable amount of money for continuing
maintenance. Now it seeks government assistance to
build a clubhouse in which its members can store their
equipment and from which the club may continue to
operate effectively.
Lakes Entrance is a popular tourist destination,
particularly in the summer months when tourists in
their thousands flock to the surf beach. To my
knowledge not one life has been lost on that beach,
which is a tribute to the dedication of the lifesaving
club members. I ask the minister to carefully consider
the club's submission. I hope something can be done to
assist the club's case, to help its members continue the
excellent work they have done over many years in
saving lives and making Lakes Entrance surfbeach a
safe place for the many people who enjoy it.

Planning: height limits
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! The honourable member may raise with the
minister only one issue, not two.
Mr MILDENHALL - I endorse the call from
BaHarat for an urgent wide-ranging review of available
resources, particularly the commitment to teacher
resources in schools around Ballarat. It is vital that
constructive action be taken. We do not need more hot
air from members representing the Ballarat area-Honourable members interjecting.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! The honourable members for Ballarat East and
BaHarat West are out of their places and should remain
quiet. The honourable member for Footscray's time has
expired.

Lakes Entrance Surf Lifesaving Club
Mr TREASURE (Gippsland East) - I raise with
the Minister for Sport the situation facing the Lakes
Entrance Surf Lifesaving Club. As many honourable
members will be aware, that club has operated for many
years. It has an excellent safety record and is known for
the way in which its members perform lifesaving
duties.
The clubhouse is very old and has reached the stage
where it is now dilapidated, no longer repairable and
does not meet the needs of the club. Tomorrow I will

Mr THWAlTES (Albert Park) - I ask the Minister
for Planning and Local Government to provide advice
on whether there is to be a proper system of height
controls adopted for the Port Phillip Bay foreshore or
whether ad hoc deals will be done with favoured
developers.
I am concerned about two development sites in my
electorate. The first is the former HMAS Lonsdale site.
It was purchased by a company which is a great
favourite of the government - that is, Hudson
Conway. The minister has done a special deal over that
site with Hudson Conway. A pattern of behaviour is
apparent in relation to that company and special deals.
No doubt the company will be the beneficiary of a
special deal for a $50 million gift from the Premier, the
current fashion plate, and will do very nicely out of
that.
The minister appointed a committee to advise on
appropriate height controls in relation to the
HMAS Lonsdale site. The committee's advice was that
there should be a 14-storey limit. However, either in a
fit of pique or because he wanted a special deal done
for Hudson Conway, the minister agreed to a 20-storey
development on that important foreshore site.
Yesterday a further announcement was made in relation
to the Esplanade hotel site. I would like the minister to
advise the house whether a special deal has been done
with the developers of that site to waive the height
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controls. The site currently has a height control of
six storeys or 18 metres. The plan for the development,
which was released yesterday, neatly cuts out the top of
the building so that we do not know how tall it will be. I
am sure the rest of the diagram is in the minister's
office, and I have no doubt that the building will exceed
the current limit.

Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr TIIWA1TES - As the honourable member for
Thomastown interjects, the sky is the limit. It is in
everyone's interests that the Port Phillip Bay foreshore
is protected and not turned into a Gold Coast -style
development area. However, it is happening - as soon
as a deal is done on one site the developers will line up
to do it on the next site. The mistakes of the I 970s are
about to be repeated by the minister.

Planning: Beaumaris
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Planning and
Local Government. The previous speaker alluded to
mistakes made in the I 970s. A mistake made in the
1980s related to dual occupancy developments, which
were completed on an as-of-right basis on a number of
sites around Melbourne. A number ofMelburnians
were inconvenienced and had their local amenities
detrimentally affected by overlooking aspects.
Although overlooking was covered on intrasite
developments, overlooking of a neighbour's property
was not covered. The issue has since been addressed
under the good design guide.
The specific matter I raise for the attention of the
minister concerns the amenity of the Beaumaris area in
particular and wider areas in my electorate generally.
Lesley Winning, a constituent of mine, has noted:
Beaumaris has always been a very special area, noted for its
preservation of native flora, its parkJands and the quality of
Ii fe generated and enhanced by the balance between
development and open space.

A number of honourable members lived in Beaumaris
and would understand what is intended by
Lesley Winning's remarks. When Beaumaris was first
settled by the Moyseys in 1844 it was observed that the
area was noted for its heath, wattle trees, native flora
and fauna and general amenity.

Mr Batchelor interjected.

Mr THOMPSON - The honourable member for
Thomastown referred to the Boonwurrung tribe, which
was the local Aboriginal community. Conservation and
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historical societies have worked actively to mark and
preserve the Aboriginal waterhole sites along the
foreshore and the memory of them. There are some
great spots in the Ricketts Point precinct.
Sites have been sold in a nurnber of Beaumaris streets,
such as Hepburn and McGregor avenues, on which
have been proposed developments that are regarded by
the local residents generally as being on a scale that is
out of proportion to and incompatible with the local
ethos. I ask the minister to look at what steps can be
taken by councils under the good design guide, and,
more specifically, under ministerial direction 8, both of
which empower local councils to make variations to the
good design guide and develop overlays that might
preserve vegetation.
I seek the assistance of the minister in encouraging not
just the bayside councils but a number of
middle-Melbourne councils to develop effective
policies so they can balance the strategic objectives of
urbanisation and increased density development on
appropriate sites with preserving--

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! The honourable member's time has expired.

Public transport: automatic ticketing
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown)- I ask the
Minister for Transport to investigate yet another
debacle surrounding the automatic ticketing system,
which on this occasion amounts to nothing less than
administrative theft.
Last weekend a public transport traveller purchased a
new Metcard from one of the new automatic ticket
selling machines at the Mentone railway station. He put
in a $10 note and got his change and his ticket. He then
tried to insert his brand new Metcard into the validating
machine at the same station, but it could not be
validated.
I am told the customer then rang the 1800 Metcard help
line and inquired about the procedure for tickets that
could not be used because they could not be validated.
The customer was told he would have to pay a
$7.30 administrative charge to receive his refund. I
point out that the face value of the ticket was less than
$7.30. Given the circumstances, the customer was told
the ticket he had purchased was valueless.
It is increasingly the opinion of people who have been
forced to use Metcards that they are not only valueless,
but useless. If it is true that you have to pay a $7.30 .
administrative charge to get a refund of$5.20, which
was the face value of the ticket that could not be used,
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that is nothing more or less than modem highway
robbery! Some people are robbed by shotgun and
others are robbed by fountain pen; now it is clear that
Melbourne's travelling public can easily be robbed by
automatic ticketing machines.
I ask the Minister for Transport to investigate the matter
and to give a guarantee that public transport users will
not have to pay administrative fees to obtain refunds for
tickets that cannot be validated. That will show that he
and his department are not party to robbing the
travelling public. Ifhe is not prepared to do so and
allows the practice to continue, it will add a new
meaning to the name he is known by, which is
Robbin' - R-o-b-b-i-n' - Cooper.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)-

Order! The honourable member should know better.

Longwarry gateway project
Mr ANDRIGHETTO (Narracan) - I ask the
Minister for Conservation and Land Management to
raise with the Minister for Tourism in the other place
the Longwarry gateway project, a major tourism
infrastructure project that is to be established on the
outskirts of West Gippsland. I cannot stress strongly
enough the importance of the project, not only to
Narracan but to the entire region. It will have a great
impact on the future direction of the tourism industry
throughout Gippsland.

The project involves the building of a major
information post on the edge of the highway for tourists
and tourism industry people. It complies with the
tourism development plan that was launched by the
minister and goes hand in hand with other gateway
projects established around the state. It will be located
on land which has been purchased by the Shire of Baw
Baw and which lends itself perfectly to that type of
project.
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eager to get moving, establish worthwhile businesses
for themselves and create work for the employees
whom they obviously intend to attract.
I have done everything I can to help the matter to
progress, but I am having difficulty getting it any
further through the various departments. I call on the
minister to throw her weight fmnly behind this
proposal and do whatever she can to ensure this
worthwhile project is assisted for the benefit of not only
the people of Narracan but the people of Gippsi and
generally.

Responses
Mn TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - The honourable member for
Bundoora raised with me the question of fire
preparedness in the Dandenong Ranges and matters she
had discussed with CFA officers, including
Alan Marks, about land managed predominantly by the
Department of Natural Resources and Environment.
She referred to the Selby Conservation Reserve and
land owned by ZA Nominees and also to weeds on
roadsides adjacent to residential properties.

I am sure the honourable member would draw the
distinction between the responsibility of the department
for land specifically managed by it - as I have no
doubt the land reserve and the other land referred to
are - and the responsibility of local government for
roadside areas. As in many of these instances, the
honourable member raised it some weeks or months
after you, Mr Acting Speaker, and other members had
examined the land and directed the matter to my
attention. You, Sir, examined these matters after
sending a letter to the general manager before
Christmas saying that you had toured the areas, and
after discussions with me and the department action has
been taken to resolve a number of issues.

Establishing a proper gateway information centre is
important because it will let tourists know what is
available to them before they venture deep into
Gippsland. If they are not made aware of what is
available when they reach that point and travel deeper
into Gippsland, they will miss out on some of the most
spectacular areas that Gippsland has to offer- namely,
Mount Baw Baw and the Gourmet Deli Trail on the
way up to the mountain, the historic Walhalla gold
town and the new Walhalla goldfields steam
locomotive railway.

The honourable member for Bundoora should also
know that in areas such as the Dandenong Ranges
priorities must be determined and a balance achieved
between clearing vegetation to reduce fire risk and
retaining conservation values in areas where people
choose to live because of the beauty of the trees and
undergrowth. There will always be differences about
how far we need to go in fire prevention work while
preserving and protecting the exceptional
characteristics of the area. That will always be a
difficult line to draw, and we get the extreme of it from
one side, particularly the CFA area.

The project will create jobs for the industry because it
will have an immediate impact on the existing tourist
operators as well as the fledgling operators who are

The honourable member for Bundoora has raised this
matter before. I remember speaking to her about my

ADJOURNMENT

158

ASSEMBLY

time up there - again with you, Mr Acting Speakerthe December before last, when similar issues were
raised. It is important to get that balance and ensure that
while there is fire prevention there is also protection of
the special amenities that are the basic reason many
people choose to live in that area.
We should be grateful that to date the area has not been
stricken by major fires. That is fortunate when one
considers the high fire risk in the dry areas. We have
been well served in difficult times by fire response
teams across the state. The Dandenong Ranges is a high
fire-risk area, and given the large number of people,
houses and other property in the region, it is lucky to
have escaped serious fires so far. I can only hope that
continues for the next six to eight weeks until the worst
of the fire-risk season is over.
I note the honourable member's comments. I will
specifically examine the two areas she mentioned that I
know are within our preserve. To the best of my
knowledge, the department has made considered
decisions and the areas are not at risk of fire because of
lack of clearance - that is, other than eliminating all
risks, which would involve the total clearance and
eradication of vegetation to the detriment of the special
amenities that are of value and are particular to the area.
The honourable member for Shepparton raised for the
anention of the Minister for Agriculture and Resources
the marketing of fla voured milk, the use of particular
brand names by the Victorian dairy industry, the place
that dairies have in country Victoria and the need to
ensure the dairies maintain the use of the brand names.
I will take that up with the Minister for Agriculture and
Resources.
The honourable member for Williarnstown raised the
matter of advice on and agreements arising from
out-of-court settlements and how that relates to open
competition. I will pass that on to the Treasurer, who I
am sure will get back to the honourable member.
The honourable member for Albert Park raised for the
attention of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government height controls around Port Phillip Bay,
including those on the HMAS Lonsdale and Esplanade
hotel sites. Both those matters will be referred to the
minister for his consideration.
The honourable member for Sandringham raised a
matter of the possibilities arising from ministerial
directive no. 8, in particular design controls that could
help preserve vegetation and the local amenity in the
Beaumaris area against the effects of urbanisation. That
will always be a matter of balance, and I am sure the

Thursday, 19 February 1998

Minister for Planning and Local Government will
address the matter.
The honourable member for Narracan raised for the
attention of the Minister for Tourism the Longwarry
gateway project, which he said is the gateway to Mount
Baw Baw and the Gourmet Deli Trail. The project has
wonderful tourism possibilities, and I am sure the
minister will address the matter with all due speed.
The honourable member for Footscray raised the issue
of class sizes in Ballarat. He said he had called for a
review of education resources in the region. On many
occasions the honourable member for Footscray, along
with other honourable members, will have heard the
minister describe how well resourced our schools are. I
suggest that Ballarat is exceedingly well resourced and
cared for, and I am sure the honourable members for
Ballarat East and Ballarat West will agree. I am sure the
minister will give the honourable member's request for
a detailed response his attention.
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Rural
Development) - The honourable member for
Gippsland South raised the matter of governmental
assistance via Business Victoria for two tenderers for a
large military flying training school at Sale following
the Australian Defence Forces outsourcing its flight
screening and basic flight training. It is understood that
the establishment of such a facility at Sale would create
just over 100 jobs and involve an investment of about
$30 million.
As the honourable member for Gippsland South rightly
points out, the possible multiplier and ripple effect of
the establishment of that school may well be of even
greater benefit to Sale because nautical industries may
locate to the area. Two tenderers are offering for a
10-year contract for the site at Sale and a third is
tendering for an establishment at Tamworth in New
South Wales.
The rural development ministry supports the proposal.
The bids at Sale are separate and have both received the
same offers of assistance from the department. As I
said, competing against New South Wales. the playing
field is not what one would call level. Tenders have
closed with the commonwealth, evaluation is taking
place and a decision is expected to take up to three
months, so we probably will not hear anything until
around May.
The government is keen to see this military flying
school established at Sale and is doing all it can to
assist. As is always the case with the Victorian
government, through Business Victoria we are offering
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other forms of assistance such as facilitation and aid to
local government in an endeavour to attract investment
and jobs to this state.
I assure the constituents of the honourable member for
Gippsland South that he has represented them well and
we are working with him and Business Victoria to
achieve the aim that he wishes to reach, which is also
common to the government.
The honourable member for Gippsland East sought
consideration of an application from the Lakes Entrance
Surf Lifesaving Club to build new lifesaving club
rooms at Lakes Entrance on a different site. That seems
to be the wish of everyone involved. The club has
raised approximately $50 000 and has support in both
an ordinary sense and a financial sense from the East
Gippsland Shire Council. That application will go to
Sport and Recreation Victoria under the program
Lifesaving into the 21 st century. Under that program.,
which was announced by the Premier on 4 January this
year, $2 million from the Community Support Fund has
been put aside on a dOllar-for-dollar basis to assist
lifesaving clubs, including surf lifesaving clubs and
royallifesaving clubs, which total 61. We hope that will
enable the 61 clubs around the bay and coastal Victoria
to undertake capital works to expand, upgrade and
modify club facilities.
I think it is fair to recognise in this instance the efforts
of volunteers in lifesaving. There has never been a
drowning anywhere in Victoria on a patrolled beach
where there are flags. I wish everyone who went to the
beach would recognise that fact and swim only between
the flags at patrolled beaches, showing a bit of care and
not becoming too inebriated, because that is the other
cause that we worry about. We are grateful to the
volunteers because they do a tremendous job. We also
recognise that without facilities it is hard to find
volunteers and without volunteers there will be more
drownings.
Water safety is a priority of the government and the
figures this year are not good, with 34 people drowning
since 14 November last year. It is a sad indictment of
our society that we have had more than one drowning
every three days. I assure the honourable member for
Gippsland East and other honourable members with
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lifesaving clubs in their electorates that this fund is
there to help upgrade facilities to improve the image
and performance of surf lifesaving. Thirty-four
drownings in the past 96 days is a needless waste oflife
and an indictment of our society.

Mc COOPER (Minister for Transport) - The
honourable member for Thomastown raised a matter
concerning a number of people who bought tickets at
Mentone railway station and then sought refunds
because the validator would not validate the tickets.
They were told that the administrative charge to get the
refund would be greater than the value of the ticket. If
the honourable member would provide me with the
details, I will be more than happy to contact the people
involved and take up the matter with them. It is
certainly not an acceptable situation.
The honourable member for Thomastown has twice
this week to the best of my knowledge raised matters
concerning automatic ticketing.
A Government Member -

Three times.

Mc COOPER- That would be right. The
honourable member has a personal agenda. Honourable
members well know why he raises these matters. It is
because the principal company in the Onelink
consortium is taking legal action against the honourable
member for Thomastown. The defamation action has
led him to take a keen interest in trying to destroy the
system and the companies involved.
Last night the honourable member for Thomastown
raised an automatic ticketing issue - I am sorry that
question time fmished as early as it did today - that
had no basis in fact. I will be addressing the issue next
week at the earliest possible opportunity. I inform the
honourable member for Thomastown that the matters
he raised are being looked at in absolute detail. Next
week he will receive a very expansive response on the
matter he raised last night.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 4.28 p.m. until Tuesday, 24 February.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) took the chair at
2.05 p.m. and read the prayer.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
retirement
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I refer
the Premier to his statement earlier today in which he
announced the early and compulsory retirement of the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services without
the minister's consent or knowledge. Given the
Premier's determination to get rid of the minister, and
his obvious lack of confidence in him, will the Premier
now sack him from the ministry immediately?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - The question shows
there is so little substance in the opposition it has to rely
on my comments to the media to frame a question.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr KENNETT - If I am a loose cannon, you
haven't got a shot away yet. I admit that earlier today in
one of my more frivolous moments I was answering a
question asked by one of my close mends in the media
about the Australian Labor Party's embracing ofMary
Delahunty, who I understand is coming here shortly to
join the opposition. She is coming with the full support
of the ABC right behind her - and in front of her. I
understand she has been promised a seat on the
opposition front bench and that the honourable member
for Bundoora is the one targeted to be replaced.
I made the comment that it did not surprise me that
Mary had joined the ALP. So far as we are concerned
she has been a member of the ALP for years!
Mr Speaker, you would remember when
Miss Delahunty was broadcasting for the ABC, I
believe during the 1992 elections - The SPEAKER - Order! I remember her well, but
I do not believe that is relevant to the question asked by
the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr KENNETT - I am getting there, Mr Speaker!
Mine was very much a family answer. I used the
question about Mary to then refer to her brother, Hugh,
who is a good man. He works very well in the western
part of Victoria. I believe he was a commissioner on
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one of the councils. He is well known, and it is also
well known that Hugh Delahunty is interested in a
political career in state or federal Parliament. It has
often been said that he might follow my close friend
and colleague the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. I admit I made the comments to my close
friend in the media and then I went back and said to the
minister, 'Bill, I think I've just retired you'. He was
very excited about that! He actually said to me, 'Well,
actually I might outlast you. ' This gave me some
difficulty, as you can imagine, because I have just
recommitted myself to the year 2020. I thOUght by then
that Bill would probably want to get back to the farm.

Mr Hulls inteIjected.
Mr KENNETT - You have one claim to fame and
only one! Wear it as a badge of honour! From time to
time members on this side of the house will retire at the
time they decide is suitable, unlike the honourable
member for Northcote, who is being retired, or the
honourable member for Springvale, whose leader is
campaigning against him.
Members on this side of the house look forward to
Miss Delahunty now fmally embracing the coat of
Labor, marching into this place and sitting where the
honourable member for Bundoora now sits. She has
been offered a job and one of those on the other side
will disappear. I can only hope the Leader of the
Opposition shows as much interest in matters of policy
as she does - An Honourable Member - He does!

Mr KENNETI - He does, I am sorry! Maybe that
is a good place for Mary! Maybe she will do a better
job than him! That is probably the truth of it!
We look forward to Mary's arrival. She has always
been a Labor person, and it has not necessarily
required her to be a member of the party. She has been
Labor through and through for years, and the ABC will
attest to it.
The SPEAKER - Order! Mary Delahunty's future
in politics has nothing to do with the question.

Schools: Christian pageants
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - Will the Minister for
Education inform the house of the action the
government has taken to ensure that Christian pageants
can be held in state schools?
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Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - It was drawn
to my attention last week that a school in Malvern was
banned by the rules of the Department of Education
from holding two pageants. I have taken advice and I
believe the pageants should be allowed to go ahead.
Common sense dictates they should go ahead and,
indeed, pageants have been an active part of school life
for 125 years without anything like the current furore
impacting on them in any way, shape or form. The
government is committed to the provision of a broadly
based secular education for our children, and through
the Schools of the Future model school communities,
through school councils, now have the right to set goals
and directions in a whole series of forms.
Commonsense and tolerance dictate that a school
council should decide whether a school community
participates in a pageant and not the Department of
Education.

The government has changed the existing policy to
allow pageants to go ahead at the instigation of school
councils with the proviso that the schools concerned
must offer to any parents who do not wish their sons or
daughters to participate a genuine altemative
educational setting. That does not mean that the
students are sent off to the library to read books with
the warning that they should not get into any trouble; it
means a genuine alternative educational setting.
Pageants will be able to be held on and off school
property. If they are held off school property the same
rules that apply to, for example, a school excursion will
apply. In any event, parental permission is needed for
children to participate in religious instruction in
schools. Teachers will be able to participate in the
preparation and in the pageants but not in religious
instruction, which is left to designated people.
It is interesting to note that there has been tremendous

public support for the commonsense approach taken by
government, but it is also interesting to note that one of
the few people who has come out against this in the
media has been Mr Joseph O'Reilly of Liberty Victoria.
This morning Joseph O'Reilly attacked the
government. He could not resist taking a whack at
education matters. He is an aspiring candidate for the
seat of Prahran, which has been indicated by the
applause from mernbers here and endorsed by none
other than the Leader of the Opposition on the Neil
Mitchell program on 4 February, when he stated:
Joseph O'Reilly, who's nominated for the seat ofPrahran, the
executive director of the council for civil liberties, absolute
to~uaJity candidate.

He could not wipe the grin offhis face. Given that
Joseph O'Reilly is such a top-quality candidate, I can
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only assume he was espousing ALP policy in this
matter. The honourable member for Footscray shakes
his head, but if it is not Labor Party policy the Leader
of the Opposition, who has extolled the virtues of
Mr O'Reilly, should come out now and chastise his
chosen candidate for getting it wrong. If he gets that
wrong, how many other things will he get wrong? Ifhe
has got this right, then let us know that this is the first
piece of ALP education policy, because we have
barren land at the moment.
Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the minister is clearly debating the issue in defiance of
standing orders, and I ask you, Sir, to bring him back to
the question.

The SPEAKER - Order! The minister is now
debating the question; ALP policy was not the subject
of the question asked of him. The minister has been
speaking for 4 minutes, and I ask him to wind up his
answer.
Mr GUDE - I well understand the embarrassment
ofLabor members when a chosen candidate gets it
wrong. Indeed, they should be embarrassed just by
having him. So far as the government is concerned, the
policy direction I have outlined both publicly and in the
house today will be carried through. In addition, I
inform the house that both my department and the
Department of Justice are working to develop
legislation that will put these provisions beyond
contestability to ensure that sanity, good sense and
tolerance apply in our schools.

Absence of minister
The SPEAKER - Order! I should have advised
the house earlier that the Treasurer will not be present
during question time today because of government
business. The Premier will answer his questions.

Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
retirement
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - I refer the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services to the
Premier's announcement today of the minister's early
and involuntary retirement as a member of Parliament.
Given the expression of no confidence in the minister's
ability, will he do the right thing and step down from
his portfolio or will he defy the Premier and continue as
a lame-- duck minister?
Mr W. D. McGRAm (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I have always been a very
competitive person. One of the dull parts of being the
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Minister for Police and Emergency Services is that I do
not have any opposition at all.

Mr Brumby intetjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - The Premier is doing a
very good job for this state and it is about time the
Leader of the Opposition recognised that fact of life.
During the past 12 months all the problems with
Intergraph have been rectified - no longer do we hear
about problems with Intergraph. The Victorian road
toll of377 fatalities is the lowest everrecorded and the
state's crime rate is 19 per cent lower than the national
average. I cannot take all the credit for those figures,
but I take some credit because of my portfolio
responsibilities.
The government is in the process of bedding down the
three privatised prisons and working through the issues.
It is always difficult to bed down a new prison, and that
was also the case with the public-sector operated
Loddon and Barwon prisons.

Mr Brumby intetjected
Mr W. D. McGRATH - No, I am not standing
down. I am very happy working with the Premier in a
coalition government. Members on this side of the
house have an outstanding leader ably supported by a
very good deputy. The question asked by the
honourable member for Yan Yean does not have any
policy substance. The honourable member's
terminology of' lame duck' is similar to the
terminology used by Neil Mitchell, of3AW, who is a
person I have no respect for either.

Schools: Turning the Tide program
Mr McLELLAN (Frankston East) - Will the
Minister for Education inform the house of the
government's commitment to drug education in
government schools through the Turning the Tide
program?
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I thank the
honourable member for his question - Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the minister to
pause until the house comes to order. I will not allow
the minister to continue with the number of
intetjections. We have had a frivolous start to question
time, but it is about time we got serious. I hope the
opposition does not come to me with concerns about
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the number of questions asked - it is wasting its own
time.

Mr GUDE - The immaturity on the other side of
the table has to be seen to be believed. I am sure the
visitors will enjoy the sideshow. It is very important
that I report progress on the Turning the Tide program.
This government has committed $100 million to the
program, which is an unprecedented allocation, to arrest
the growth of drugs in society but particularly to
provide an educational benefit to school children.
Last year honourable members will be aware that
800 schools were part of the program. I am pleased to
have more good news for Victorians: a further
750 state, Catholic and independent schools will
participate this year in the Turning the Tide program
by participating in drug education strategies. These
schools will follow on from the good work of the
800 schools that took part in the program last year.
On behalf of the Premier, who gave direction to the
program in Victoria, and the government, I extend my
appreciation to those 800 school communities for the
work they have done. Last year as part of the program
2500 teachers, 250 principals, 200 parents and
23 community agency staff received professional
development in drug education and student welfare
issues from the 20 regional drug education facilitators.
The program provided a useful backdrop to and
improvement in the knowledge of the school and
broader communities. More than 9000 people attended
some form of professional development program and
about 4800 parents attended 80 parent education
programs and more than 180 parent forums. The
800 schools that took their task seriously did an
excellent job and provided a valuable adjunct to
education.
I conclude by restating the government's appreciation
to all those involved in the drug strategy last year and
offering continuing support and good wishes to the
750 schools taking part in this year's program.

Natural Heritage Trust: assessment panel
appointment
Ms GARBUIT (Bundoora) - I refer the Minister
for Conservation and Land Management to the Kennett
government's appointment of well-known National
Party identity, Mr Jeremy Gaylard, as Chairman of
Commissioners of the Shire ofMoira in 1994 and to the
fact that in December 1997 an independent fmancial
audit ofthe council found a $17.5 million black hole in
the council's accounts. In view of the fmancial debacle
at the Moira shire, will the minister rule out the
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reappointment ofMr Gaylard to the state assessment
panel for grants under the $1.25 billion Natural
Heritage Trust?

Mn TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - I thank the honourable member for
asking her first question this session and welcome her
because she does not know when the new member for
Bundoora, Mary Delahunty, will join the Labor side of
politics. Apart from his other duties, Mr Jeremy
Gaylard is the chairman of the Victorian Catchment and
Land Protection Council. He has undertaken a range of
duties on behalf of the government and of the many
people involved in catchment management he, probably
more than anyone else, has worked assiduously and
effectively in focusing interest on catchment
management and on leading a review that has brought
together a range of organisations now forming
catchment management authorities. Mr Gaylard has
focused on catchment management from a state
perspective far beyond any other single contribution.
Mr Gaylard is involved in the assessment of
applications for Natural Heritage Trust funding. The
process is set out clearly through regional and state
assessment panels which then make applications to me
and to the federal ministers for environment and
primary industries and energy. The funding process
has been beyond reproach. I have confidence in the
ability ofMr Gaylard to contribute to the ongoing role
of catchment management in this state.

Building industry: performance
Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (Benambra) - Will the
Minister for Planning and Local Government inform
the house of the current level of private building
activity in Victoria and the way in which the
government has encouraged the building industry?
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - The Building Control
Commission statistics reveal that the building industry
is continuing to show a strong recovery. For the quarter
ended December 1997 there was a $308 million
increase in private sector building activity, which
included record amounts - almost as far back as
statistical information goes - for the renovation of
existing private housing stock. With low interest rates
and the current affordability of loans, many Victorians
are choosing to renovate existing houses rather than
building new ones. Renovation activity has reached
almost 50 per cent of the permits issued for new
housing. Although it does not represent the same value,
the number of permits issued for renovations is
significant.
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The building industry is continuing to show a strong
recovery. The commission's reliable statistical process
provides a detailed and accessible opportunity to
obtain that information, and the continuing recovery in
the building industry is welcome in employment terms.

Schools: suicide prevention
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I refer the
Minister for Education to a regional briefmg of
principals in Geelong on 22 January where it was
revealed that nearly one-third of the youth suicide
prevention money allocated to schools is being
syphoned off for the department's administration of the
disability and impairment program. Is that not a
fundamental breach of the government's commitment
to dealing with the tragic loss of life of our young
people through suicide?
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - The simple
answer to the question is no.

Housing Week
Mr ASIll..EY (Bayswater) - Will the Minister for
Housing inform the house of activities taking place in
Victoria during Housing Week to acknowledge
60 years of public housing and the contribution both
public housing and public housing tenants have made to
the social fabric of Victoria?

Mn HENDERSON (Minister for Housing) - The
first Housing Week in Victoria was launched on
Sunday, which was an opportunity to celebrate 60 years
of public housing in Victoria. I have been overwhelmed
by the enthusiasm of tenants, community organisations
and local government in organising more than
120 activities that are taking place throughout the state.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mn HENDERSON - Obviously the opposition
does not support what is happening to tenants this
week. Housing Week provides a great opportunity to
acknowledge the contribution tenants have made to
their local communities. It gives us an opportunity to
acknowledge the changing face of public housing over
the past 60 years, the innovative designs that have
emerged over the past 10 years and what public
housing has contributed to the social fabric of Victoria.
A range of activities has taken place throughout the
state. It began with a fun run around the high-rise
buildings in Collingwood, photo exhibitions and
serious discussions about public housing have
occurred. The patron of Housing Week this year,
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Mr Doug Hawkins, the football and media personality,
has made a great contribution.

Over the past three or four days I have visited most
opposition member electorates, with the exception of
one. I have not seen any interest or involvement of that
member.
Housing Week is a great opportunity for public housing
tenants to come together to celebrate 60 years of public
housing. It has created huge interest and is putting pride
back into public housing.

CSR Timber Products
Mr 8RUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I refer
the Premier to yesterday's announcement that the CSR
Timber Products factory at Bacchus Marsh will close
with the loss of 130 jobs. The announcement follows
the closure last year of the APM Broadford mill which
resulted in a loss of 150 jobs and the government's total
failure to assist with the rebuilding of the Castlemaine
woollen mill.
Will the Premier explain the double standard that
means he is unable to lift a fmger to assist those
businesses that have closed, or the more than
1700 Victorian small businesses that closed last year,
but he is prepared to rush out to help his mates at
Crown Casino with a $50 million taxpayer-funded
gift?

Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I welcome the Leader
of the Opposition asking a question that is at least
relevant to what is happening in Victoria. His last
assertion about Crown, as I said last week, is wrong in
terms of a bailout, but apparently he has more
knowledge of government proceedings than anybody
else - although that has never been borne out.
His question about the lack of assistance provided to
CSR with the closure of the mill has again been asked
without any knowledge or understanding of industry.
CSR has closed the plant because the product it
manufactures is no longer in demand.

Mr 8rumby -It's going to Ipswich, Queensland!
Mr KENNETT - One feels sorry for the Leader of
the Opposition because he is without relevance. The
fundamental reason CSR is closing its plant is that the
product has no particular market now because a new
form of board is being produced by another factory in
Victoria It is not part of the CSR group - it is a group
that has opened up partly with Malaysian money. The
Wangaratta factory employs about 200 people.
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There will always be change in any industry. One does
not manufacture a product and expect that there will be
demand for it forever. It is a bit like the Labor Party: it
has not changed its attitude or its policies for five
years. Labor is not relevant because not one new idea
has come from the whole team. It is all about
personality and is totally without leadership.
There will be times when businesses in this state close.
That is the nature of industry. It happens to be part of a
normal transition, with new products being developed.
As a government we try to provide the environment in
which you can - Mr Seitz intetjected.

Mr KENNETT - Look at that, the honourable
member for Keilor should table the document he is
holding up. I would like to have a look at it. Bring it
down here!
The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier will address
the Chair.
Mr KENNETT - The work the government has
done over the past couple of years in providing the
environment in which jobs can be created led last
year - this is based not on our figures but on ABS
figures - to Victoria being responsible for creating
more jobs than any other state.
Mr Brumby inteIjected.
Mr KENNETT - The Leader of the Opposition
says, 'You've got to be kidding', but the reality is that
that is the truth. We will continue to do what we can to
attract new industries to Victoria and to grow jobs. But
we will not throw public money at organisations like
CSR, for whose product there is no demand. I think: I
am correct in saying that CSR did not approach the
government for any assistance at all. It had an
investment that had become outmoded because of new
technology. From a commercial point of view, that is
why it will close.
I can only assume from the question asked by the
Leader of the Opposition that every time a business
wants to transform itself or enter into producing a new
product, a Labor government - if ever there is to be
one - will throw money at it just to keep it open. If
that is what he is saying, I have to say that that is what
it did with the VEDC, and it is why it loses the whole
time. Even an organisation called Eziwalkin, which
was a very good shoe company in this state some years
ago and which was well run by an entrepreneurial,
hard-working individual, was eventually transformed
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and., because of changes in ownership, went into
different fonns of business.
You cannot hold onto businesses indefmitely, but you
can try to create the environment in which there is new
investment. The government has been doing that very
well, whether it be with ADI at Benalla, which is now a
350-job investment; in Darnum in Gippsland., where
Bonlac Foods is opening the biggest milk factory of its
kind anywhere in the world; or with Snow Brand going
to Tongala A range of multimedia and information
technology industries have also come to the state.
We have seen a very good illustration of the thought
processes of the Leader of the Opposition, which
indicate how he and his government, if ever they were
elected, would go about supporting all businesses
regardless of their efficiency. The Labor Party has
never been competitive; it has never had any ideas
about creating jobs. The Leader of the Opposition does
not have the leadership capabilities to present his team
at the next election in a way that enables it to be
seriously considered. That will be very quickly obvious.
Even an opposition member is nodding his head in
agreement - and I could not agree more. The Leader
of the Opposition is friendless, not only in his own
party but in the broader community.
Interjection from gallery.

The SPEAKER - Order! I ask that that person be
removed from the gallery.
Person escorted from gallery.

Trams: City Circle and Nightlink
Mr PmLLIPS (Eltham) - Will the Minister for
Transport inform the house of the successful operation
of the City Circle and Nightlink tram services during
daylight saving?
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - The City
Circle tram, which is a unique service that enables
Melbumians and visitors alike to see the sights of
Melbourne, has been a huge success. It has carried
more than 7 million people over that time, and its
success is mirrored in the awards it has received.,
including, last year, a Victorian tourism award.
To build on that success, it was decided to extend its
hours of operation during daylight saving because
Melbourne has a lot to offer from November to March.
Since 30 October last year, the City Circle trams have
been running until 9.00 p.m. on Thursday, Friday and
Saturday nights, and that will continue until 28 March.
That innovative extension has been very successful.
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The extended operating hours have encouraged an extra
4600 passengers a week to travel on the free burgundy
and gold trams. Friday nights are the most popular,
when the trams carry nearly 3000 people. Given that
the average number of passengers carried daily is 1700,
operating the City Circle during daylight saving has
been a resounding success. As I said, the extended
hours will continue until 28 March, and I encourage all
Victorians, and in particular all Melbumians, and all the
tourists who visit Melbourne - especially during the
grand prix - to use the City Circle trams. It is unique
in the world., it is free; and the trams will allow them to
get an exceptional look at Melbourne. They also will
have the services of expert customer service employees,
who will be able to show the sights of Melbourne in
ways that many other service operators cannot.
During daylight saving Yarra Trams has responded to
the demands of all-night party-goers by introducing a
Nightlink tram service on Saturday and Sunday
mornings. The service is also attracting a healthy
patronage, with an average of about 1300 people using
it every weekend. A recent customer satisfaction survey
of the Nightlink service showed that 38 per cent of
patrons rated it as excellent, 56 per cent rated it as good,
and 6 per cent rated it as satisfactory.
Nightlink runs every 20 minutes from 12.30 a.m. to
5.30 am. on Saturdays and Sundays between
Melbourne University, St Kilda, South Yarra and North
Fitzroy. The service takes in most of Melbourne's
popular entertainment precincts, such as Acland Street,
Fitzroy Street, Chapel and Brunswick streets, the
Crown entertainment complex and Swanston and
CoIlins streets in the city. Seventy-five per cent of its
patrons travel less than 3 kilometres with 21 per cent
travelling between 3 and 6 kilometres and only 5 per
cent travelling further than that. It is a great way for
people who have been out on the town and who may
well have imbibed a little more than they should have
to get home or to get from where they are to a nearby
taxi rank so they do not become a problem for society,
the police or, more importantly, themselves.
Both the City Circle and Nightlink tram services are
excellent initiatives of this government. They have been
widely accepted by the Melbourne and Victorian
communities, and I would encourage all those who
have the opportunity to use them to do so. If they do, I
think they will be very impressed.

Schools: suicide prevention
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I refer the
Minister for Education to his previous answer. Will he
indicate how much of the youth suicide prevention

BLF CUSTODIAN
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money has been siphoned off for administration and
assessment expenses instead of going to tackle youth
suicide?
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I should not
have thought that a member of the Labor Party would
want to be heard in this place using the term
'siphoning'. If ever a party in government perfected the
art of siphoning it was the Australian Labor Party. It
was widely reported that funds were siphoned off from
the former State Electricity Commission to the
education area.
Mr Thwaites - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
under standing order 127 the minister is debating the
matter. He oUght to come back to the question.
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BLF CUSTODIAN
The SPEAKER presented 38th report given to him
pursuant to section 7A of the BLF (De-recognition) Act
1985 by the custodian appointed under section 7(1) of that
act.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Melbourne City Link Act 1995 - Orders pursuant to
section 8(4) increasing the Project Area

The SPEAKER - Order! I uphold the point of
order. I ask the minister to come back to the question.

Planning and Environment Act 1987 - Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:

Mr GUDE - Funds were siphoned off from the
SEC to pay teachers. In relation to suicide prevention,
through the Premier, Victoria has demonstrated

Boroondara Planning Scheme- Nos. LA3, lA6

leadership in trying to arrest the problem of youth
suicide in particular. Some $23.91 million has been
allocated to the youth suicide program, of which
approximately $8 million has gone into school
programs.
In his previous question the honourable member for

Footscray referred to a Geelong briefmg and
approximately a third of the process being siphoned
off. Ifhe was really asking whether part of the funds
going to youth suicide were used properly to
administer youth suicide funds, then the answer would
have been yes instead of no. But the answer is no, the
government does not siphon off funds for the purpose
he was talking of.
The government is delivering quality programs in
schools in a way that will advantage youngsters and
ensure the least possibility of their becoming so
depressed that they commit suicide. It does not want
that to occur in Victoria's schools; it does not want
Victorian children to be in those circumstances. Where
possible the government is contracting out those
services to try to get further value for every dollar it
spends.
The government is not in the business of siphoning that is a process the Australian Labor Party uses in
government, it is a Cain-Kimer effort. It is the sort of
thing Labor would probably do if Victoria were ever
unlucky enough for it to get back to this side of the
chamber.

Buloke Planning Scheme - No. LA
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme - No. L 193
Melbourne Planning Scheme - Nos. L2B, L289
Stonnington Planning Scheme - No. L30
Whittlesea Planning Scheme - No. L 157
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Health Services Act 1988 - S. R. No. 10
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 - S.R. No. 9
Tobacco Act 1997 - S.R. No. 11
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 Minister's exception certificate in relation to
Statutory Rule No. 9
Minister's exemption certificates in relation to
Statutory Rule Nos. \0, 11.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 19 February; motion of
Ms McCALL (Frankston) for adoption of
address-in-reply.

Mr ANDRIGHETTO (Narracan) - On behalf of
my constituents I congratulate His Excellency on his
appointment. I am sure he and Lady Gobbo will serve
the state well during their time in office. It is
appropriate to reflect on His Excellency's Italian
background, something I have in common with him.
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His appointment was extremely popular and welcome,
and it has been embraced by the community.
The office of Governor is of significance not only to the
general community but also to particular groups that
feel part ofthe history of the state. I speak of the many
voluntary and community organisations that contribute
to the social fabric and prosperity of the state, such as
the Red Cross, the scout movement, the Country
Women's Association and the many organisations with
which the Governor is personally involved.
The Governor's excellent speech raised some very
significant points. He referred to the wonderful things
that are happening in the state in education, health and
on a host of other issues. Over the past five years the
Kennett government has been responsible for major
achievements in education. Schools now have
independence. Through the schools charter they are
now in a position to determine the direction they wish
to take, not only for the current year or the next year but
well into the future.
Schools have been set up in a way that encourages
individual schools to take advantage of their strongest
points, allows them to be competitive with others and
invites parents from all over my electorate to look at
what schools in the electorate have to offer. The schools
attract students on the basis of the varied programs each
offers. Some of those skills vary greatly. For example,
for some schools, information technology, which is a
huge area of growth, is the most important area. Other
schools consider music programs to be of the most
importance while others consider capital works and
improving student facilities such as gymnastics and
sports facilities to be of the utmost importance. Each
school now has the ability to implement relevant
changes and to take responsibility for its own individual
development. Having seen the benefits in my own
electorate I welcome that policy with open arms.
I shall comment on some of the wonderful
developments in schools that have embraced the ability
to set their own goals for the future. I will mention
schools that are going ahead in leaps and bounds. One
such school is the Warragul North Primary School,
which my children attend. I can speak in glowing terms
of the results the principal, Mr Peter Walkley, the
school council, the teachers and the entire school
community have achieved. Those changes are
undoubtedly reflected in the enormous growth that has
occurred at the school. Parents cannot be blamed for
wanting the best for their children. While parents have
always been astute, they now have the ability to view
what is available and decide for themselves which
school will be of the most benefit to their children.
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I also refer to schools such as Neerim South regional
college. The principal, Mrs Margaret Corcoran, has
done a wonderful job by developing a new culture in
and planning for major changes in that school.
Warragul Primary School has also gone ahead in leaps
and bounds. I congratulate the principal, Mrs Rosemary
Alica, on the work she has done. She is a member of
the Board of Studies and her expertise is assisting
parents to compare what is on offer at Warragul and
Warragul North primary schools before deciding where
to send their children.
Newborough Primary School, the principal of which is
Mrs Sue Collins, has experienced some difficulties
associated with the Moe--Newborough area. This year
the school has enjoyed a tremendous increase in its
student population. It is performing exceptionally well
and I congratulate Sue Collins, her school council and
the teaching staff who share in the responsibility on
achieving excellent changes.
The independence schools now enjoy is coupled with
an ability to decide where their spending will occur. At
present approximately 90 per cent of a school's budget
is available for expenditure on what it considers to be
priorities. All schools have different priorities and
peculiarities that cannot be controlled or gauged by a
bunch of bureaucrats sitting in high-rise offices in the
city ofMelboume. Rural schools have peculiarities that
only the school council, principal and teachers
intimately involved can recognise and address. Schools
now have the opportunity to address those pecUliarities
and problems very quicldy to enable their students to
achieve the best possible results. After all, the students
are the most important part of our educational system.
Because our children are the future of our state and
country the system is designed to suit the needs of all
students and to bring out the best in them.
School councils, working together with principals, now
have greater responsibility. It is interesting to observe
that some schools have gone ahead in leaps and bounds
because they have recognised and embraced the
benefits of change while others seem to lack the
confidence necessary to bring about major reform.
They feel threatened because they are being made more
accountable for their management practices. They
prefer to receive daily memos telling them what do the
next day, thereby abrogating their responsibilities. This
government is about providing choice and giving
schools the opportunity to grow and to improve. To do
so they must have control of their budgets.
The choice of schools is very important to parents.
Regardless of whether they wish their children to
proceed along the direction ofhigh-tech industries,
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information technology or multimedia or whether they
believe their children have talents for technology or
prowess in music, the choice for parents is currently
much wider than it has ever been.
The old negative culture of schools needs to be broken
down, and to a certain extent that is already happening.
Some schools have totally reversed the negative culture
that once existed, but some are trailing behind. I hope
school councils, principals and school communities will
take advantage of the independence now available to
them and change negative cultures into something to be
proud of.
Victorians have a great deal to celebrate when
considering some of the achievements in education.
Our students and their teachers are achieving wonderful
results. It is a pity the teacher unions and the ALP
continually try to talk down the standing of the
profession and the outstanding things that are
happening in their schools. They do themselves a great
deal of damage. When they talk about 9000 teachers
being sacked, they forget to say that the only teachers
who have left the service are those who accepted
voluntary redundancy packages. No teachers have been
sacked. They forget to say that most of the so-called
teachers who left the industry were either employed in
bureaucratic positions around the state - concentrated
mainly in the Rialto building in the city - or on
long-term leave. At one regional college in my
electorate the staff roll contained the names of
15 people whom none of the existing teachers had ever
met. They had been on leave for considerable periods
but remained on the roll. I understand that some of the
teachers still on the roll were teaching at other schools.
That shemozzle needed to be cleaned up, and I
congratulate the minister on being able to bring back
some sense to school staffmg so that teachers now
know exactly what their positions and responsibilities
are. I look forward to improvements along those lines
in the coming few years.
It is very sad to see the constant barrage of
misinformation from the opposition about school
funding being cut when this year the government is
spending $351 million - more than any other
government in the history of this state - on education.
Although spending has increased by 14.5 per cent since
1992 when this government took office, in real terms,
taking into account inflation and the like, it represents
an increase of 6.1 per cent. How that can ever be
described as a 'cut' or 'slashed funding' is beyond me.
Spending per child has increased. In 1991-92 Victoria
spent $4500 on each child. That has been increased to
$5280 per child.
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The great improvements that have occurred in
Victoria's education system will continue. After
speaking with school communities I am confident that
they are more than happy with what is currently
occurring and that they enjoy the independence they
now have. I can see improvements almost on a daily
basis.
I now turn to the issue of health, which has been of
great concern for many of my constituents, and
rightfully so because of the scare campaign run by the
Labor Party, particularly in the Moe area. A new
hospital is being built in that area. As the building
program for that hospital progresses, more and more
people are feeling comfortable about it because they
can see the benefits that will clearly flow. They are
talking about the hospital in positive terms rather than
the hype and nonsense spread about for so long early in
the program.
I refer to an article that appeared in the Herald Sun of
Wednesday, 18 February. I have cut it out and will
include it in my contribution today because of its
significance to what is happening in health in this state.
It is a report headed 'Waiting lists at record low' and is
pertinent to what is happening in our hospitals. It says:
Heart surgery waiting lists have been cut from more than a
year to a few weeks, a record low.
Leading the way, thanks to new techniques and approaches, is
the Austin and Repatriation Medical Centre.
It has a waiting list of about 20 for open heart surgery, mainly
bypass or valve operations.

The Alfred Hospital's waiting list is 'small' and St Vincent's
numbers in the 30s. Both lists could be cleared in a month.
Two years ago Austin patients, except in urgent cases, could
wait more than a year, said the director of cardiac surgery,
Professor Brian Buxton.
Now the maximum wait was several weeks.
'It's the lowest we've ever had it,' the internationally
renowned heart surgeon said yesterday_

The article goes on to comment about the enormous
improvement in acute health care.
The spin doctors on the other side continually talk
about the massive cuts to health in the state. Let me set
the record straight by pointing out some of the
enormous increases that have occurred in the area they
say has been cut. For example, from 1992-93 to
1997-98 acute health funding in this state has had an
increase of 19 per cent to $2.4 billion. Over the same
period, funding has increased for ambulance services
by 57 per cent, for the aged community and mental
health by 32 per cent and for public health by 51 per
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cent. The total increase in funding for health has been a
significant 25 per cent.
All those figures show a marked increase in funding by
this state. Perhaps members on the other side are
confused because of the cuts made by the
commonwealth during the same period. I assure
honourable members opposite that this state
government continues to strive to provide a better
health program. The results of the initiatives put into
place to improve service delivery and outcomes have
been spectacular, with over 200 000 patients being put
through the system, which is more than ever before.
That figure is obviously reflected in the dramatic
reduction in waiting lists at our hospitals.

I take this opportunity to recognise the excellent work
done by the board of management of the West
Gippsland Health Care Group and in particular the past
chairman, Dr Rob Sinnett; the new chairman, Dr Julie
Thomson; and the chief executive officer, Mr Greg
Pullen, who has recently departed because of
promotion. I am sure Mr Pullen's services will be
missed. His expertise will be welcomed at the
Shepparton Base Hospital where he has taken up a new
appointment.
Before I finish talking about the West Gippsland Health
Care Group I point out the marvellous support that
group has received from the community, which has
contributed $2 million in donations. That money has
been put to excellent use with the development of
stage I of the redevelopment of the West Gippsland
Hospital. It should also be noted that the change in
direction and emphasis of the West Gippsland Health
Care Group on attacking primary health care as a
priority has been achieved by funding and opening two
primary health care centres in Warragul and in
Trafalgar. The emphasis on primary care in an effort to
stop people having to go to an acute service provider in
the first instance is of course removing the stress and
trauma from what used to happen many years ago and
so the quality of life for the community, especially
those in the older age bracket, is improving on a
day-to-day basis.
I commend the chief executive officer of the new
Latrobe Regional Hospital, Mr Stewart Rowley, who
has done a tremendous job in not only supervising the
construction of the new facility but also dealing with
the negative campaign that has been waged against the
hospital developers and him personally.
In a recent example, allegations were made that the new
hospital would open without a children's ward In fact,
rather than having no children's ward the new hospital
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will have more children's ward beds than currently
exist in the combined campuses ofMoe and
Traralgon - it will open with a minimum of eight
children's ward beds. Because of the nature of the new
design, which is probably the most important thing in
health care these days, facilities are designed and built
so that the new technologies can be maximised.
As I said, when the hospital opens it will have
8 children's ward beds, and that number can quickly be
increased to 12 or even 16 in the case of special needs.
That could not happen with the other two hospitals and
it will greatly benefit the community. It is a pity the
chief executive officer had to make a public statement
and recruit the services of the new paediatrician - four
paediatricians were to start - to put down the
misinformation spread by the other side. I do not know
why some people continually want to be rumour
mongers and destroy the potential of the new hospital.
It seems to me that politics plays a role in just about
every field of endeavour those on the other side wish to
pursue.
It must be pointed out that the new Latrobe Regional
Hospital will open as a teaching hospital co-located
with Monash University, which has pumped several
million dollars into the site and will have a centre for
rural health and a centre for rural medicine on the
premises.
A graduate diploma of rural medicine course will be
offered and the lecture theatres and other necessary
requirements will be in place from the first day. The
initiative is extremely important given the difficulty
experienced in attracting general practitioners to rural
areas. The hospital will provide a mechanism for
graduate doctors to move to where they can pursue
specialist careers in rural general practice, which all
practitioners would agree is different from working in a
busy Melbourne hospital. I understand the course is
full. It can cater for 12 graduate doctors undertaking the
three-year program and has been well accepted. I
congratulate Professor Roger Strasser on his work in
bringing that about. I also pay tribute to the
vice-chancellor of Monash University for ensuring that
the medical component of the course will be undertaken
on the premises.
As a member of the Law Reform Committee I endorse
the comments of the honourable member for Doncaster
when he spoke in glowing terms of the honourable
member for Melbourne. I can vouch for the honourable
member for Melbourne's contribution to the committee.
He is one of the hardest workers on that bipartisan
committee. It is shameful that he is being targeted by
his own side, and sad that one of the reasons given is

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Tuesday, 24 February 1998

ASSEMBLY

that he is unfit to hold office. It is a disgrace. The
honourable member for Melbourne has done a
wonderful job and has a tremendous amount to
contribute. It demonstrates the way in which the
opposition treats its own members, but I will say no
more about that.
I turn to the benefits of local government reform for the
electorate ofNarracan. The electorate includes part of
the Shire of La Trobe and part of the Shire of
Baw Baw. I congratulate GeoffDavey and the
councillors at the Baw Baw Shire Council, and Druyl
White, who has done a marvellous job as mayor of
La Trobe Shire Council. The reforms have brought
about a very aggressive attitude to rural development
and, with the help of the Minister for Rural
Development, have facilitated enormous growth.
I refer specifically to the establishment of the Bonlac
Foods Ltd factory and the creation of 200 jobs - as the
Premier said today, it is the largest milk production
factory in the world - and the establishment at
Morwell of National Foods and the telecentre, the latter
also leading to the creation of 200 jobs. Those
developments have resulted directly from aggressive
marketing and are bringing employment opportunities
to an area with much to offer. Its advantages over other
locations are its proximity to ports and the capital city
and its beauty.
I thank the Minister for Housing for her efforts in
achieving a tripartite arrangement between the local
council, which donated the land, the state government,
which has donated 50 per cent of the funding, and the
RSL on the building of 16 home units for eligible RSL
personnel in the middle of Moe. I also thank all those
who were involved for their work on the project.
The future looks extremely bright for the electorate of
Narracan. The developments in the Asian economy will
make things a little tougher in the tourism industry, but
I am convinced that tourism from other areas will take
up the slack. Wonderful work is being carried out by
those with a stake in Mount Baw Baw. The fact that the
mountain, which has struggled over the past few years,
turned the corner last year and recorded an increase in
visitation rates is an indication of a boost in tourism
generally in the electorate. Tourism is the industry in
my electorate that has had the largest increase in
employment. I pledge to support it in any way possible.
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I rise to
contribute to the debate on the address-in-reply to the
Governor's speech. On page 2 of his speech, the
Governor states:
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Victoria is leading Australia and, in some cases, the world in
economic reforms, and is pursuing a highly successful,
pro-active industry policy.

The government has failed the Victorian public and
industry absolutely and completely on the issue of port
reform. The botched efforts at economic and other
reforms have led to a reinforcement of the duopoly
arrangements and a lack of competition at the port of
Melbourne. Approximately 12 months ago there was a
chance to have real competition at the port of
Melbourne.
Historically there has been a duopoly, if not a
monopoly, at the port of Melbourne. Patrick stevedores
and P and 0 have had a cosy arrangement to share the
activity at the port. An opportunity to break open the
arrangement arose when shipping giant
OOCL (Australia) Pty Ltd, one of the most reputable
international stevedoring firms, was prepared to invest
approximately $150 million in a new container terminal
at Appleton Dock and compete with the duopoly
partners to bring about real reform. That would have
been the main gain.
If the Governor's speech is to be given any credence I
suggest that opportunity should have been taken to gain
a third competitor at the port of Melbourne. It was a
chance to break the duopoly and provide real
competition and new investment that would have led to
jobs and export income. That was all passed up for two
fundamental reasons.

Firstly, OOCL committed the sin, in the government's
eyes, of making an enterprise agreement with the
Maritime Union of Australia. Like Patrick stevedores
and P and 0 it intended having a cooperative
arrangement with its work force.
Secondly, the Treasurer and the Premier were tapped
on the shoulder and told, 'We know there is an agenda
here to get a competitive port, to break the duopoly by
getting a third competitor. However, you need to know
we have a plan that might mean the duopoly stays.
Effectively we will attack and replace the work force
and try to get rid of the Maritime Union of Australia.
That will have the dual benefit of, firstly, having an
industrial relations agenda and using you as the
example of it, and, secondly, making sure we have a
stalking-horse for a federal campaign so we can
campaign on industrial relations federally. You get rid
ofOOCL because it is in the way of those two
objectives of getting rid of the work force and making
sure we have a political campaign to wage on industrial
relations that will help the coalition partners'.
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Stupidly, the Premier, the Treasurer and the Victorian
coalition government signed on and accepted it, to the
absolute detriment of Victoria. That has meant that we
now have a Clayton's competitor that cannot compete
in the port of Melbourne - I shall describe that in
detail later. Melbourne, Victoria is the battlefield of
Australia - what a great outcome for our export
industries! - and that has meant a loss of investment
and jobs.
OOCL has gone to Sydney. It has walked out of
Melbourne. It did not want to be part of this
arrangement in Victoria. It has taken out of Melbourne
its $150 million, its couple of hundred jobs and its
potential development of and investment in ports. The
by-product of that is the damage to Victoria's
reputation internationally. We know the statement
made in Hong Kong by the Treasurer that was insulting
to OOCL and its partners has irreparably damaged
Victoria's reputation in this area, and for no long-term
benefit.
Clearly, two agendas are involved. The first is the
agenda of the Premier, the Treasurer and the Victorian
coalition government, and the second is the agenda of
Patrick stevedores and its principal, Chris Corrigan.
Coincidentally, the agendas match! The chief executive
ofPatrick wants only one thing, and it is not necessarily
to bust the union. He has signed on for that, but he
wants to protect the duopoly. He wants to protect his
market share and do everything possible to stop
competition in the port of Melbourne. He wants a cosy
arrangernent, to cuddle up to P and 0 and ensure the
two of them are the only partners involved in the
carriage of goods at the port. Patrick does not want a
proper international competitor in the future, but it will
accept someone on its own terms and sublease
arrangements, not on terms that mean there is proper
competition. That is what Chris Corrigan wants and
that is what he has been pursuing.
The Kennett coalition government and Minister Reith
and the Howard government want to pursue a political
and industrial relations agenda in the next federal
election campaign. Chris Corrigan is smart. He knew
that ifhe brought them in to protect his duopoly by
running their agenda on ports he could get rid of OOCL
and control the terms on which any rogue operation
came in. As it turns out the National Farmers
Federation has come in at the port of Melbourne.
The agendas are being run for different reasons. But
what is the benefit for Victorians? What has the
Kennett government delivered? It has delivered no
reform at all in the port. It has delivered a market share
for Patrick stevedores and industrial and political chaos
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for Victorians. The government has signed on for this
arrangement and been complicit in the way it has been
carried out.
I shall now detail major events that have led to some of
the assertions I have made about the lack of
competition in the ports and the federal government's
political agenda. It all adds up, and it stinks. There is
collusion, collusion and collusion all the way through,
from Patrick stevedores to the Treasurer and the
Premier of this state, and Mr Reith and the Howard
government at the federal level.
One need only look back to January 1997 to get the
picture. That was when the Victorian Treasurer was
crowing absolutely positive about having secured for
Victoria a new competitor in the port, OOCL. This was
to be the best thing for Victoria. The opposition
supported it. We said we agreed and did not object to it.
We wanted to see the duopoly broken up and the
introduction of competition and port reform. The
opposition thought getting a $200 million investment
from the private sector at a little-used port, Appleton
Dock, was a good way of doing it. The Treasurer was
wholehearted in his endorsement.

In April 1997 Patrick stevedores commenced litigation
against the state of Victoria and the Melbourne Port
Corporation objecting to the entrance of a competitor. It
wanted to retain the duopoly. It said it understood there
were agreements that the Treasurer had supported that
would ensure the duopoly existed for the next 20 years
or so. Patrick sought compensation for the fact that the
government wanted to introduce competition. The
Treasurer said that was dreadful and that he would not
be held to ransom or blackmailed by Patrick stevedores.
He said the $100 million claim was outrageous and that
he would rigorously defend the decision, break open the
duopoly, get OOCL involved and beat Patrick
stevedores in the port. But according to an article in the
Australian Financial Review of 8 April, Mr Corrigan
was saying something different. The article reports:
But the company's managing director, Mr Chris Corrigan,
told the Daily News last week Panick had gone ahead with its
$200 million investtnent at Swanson Dock in 1993 after
obtaining verbal and written undertakings that no additional
terminals would be pennitted.

Mr Corrigan was rigorously pursuing his side of the
duopoly. In May 1997 - surprise, surprise! - the
other duopoly partner, P and 0, also took legal action.
They both wanted to stop competition.
The Treasurer was trumpeting this new investment and
rigorously defending litigation against it. However, we
must seriously ask what happened in July 1997 when
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the OOCL investment was lost to Victoria on some
minor issue to do with port charges. What was the
change of heart, and what happened that this Treasurer
let slip from Victoria this jewel that would have driven
proper port reform? I know what happened. I know
about the discussions that occurred. Clearly the
Treasurer and the Premier were talked to. They were
told about the Dubai operation and the potential
National Farmers Federation operation. They were told
to run the Liberal Party agenda even though that would
mean the loss of investment to the port and Victoria and
would mean the protection of the duopoly. They were
told that would be the cost, but the benefit would be
that the Liberal Party would get the chance to win the
next federal election. Stupidly the Premier and the
Treasurer signed on for this collusive arrangement, to
the detriment of all Victorians.
The argument about port charges was very silly.
Melbourne has the third-highest port charges of any
major port in the world. It is 27th out of 30. Only three
other ports - Rotterdam, Tilbury and Hamburg have higher port charges. The article in the Daily News
of 15 July 1997 also states:
The DeN understands that at the end of the day the
breakdown in talks revolved around the state's insistence that
VICT pay a premium for ground rental at the Appleton Dock
site. The ground rent proposed by the government was three
times that charged to other stevedores in the port and
wharfage charges, removed by legislation last year, were to
be introduced.

Therefore, not only was the government asking OOCL
to pay up, but to pay up three times the amount paid by
other stevedores. The government found its excuse. The
Treasurer wanted to get rid of the competition and used
port charges as the camouflage for it.
On Thursday, 4 December, the Premier admitted in
Parliament that he had visited the port ofDubai as part
of a four-day trade mission. He took along Mr Ken
Baddenoch from the Victorian Farmers Federation. One
does not need to be very bright to work out this was
part of the plan.
We also know that at about the same time the Premier
had an association with a person called Peter Kilfoyle, a
principal ofFynwest, which was part of the Dubai
operations. The Premier was caught out because a
photograph appeared in the Ballarat Courier of a
security guard holding an umbrella over the Premier's
head, and the security guard was Mr Peter Kilfoyle. The
Prernier was asked about this and said, 'I don't know
him. I don't know this Fynwest. I don't know this Peter
Kilfoyle'. However, the Courier people found the
photo of the umbrella being held up, so clearly there is
a connection between Dubai, Mr Peter Kilfoyle and the
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Fynwest operation of which he's a principal: it all adds
up to foreknowledge right the way through. We are the
bunnies who paid for it. The government signed on the
cabinet to something that is an absolute dud and is
causing industrial chaos in this state.
We go on to the Christmas-New Year period of 1997.
The Treasurer has 'fessed up. He has admitted under
scrutiny in this house and on radio that he was briefed
on the National Farmers Federation operation at that
period. That is an admission prior to the one the federal
Minister for Industrial Relations and Small Business,
Mr Peter Reith, made. So the Treasurer had
foreknowledge; he was briefed on the matter.
We also know that in February 1998 state government
riot gear was used. Mysteriously, it was found in
Williamstown in a car destined for Webb Dock. The
riot gear was hired over a weekend and the
government's explanation was, 'Well, we didn't know
who the principals hiring it out were. We thought it was
done on government business'. It would be nice to
know what sort of business involves the hiring out of
riot gear. Clearly there was involvement there.
The key involvement came on 28 January 1998. As I
mentioned, all along there has been litigation by Patrick
stevedores and P and 0 trying to prevent competition.
On 28 January that litigation between Patrick
stevedores, the state of Victoria and the Melbourne Port
Corporation was settled out of court in a substantive
matter. Part of the settlement involved an ability for
Patrick stevedores to get access to East Swanson Dock
and for Patrick stevedores to sublease Webb Dock no. 5
to the National Farmers Federation operation. That
settlement was made out of court, so you can see the
collusion. Here is litigation that the government is
supposedly vigorously opposing. Suddenly the case is
settled, which gives the NFF the right to walk on the
site under the lease, dissolves the litigation and allows
the operation to happen. On the same day the settlernent
happens the operation goes on to Webb Dock. A bit
cute, a bit too close; you have to say there has been
collusion right through this matter.
An opposition member intetjected.

Mr BRACKS - They are up to it everywhere. The
trouble is they don't tell the backbench or cabinet about
these matters. These things are done in secret.

The clear issue is what was in these leases, these
arrangements that were settled between Patrick
stevedores and PCS Operations, which is a National
Farmers Federation company.
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I have available to me two leaked documents from the
state government. It is not surprising that we have leaks.
We know the Premier is under pressure; when the
government is under pressure these things happen and
documents arrive for the opposition. I have two
documents, the first of which describes in detail the
commercial sublease between Patrick Stevedores No. I
Pty Ltd and PSC Operations Pty Ltd for Webb Dock
no. 5. The second is the equipment hire agreement
between Patrick Stevedores Operations No. 2 Pty Ltd
and PCS Operations Pty Ltd, an NFF company. This
reveals the collusion, because we can see what it would
end up with. I shall quote from the commercial sublease
between Patrick stevedores and PCS, the NFF
operation, which shows it would end up with a
stevedoring operation that could not compete.
Paragraph 10 of the reference table, relating to use,
states:
General stevedoring terminal

that is what it is being used forand for the avoidance of doubt does not include the use of
premises as an international container tennina!.

The lease is signed by Patrick and the National Farmers
Federation, which means that the operation on Webb
Dock could never compete. Game, set and match to
Mr Corrigan. He won! He gets the duopoly fixed; he
gets a competitor in there that cannot compete, cannot
handle an international container, and he wins. Victoria
loses $150 million.
The document further provides that the lease will be for
two years at an annual rental of $720 000. Clause 9(b)
of the sublease provides:
The sublessor must undertake any reasonable action required
to ensure that sublessee's

that is, the NFF access to the premises through any area controlled by the
sublessor is not interfered with.

Effectively, the lease contains provision for security
personnel to go onto the site, and it was protected in the
lease arrangements between the NFF company PCS
and Patrick stevedores.
The collusion gets much worse. Mr Corrigan has had a
big win here. He has protected the duopoly; the
champions of competition have caved in on the
industrial relations agenda and allowed the duopoly to
go unfettered.
There is a second agreement called an equipment hire
agreement between Patrick Stevedores Operations
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No. 2 Pty Ltd and PCS Operations Pty Ltd. This covers
all the equipment at Webb Dock, including the cranes,
which have not been assembled, and major machinery.
There is a separate lease for that. Clause 3(c) of the
agreement provides:
The lessor

that is, Patrick may terminate this agreement by giving seven days \Witten
notice to the lessee of its intention to terminate this
agreement.

Therefore, if Patrick stevedores does not like what the
NFF is doing, if it thinks the NFF is getting a bit tetchy
and is starting to compete, it can give the NFF company
seven days notice and take the equipment back. It is not
minor equipment; this has an enormous lead time.
Patrick has won completely. It has conned the
government, because in this case the sublease refers to
cranes, trailers, dock trucks, forklifts, three straddle
carriers - they are the 43-metre high red cranes you
see on Webb Dock. They are not small things.
Who would sign a lease to say that if one of your
competitors, Patrick stevedores, decides it does not like
you it can get rid of you in seven days?
Clause 5(f) of the equipment sublease also says, and
this is the rub:
In consideration of the lessee paying the rent, the lessor

agrees to make available to the lessee for a minimum of
20 hours per week a suitably experienced person to provide
assistance and advise the lessee on the use of the equipment.

Patrick has agreed to train the NFF rogue operation
under this lease arrangement. There is actual
agreement; it is in the lease and explicit.
No more evidence is needed of collusion than those two
documents that have been leaked to the opposition. The
sublease arrangements between Patrick stevedores, the
NFF operation PCS and the equipment sublease clearly
demonstrate that there has been collusion. Think about
this: we Victorians have ended up with the fact that we
have forgone the investment of a major shipping giant,
OOCL, to break the duopoly; the Treasurer used a
fictitious reason in the port charges and signed on to an
arrangement which, under these lease arrangements,
cannot compete. Who has won? Chris Corrigan has
won, game, set and match. He has protected his
duopoly, stopped a competitor coming in and has
control on the equipment sublease on the NFF
operation, which cannot compete by defmition. If it
does compete he can take the equipment away and it
would take ages to try to re-equip that site. That is an
absolute win for competitors and a loss to Victorians.
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It is useful to reflect on what has happened with the

Melbourne Port Corporation during that time. The
Treasurer and the honourable member for Box Hill,
who, as I understand it, has taken over the response role
in assisting the Treasurer, have usurped the corporation.
The poor old Melbourne Port Corporation wants to
operate an efficient port, but its head, Mr JefUey
Gilbert, has threatened to resign. Why wouldn't he? He
wanted to get competition into the port and to take up
the OOCL contract, but the Prime Minister and the
federal Minister for Workplace Relations and Small
Business, Mr Reith, have intervened for their political
and industrial agenda. I ask honourable members to
imagine how Mr Gilbert must feel.
Actually, I can tell you how he feels because the
9 February edition of Lloyd's List Australian Weekly, a
shipping magazine, states:
The MPC has in recent days been redirecting press inquiries
to the office of parliamentary secretary to the Treasury,
Robert Clark.
The handling of cal1s has fuel1ed industry belief that the port' 5
management has become isolated from the decisio~making

process.
The Victorian Treasury moved on Friday to dampen
speculation that Melbourne Port Corporation chief executive
Jeffrey Gilbert is about to leave his post.

We don't blame him! What an arrangement he faceswith a political agenda overruling somebody who is
trying to operate an efficient port. He has been trying to
get competition but has been sidelined by the Treasurer
and the honourable member for Box Hill. If the public
or the media inquire about the port's competitive
arrangements, the Melbourne Port Corporation has
been instructed to tell any caller to ring the office of the
honourable member for Box Hill.
The alleged threat to resign has been made by
Mr Gilbert because of the lack of support from his
minister in securing competition for the port. It is also
widely known in shipping circles that when the OOCL
deal was lost because of the deliberate actions of the
Treasurer, Mr Gilbert wanted to have a fall-back
position from which he could get some competition on
Webb Dock. He had proposed that $10 million be spent
in doing up Webb Dock no. 5 to ensure that a proper
competitive arrangement for the port was in place. But
he was called into the Treasurer's office and told,
'Forget your plan, we have other things happening at
Webb Dock'. Now we know what is happening there!
Under pressure, the Treasurer admitted he was briefed
on those matters between Christmas and new year. He
knew about the OOCL deal. He wanted to ensure any
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arrangements complied with the federal industrial
relations and political agenda. The federal government
does not care about OOCL. The Lloyd's List Australian
Weekly states:
Mr Gilbert is believed to have seen the Pattick facility as a
ready made solution to his long-stated aim of establishing a
third terminal in the port by the year 2000 - and at a bargain
price of little more than $10 million in estimated
refurbishment costs. Those costs are based on a new terminal
entrance supplying its own cargo handling equipment.

That was to be a sensible arrangement made by a
sensible person, but he was called in to face the
Treasurer and told, 'Back off, we have a Clayton's
competitor, NFF. which cannot compete. We want NFF
to go in there because it cannot compete under the
terms of the lease'.
In effect, the outcome of those episodes is that Victoria
is the loser. Forget about whether one agrees with the
industrial relations agenda of the federal government or
with the MUA. Does anybody in Victoria believe there
should not be port reform?
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr BRACKS - The honourable members for
Mitcham and Pascoe Vale agree with the need for port
reform. The question must then be asked: where is the
government's port reform program? The government
has simply driven out investment in this state, signed on
a Clayton's competitor and got rid of our best
opportunity to get new capital investment and new
technology into the port of Melbourne. It has missed
out on breaking down the duopoly.

The government has forgone all that for its mates in
Canberra who want an industrial relations election issue
before the public. The federal government has conned
the Treasurer and the Premier and said, 'The reward in
busting the union is much better than having a port
operating properly'. The issue has not been before
cabinet; the Victorian government has been duped. It is
a shame for Victoria that that loss of investment
opportunity will go down as one of our worst legacies.
I remind the house of what the Governor said when he
opened Parliament on 17 February:
Victoria is leading Australia and, in some cases, the world in
economic reforms, and is pursuing a highly successful,
pro-active industry policy.

What ajoke!

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.
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Mr DIXON (Dromana) - I am pleased to respond
to the address of His Excellency the Governor. I
compliment His Excellency on the tremendous job he
and Lady Gobbo are doing. Last week I had the
pleasure of meeting both for the fIrst time, when I was
taken by their commitment to their jobs and to Victoria.

I am reminded of a scene from the movie The Life of
Brian when a rhetorical question is asked by a group of
citizens under Roman occupation. They asked, 'What
are the Romans doing for us?'. After a pregnant pause
somebody says, 'It is a safer place to live'. Then
somebody else says, 'Our roads are better than they
used to be'. The movie continues with questions about
advantages that the Romans may have brought to the
citizens - better infrastructure, roads, ports, public
utilities, safety on the streets, consistency in
government and stability.
My constituents in Dromana are entitled to ask, 'What
has the state government done for the people of
Dromana?'. The answers to that question are similar to
what the Roman citizens may have said all those years
ago.
I shall detail a few of the wonderful things that have
happened for the people of Dromana In the past two
years a new TAFE college has been opened in
Rosebud. It has been purpose built for TAFE education
courses. Many more student contact hours are now
available for people from all sorts of backgrounds,
whether they be students continuing their studies or
people coming back to study to gain better
qualifIcations. One of the highlights of the expanded
TAFE operations is that 70 per cent of people
undertaking courses at Rosebud TAFE are recipients of
social security payments and are gaining extra skills so
they can enter or return to the work force and make a
contribution to the community.
The idea of a merger of TAFE facilities is not new to
the Peninsula TAFE of which Rosebud is a campus. It
advocated the need for a merger so it could expand its
facilities to better meet the challenges a modern TAFE
institute must tackle in the coming years, in the breadth
and depth of courses offered and in the infrastructure
needed in a modern tertiary institution.

In the past few years the Rosebud hospital has been
refurbished and extended. The number of beds
available has practically doubled due to a large
contribution by the government and community
involvement. The refurbished hospital is a wonderful
facility. It is flat out serving its community. Everyone
who uses it is full of praise for its staff and for the
services it provides.
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The services throughout our hospital network have
improved. The best example I can think of is
chemotherapy. Previously, local residents who had
been unfortunately stricken with cancer, most of them
elderly and without access to transport, had to travel to
Melbourne, or Frankston at best, for chemotherapy.
Now they can pop into their local hospital at Rosebud.
The treatment does not intrude on their lifestyles as
much as it did, which helps the recuperation process.
As the Governor pointed out in his speech, that is very
much in line with the government's policy of putting
hospital services where the people are.
My electorate has had poor hospital services. Although
it has a growing population, a large proportion of whom
are elderly, it has not had its share of hospital beds and
health facilities, including facilities for the aged. The
government is addressing those needs, which the people
of Dromana welcome.
The Mornington Peninsula National Park has been
extended. The Arthur's Seat precinct has now been
added to the national park, and an exciting new
management plan is being developed that will not only
enhance the conservation values of the area but also
encourage tourism. During the past two years the
coastal park has also been developed. The Mornington
Peninsula National Park is the most frequently visited
national park in Victoria, with about 2.7 million visitors
annually. The improved facilities include car parks,
toilets and kiosks, better access to the beach, the
reclamation of sand dunes, new fencing and new tracks.
The legislation affecting dolphin and whale watching
that was passed late last year is a signifIcant
conservation measure. The number of dolphins has
increased during the summer months; they seem to be
returning to the bay, which is a great sign. It is
important that the ecology of and food chain in that
precious part of our bay is protected. The dolphins
certainly need protection, and the legislation will ensure
that that happens. Although the public needs to be
further educated, the main operators have by and large
adhered to the legislation and the ensuing regulations.
Through the Community Support Fund the Department
of Sport, Recreation and Racing has passed on many
grants to our local sporting clubs and recreational
groups. Down our way there is a myriad of groups such
as those, not only for our youth but also for our large
retired population who have a lot of time on their hands
to pursue recreational interests. The consistent number
of small grants to recreational organisations encourages
them not only to keep going but to expand and attract
more people.
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The government has increased its support for youth and
community services in my area. The income of more
than 70 per cent of my constituents comes from social
security payments. As well, youths make up a large
proportion of the population, so there is a need for those
services. More personnel, especially youth counsellors,
have come down to work in the various agencies.
Emergency housing services have also been expanded.
The programs administered by the various agencies are
hitting the nail on the head in terms of target groups and
outcomes. As a result, youth and community services in
the electorate are better focussed. They are reaching the
people they need to reach, who greatly appreciate them.
Gambling and poker machines are often put across as
bad news stories. However, I will relate one small good
news story in my electorate. The Rye RSL club has
poker machines. Through astute management the club
has grown to the extent that it is the largest employer of
permanent full-time, part-time and casual employees in
the area. The anecdotal message I have received from
talking to management and to the patrons is that
99 per cent of those who attend the club are not
addicted to gambling. Instead, they just like spending a
couple of hours there meeting friends and having a
drink. They put a limit on how much they will spendand that is how much they spend. Then they go off and
are not seen again until the following week.
The club has provided a social outlet for a large number
of pensioners and locals who live on their own. That
has not been abused, and the flow-on in community
employment has been profound. The RSL is also a
tourist attraction. Instead of going north into New South
Wales, bus loads of tourists are now coming south to
Rye. Those people play the pokies, go to the beach,
shop and have a meal down our way before returning to
Melbourne. That has a great flow-on effect on
employment and the general economy of the electorate.
Another popular government decision followed the
raising of what was a burning issue during the last
election campaign - that is, scallop dredging. The
electorate has a large number of recreational fishers,
including the many tourists who come from Melbourne
and other areas to fish in the waters of the bay. There
are also a number of diving schools, and many
recreational divers, who either live in or visit the area,
enjoy the clean water and magnificent undersea vistas
in the bay. All those people have commented on the
difference the banning of scallop dredging has made.
If of a morning you went down to the beach or were
driving along the beach road it was nothing for you to
see 30 scallop dredgers going up and down like tractors
in a paddock, dredging the seabed. Divers in the area
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were horrified to see everything being been ripped out.
There were even instances of historical boat wrecks
being disturbed by the dredging, and the resultant muck
that was washed up on the beach was not pleasant. Now
we do not have to put up with boats dredging the
seabed, which has already begun to recover. As a result,
fish are more abundant, and that has contributed to the
growing numbers of dolphins in the bay.
Even though it is not situated in my electorate, I refer to
the port of Hastings, the management of which has
been privatised. The port services a large industrial
area, and the tentacles of those industries reach
throughout my electorate. That affects not only
employment but also the amount of money that is
injected into our community.
The privatisation of the port has created opportunities
for redevelopment and the development of new
industries. We are very excited about that, and we are
looking forward to the employment and investment
benefits that will flow from it. The privatisation has
brought with it people with relevant skills and
experience in port management. The previous
management laid a great foundation, which the new
management will build on. That will benefit not only
the port but the industries around it and will result in an
increase in the tonnage the port handles. Although they
may seem small on the surface, those changes have
benefits that flow on through a community such as
ours.
Tourism employs many people in my electorate.
Dromana has always been a popular tourist destination
but now it is booming. It is reaping the benefits of the
government's approach to tourism. We are aggressive
marketeers of tourism within our domestic area, the
state, the country and overseas. Visitor numbers to
Dromana have increased dramatically due to the great
work being done by local tourism operators together
with the tremendous support those operators receive
from Tourism Victoria. They are encouraged to pursue
what they are good at: to expand their horizons and to
open up new tourism opportunities. They have seized
upon the opportunity with both hands and have run
with it. The employment opportunities and economic
flow-on for Dromana are tremendous. It is wonderful to
see an all-year-round tourism industry expanding
within my electorate.
Recently the state government, in conjunction with the
Mornington Peninsula shire and Frankston city
councils, undertook a review of public transport in the
Dromana area. The councils are following up a number
of those fmdings. A number of much-needed
cross-peninsula public transport trials identified in the
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study that are soon to be undertaken will open up
employment, tourism and further education and training
opportunities for people from many areas across the
peninsula. By its geological state the word 'peninsula'
suggests all transport and trunk routes are directed
towards a city - in this case Melbourne. The
introduction of cross-peninsula routes is to be trialled. I
wish it every success and hope it works.
The public transport study threw up a concern about the
provision of taxis. The Minister for Roads and Ports has
announced an extensive review of the taxi service in the
Dromana area. The review will ascertain the areas of
greatest need and decide how best they can be serviced.
This lack of services is especially evident in the case of
taxis for the disabled. Many frail and elderly people do
not have access to cars and many are
wheelchair-bound. A total review of the taxi services on
the southern peninsula is extremely welcome.
A change in bus contracts has also been effected. Bus
companies are now being paid by the number of
passengers carried, not by the kilometre. That has been
a great fillip for the public transport system as buses
provide the only public transport on the southern
peninsula. Such an initiative will have a profound
effect. Timetables will be more flexible as new bus
routes are introduced. The long, low bus is the only one
of its kind in the country. When the bus pulls into a bus
stop a passenger can step straight from the path or
gutter level onto the bus - no steps are required. The
doors are also wide enough to take a wheelchair and
people can walk into or be wheeled right onto the bus.
The service is a boon for the elderly, people with prams
or shopping trolleys and those who are not steady on
their feet. I pay tribute to the Portsea Passenger Service
for this initiative and look forward to many more of
these $350 000 buses hitting the roads.
Another unsung area of the government is its
tremendous commitment to libraries. The Mornington
Peninsula shire library has received many new grants.
Every couple of months I attend the opening of another
library initiative - a flow-on from state government
funding - especially in technology. All our libraries
now have wonderful computer areas; they are
accessible to all members of the public and are
connected to the Internet. It is wonderful to see the
number of bookings. The computer terminals always
have somebody in front of them. Often they are people
who cannot afford a computer or who do not have
access to the technology in their homes or schools.
Young children work on the Internet to research
material for assignments; older people, for their own
interest, are surfmg the net or working their way
through a computer package. Business people do their

Tuesday, 24 February 1998

business plans and students write up CV s to help them
with future employment. It is wonderful to see such a
wide range of users accessing technology. As
technology in libraries expands it will provide a further
opportunity for people to link into government services
and information.
My electorate consists of a large number of elderly
citizens and people living alone, which makes safety in
the home and on the streets important. Safety issues are
often raised with me. As the Governor mentioned in his
speech, it is reassuring to know Victoria is the safest
state in Australia in which to live. Yesterday I was at
the Rosebud police station handing over a cheque for
$4500-Mrs Maddigao interjected.

Mr DIXON - I was not locked up there! The
cheque was for yet another tremendous state
government initiative - a unique boating program.
The local police station, through community efforts, has
a boat that off-duty policemen and women use. They
take it to various schools and youth groups. Children at
risk are identified; they are taken out fishing,
skibiscuiting and skiing. This summer some 1500
children have had access to that boat. It was wonderful
to hand over a $4500 cheque to contribute to the
running of the boat for another couple of years.
Members of the police force were pleased to be able to
inform me that the rate in all areas of crime in the
Dromana area is dropping. No fatal accidents have been
reported. The number of road deaths and accidents is
down, so there is a strong feeling of safety in the
electorate.
City Link will join up with roads on the southern
Mornington Peninsula. The improvement of the South
Eastern Freeway and the opening of the City Link
project will be a boon in lifestyle, business and tourism
for my electorate. Businesses will be able to access
markets in Melbourne, the Melbourne Airport and
many businesses on the other side of Melbourne, and
vice versa. Other transport companies will be able to
bring in their goods, and companies will be able to do
business on the Mornington Peninsula without taking
an hour to move from the western suburbs through
Melbourne or the outer suburbs.
Travelling times have already been reduced and will be
further reduced. That makes the area even more
accessible for tourists. These days tourists do not stay
weeks and weeks in one place; they like to visit
accessible areas. If people can drive from the city to
Rosebud in an hour on the freeway without hitting a
traffic light it will attract more individual tourist
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operators to the area. It will make life easier for people
meeting relatives at the airport or for people who need
to drive to the other side oftoWD. They will be able to
do so without traffic lights and without all the extra
time and delays associated with our old road network. It
is a welcome improvement by the people of my
electorate.
The Governor said:
The social advance of Victorians will be the central criterion
in determining our state's future direction. The government
will focus 011 consolidating Victoria as the kind of place that
we are able to look on with pride as providing the ideal home,
lifestyle and workplace of the 21st century.

The people of Dromana will look forward to this social
advance over the next two years; it will make the area
where they have chosen to live and work an even better
place. I look forward to the development of the
Rosebud foreshore. The Dromana area is an icon of
beachside development and recreation of which the
state and the country can be proud. However, it is in
dire need. The government has instituted a management
plan handed down by the minister. The plan identifies
the areas that can be developed and the areas that need
restoring. The plan will enhance the conservation
values of the area and improve public access and
enjoyment for locals and tourists. I look forward to
further work on the foreshore.
I look forward to the successful completion of the
public transport trials and, if the need exists, the
adoption of a permanent cross-Peninsula transport
corridor.
The schools in my electorate are not in dire need but
have suffered from an inherited abandonment and
maintenance backlog that is being reduced. It is
anticipated that the backlog will be eradicated over the
next couple of years, and the school communities and I
are looking forward to taking advantage of the
improved maintenance that will follow.
An exciting major opportunity in the area of tourism
development and conservation is the future of the
Norris Barracks, the army barracks at Portsea adjacent
to the Momington Peninsula National Park where large
areas of untouched wilderness could be ideally added to
the existing park. There is also the magnificent historic
precinct of the former army buildings and the
quarantine station, both of which have a unique history.
It is an ideal tourist precinct, and I look forward to its
sensible development.

The local community is very excited about the
announcement in the Governor's speech ofa $60 rebate
to be provided over the next three winters. The majority
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of people in my electorate probably already receive a
concessional rebate on their power bills, and in many
cases the additional rebate will eradicate their power
bills altogether, which is pleasing.

In his speech the Governor went on to say:
The government's approach will lead Victorians as they strive
in their own lives and local communities, admittedly at times
with great difficulty, to improve their position and the general
environs of their lifestyle, and so to balance their own
interests with those of an increasingly demanding world. We
need therefore to examine what we need to do as a
partnership of Victorians to strengthen the freedom and
independence we enjoy, create a more vibrant sense of
community, and mould a cohesive, caring society. We need to
work at ways to ameliorate the uncertainty that some feel in
an era of such runaway change. These will be the essential
factors that determine the nature and strength of modern
Victoria, and make a defining difference in the day to day
lives of Victorians.

A highlight of my last two years in government has
been meeting the people ofDromana, and I pay tribute
to them. As the local member I have been excited by
the wonderful people living in the area I represent.
Many groups, service organisations and clubs work
together to improve the lives of others less fortunate.
When attending functions I often meet the same people
who belong to other service organisations and sporting
clubs. Those people are to be commended on the
excellent way they work together.
I also pay tribute to the risk takers, people in tourism
and business, who have decided to try something new
in the same way the risk takers of 20 years ago decided
the Momington Peninsula would be a good area in
which to grow grapes. There are now more than
150 wineries in the electorate, and I am trying to
encourage primary industry. It is indicative of the spirit
of optimism that is part of my electorate, and I
encourage all those working in the community who are
prepared to take risks to continue their efforts.
The Governor referred to leadership. I pay tribute to the
ministers of this government. During the past two years
a procession of cabinet ministers has come to my
electorate to meet and speak with the people. Everyone
comments about it; they have never seen so many
ministers in the electorate. Constituents know they are
now on the map and are being listened to and that the
government is aware of both the challenges facing the
area and its positive points. The people of the electorate
and I are thankful for the interest taken.
Victoria has a wonderful government team. Its
members come from varied educational, business and
ethnic backgrounds and work together very well. As a
new member of Parliament the support I have received
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from my colleagues has been wonderful and is
indicative of the team leading this great state into the
year 2000.
Mr THW AITES (Albert Park) - I commence by
congratulating Sir James and Lady Gobbo on
Sir James's appointment as Governor. He has had a
very distinguished career in the law and the community
generally. He has contributed hugely to ethnic
communities and the planning field and has played an
important part in numerous community organisations. I
feel sure he will fulfil his role as Governor with the
same distinction he brought to his role as a judge and a
member of various organisations.

While I congratulate the Governor, I cannot endorse the
proroguing of Parliament nor the Governor's speech. It
was, of course, written by the government or, judging
by the content, the government's opinion pollsters.
The proroguing of Parliament was essentially a public
relations exercise, an attempt by the government to
portray a fresh start given its disastrous performance in
the Mitcham by-election.
The government has claimed that this session is a
turning point. In one sense that is correct because the
Kennett government must now be judged on its own
performance. No longer can it rely on blaming the
Labor Party or the past. It has had five years - Mr Honeywood inteIjected.

Mr THW AITES - As the minister at the table
indicates, it can and no doubt will try. However, the
problems of record hospital waiting lists, record
ambulance delays and a crisis in the child protection
system have been created by the government. It must
now wear that and address the problems by doing more
than using mere public relations and political
advertising.

The response of this government to problems with
social services has been to embark on huge political
advertising campaigns. That is why this week we saw
the Department of Education spend hundreds of
thousands of dollars of taxpayers' funds trying to fool
the public into believing the education system was
better than it is. The document was totally misleading.
The reason so much money is being spent on public
relations is because the govemment has been unable to
fix the problems it has caused in the social field,
whether in health, education or community services.
The government has claimed that its agenda for this
Parliament will see a marked change in emphasis. The
government would have us believe it will adopt a
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softer, gentler style and that all government action will
be subject to a so-called social advantage test. Despite
all the pomp and ceremony of the opening of
Parliament, the 2 I-gun salute, the wigs and the
breeches, some things remains the same: it is the same
government with the same Premier, the same policies
and the same personnel. We will not see any change.
We will not see social advance in this state while the
Premier and the government are in office, and that has
been well documented by the events of the past week.
What was the main social welfare issue exercising the
govemment's attention during the past week? What
socially disadvantaged group has sought to be the first
beneficiary of the government's so-called social
dividend? Who among the underprivileged and the
disadvantaged have lined up to be the beneficiaries of
the Premier's newly acquired largess?
Not the kids who are dropping out of school in
increasing numbers; not the disability advocacy centres
which have been closed during the past year despite the
fact they are the only voice of people with disabilities;
not the victims of sexual assault or other crimes whose
right to compensation has been removed; not groups
such as Parents Anonymous, the counselling service
that is about to lose its funding; and not the hospitals
which have lost more than $300 million in government
funding each year under Kennett administration and in
many cases their hearts and souls as well!
No, the first people to seek to take advantage of the
so-called social dividend are none other than the
$50 million welfare cheats, Lloyd Williams and Ron
Walker. They have come cap in hand to the Premier
asking for a $50 million gift.
Those two gentlemen have brought their problems upon
themselves. They indulged in massive overspending
and have mismanaged the casino. They paid their own
company, Hudson Conway, more than $}OO million in
management fees. It seems as though the more
problems there are at the casino, the more they pay their
own company in management fees. They paid
$100 million to their own company despite the fact that
the initial prospectus indicated that management fees
would be around $14 million. Having bungled the
building of the casino and overcapitalised, they now
come cap in hand to Chairman Jeff for a gift of
$50 million in tax concessions and penalty waivers. Just
imagine any other company that had overcapitalised
and mismanaged itself coming to the government and
expecting its payroll tax to be waived! Presumably the
basis on which it was put was that if they do not get the
$50 million gift the casino will collapse and jobs will
go.
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As I said, those people brought their problems upon
themselves and are now seeking to cheat the rest of the
community and the welfare system out of$50 million.
Members of the government would be happy to pursue
any other welfare cheats through the courts. They
would not give them a cent and would vilify them.
However, because Mr Walker is the treasurer of the
federal Liberal Party the group is after the largess of the
government.
Of course, the government is in great confusion about
this matter, and that is why today we heard an
extraordinary statement from the Minister for
Gaming - not the Premier who has had carriage of the
issue - who said that at this stage the company would
not be given the tax concession. However, he would not
say anything about whether the $50 OOO-a-day penalty
would be waived. In other words, the minister has felt
the political heat. At the moment it is too hot to give
this gift to the casino, but the door has been left open
and I assure the house that it will be used by Mr Walker
and Mr Williams week after week until they get their
concession because that is the course they have
successfully adopted to date. They have received
everything they have asked for, whether it be an
additional 150 gaming tables or changes to the planning
arrangements or designs.
The $50 million welfare cheats have been the sole
beneficiaries of social advance under this government
while ordinary Victorians have missed out. Ordinary
Victorians are pouring millions of dollars into the
casino. They fund the profits that end up with Hudson
Conway and those two gentlemen.
I am interested in the social advantage test; it is
something new and very surprising about the
government. The government talks about testing all its
actions against outcomes in education, jobs, safe and
healthy lifestyles and in building confident and
cohesive communities. If that is not just public relations
hype I would like to see the test applied to a number of
government actions in the portfolios I shadow - that
is, health and community services. I would like to see a
social advantage test applied to the privatisation of our
public hospitals, the about-to-commence tendering of
youth and family services and the user-pays fees in the
community health centres. The latter policy will mean
that in many cases people who cannot afford the fees
for such things as physiotherapy or podiatry must miss
out.

I would like to see the social advantage test applied to
the closure of disability advocacy centres, the only
voice disabled Victorians have. I would like to see it
applied to the confidentiality clauses that all community
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groups are being forced to sign, not for reasons of social
advantage or better outcomes, but to prevent a group
criticising government.
Finally, I would like to see the test applied to the child
protection area of government, which the
Auditor-General said has led to systemic abuse. In other
words, the government, which is meant to be caring for
these children, has in fact been abusing them.
One thing I would like to see which I know I will not is
some transparency - to use a popular phrase - in the
application of the social advantage test. I would like to
see the government release its decisions on social
advantage in respect of every matter I have raised. This
government has one of the worst records of secrecy and
cover-ups of any Victorian government. All
governments are inclined to release less rather than
more information, but no government in Victoria's
history has the reputation for secrecy this government
has earned. No government has gone to the extent of
destroying documents and becoming involved in a
conspiracy to cover up documents in the way this
government and the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management have done in the case of Intergraph
and the ambulance affair.
Mr PeriOD - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member for Albert Park is in
conflict with standing orders by casting aspersions of
wrongdoing against the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management, the former Minister for Health.
Although it is certainly true that public allegations have
been made against a contractor and a former officer of
the service, there has been no sustainable allegation of
wrongdoing against the minister or any member of the
government. I ask the honourable member to withdraw.
Mr THW AlTES - On the point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, this is another vexatious attempt by
the honourable member for Doncaster to prevent me
from speaking. He does this every time I speak. The
honourable member claimed no allegations had been
made about the cover-up of documents by the then
Minister for Health or the chief of her staff, Mr Kerr.
That is completely incorrect. Al1egations have been
made in this place and in proceedings before the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham) -

Order! I have heard enough on the point of order. The
honourable member for Albert Park has made a passing
reference to this matter but I caution him to take care
that he does not breach standing order 108 and impugn
honourable members.
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Mr THW A1TES - Before I was intenupted I was
referring to the social advantage test and to child
protection. Currently an inquest is inquiring into the
death ofKaty Bolger. Media reports have highlighted
the tragic problems in the child protection system. In
particular the fragmentation, lack of resources and a
huge turnover of child protection staffhave led to
numerous problems, including situations arising in
which young children have died unnecessarily because
the system is not performing properly.
Instead of trying to fix the problem, all we get from the
government is public relations glitz and the response
that there is no problem. More children like Katy
Bolger will die unless there is a change in attitude.
The Department of Human Services has charged a child
who was supposed to be in its care with a criminal
offence on the basis that the child was uncontrollable.
Children with problems like attention deficit disorder or
hyperactivity should be supported by the department,
not charged with criminal offences. That is the type of
response we get from the deparnnent and it is the
reason that the child protection system is in crisis rather
than providing the social advance which a Labor
government would support.
The cases I have referred to already where I would like
to see the social advantage test applied are numerous
and include the privatisation of the health service, the
closing down of hospitals and the tendering out of
youth and family services. It is important to look at the
effect government policies have on people.
I now refer to a letter the opposition received from a
Mrs Marsh, a pensioner living in Altona, who wrote
soon after the announcement by the Premier that he had
awarded himself a generous retirement package.
Mrs Marsh says that she has home care once a fortnight
for two hours, but that the charge has just gone up to
$4 per week. She does not get Meals on Wheels, but the
charge for that has also gone up and she feels sorry for
people who need it. Mrs Marsh goes to physiotherapy
once a month at the local community health centre, for
which there is now a charge of$6.50 per session.
Phannaceutical charges have gone up and she now has
to pay extra for her blood pressure medication. Her
doctor advised her not to change to a cheaper brand.
Mrs Marsh has to buy cream for dermatitis, which is
expensive. There is a new charge for rubbish collection
and they have to pay 3 cents in the $1 extra in rates to
cover the superannuation black hole that Mr Kennett
caused.
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Mrs Marsh says that Mr Kennett has arranged generous
retirement benefits for himself but pensions are not
being increased. In Mrs Marsh's words, Mr Kennett:
... is just squashing pensioners all the time.

That is the real social test that ought to be applied: how
do government policies affect people like Mrs Marsh?
How do government policies which include the
introduction of a user-pays fee for community health
centres and increased fees for home and community
care affect pensioners and older people like
Mrs Marsh? They are the questions that should be
asked of and answered by the government rather than it
simply responding to the requests of its mates at the
casino.
The Labor Party has a different set of values. It believes
government has a social role and that it is wrong to
equate government with a company, which is how
those opposite believe governments should operate.
The Kennett government believes that every
government service should be turned into a business
and all the citizens of the state ought to be treated like
customers. Its attitude is that if the market system does
not work for them, bad luck.
The Labor Party believes government has a purpose,
that is, to deliver goods and services. The Labor Party
believes in values that honourable members opposite
have no understanding of: integrity, quality of service
and a fair go for all citizens. The Labor Party believes
government is concerned about more than major
events. It is committed to providing a decent health
system so that people can get a hospital bed when they
need one or an ambulance when an emergency occurs;
so that kids can get an education and are not tossed out
or forced into classes of more than 30 children. The
Labor Party believes there is a role for government and
that is why when it returns to government it will
provide decent government services rather than treat
people like consumers in a market place.
The government is claiming it has a new social attitude,
but unfortunately this government is incapable of
changing. We have heard this all before. In fact, one
year ago on the fourth anniversary of the Kennett
government, the Premier made the same comment. He
said he was going to make social advances; that he was
turning his attention to the health and education
systems. Of course, nothing changed. Nothing will be
different now. Essentially this government is incapable
of change. It has the wrong values and does not believe
in government. If you asked members of the
government what they think governments should do,
there would be silence - because they do not know.
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Members opposite believe government should get out
of the way of business; that it should have as small a
role as possible. That is why government services are
now so poor. This government has no concept of or
belief in the provision of decent services. This
government is more interested in public relations
exercises and in spending money on advertising leaflets
or television advertisements than in delivering good
health or education services.
The government will not change because it does not
want to change. It is arrogant and does not listen to
people. It does not learn from its mistakes and therefore
it is destined to repeat them. There is no better
indication of that than what has occurred with the
privatisation of health facilities. I would have thought
that given the record of the government in privatising
health facilities to date it would be cautious before
proceeding with its agenda this year to privatise
hospitals and other health facilities.
One has only to look at the privatisation of the
ambulance service to see what a disaster it has been. To
date most of the attention has been directed at the
Intergraph contract, but that was only one of about five
or six major ambulance service outsourcing contracts
that went horribly wrong.
The first was the privatisation of non-emergency
ambulance transport. It turned out that the person
responsible for handing out the contracts allowing the
privatisation of the non-emergency ambulance fleet had
a pecuniary interest in the largest private ambulance
company in the state.
The second was the outsourcing of ambulance
maintenance. This did not save money; it cost many
hundreds of thousands of dollars more.
The tendering process itself was privatised. It was
bungled by Henderson Consultants, which company
was severely criticised by the Attorney-General.
The infamous contract given to Griffith Consulting,
which was originally for $45 000 but which blew out to
$1.4 million, is now being investigated by the police
and may be the subject of criminal action.
The history ofthe government's privatisation of health
is a bad one. Why is it that the government is going
down the same track by privatising public hospitals
such as the Austin and those at Knox, Berwick, Colac
and Mildura? I have no doubt the same problems will
arise, such as lack of service, budget blow-outs,
cronyism and conuption. The conuption and cronyism
that infected the ambulance service has reached into the
Department of Health and the minister's office. The
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former Minister for Health and her staff are now
implicated in the ambulance contract scandal. They did
everything they could to cover up the truth about those
contracts and hide it from the public.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham)Order! The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is in
danger of breaching standing order 108.

Mr THWA1TES - Both sides of the house are
engaging in a broad debate. When government
members have criticised members on this side of the
house, the Speaker, the Deputy Speaker and the Acting
Speakers have not sought to intervene. I hope the same
rules will now apply when the opposition is criticised.
The climate of conuption and cronyism that was
evident in the ambulance service is now touching the
minister's office and - -

Mr Honeywood - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member is directly flouting the
ruling you have just given. He said conuption is now
touching the minister's office. If that is not an
implication under standing order 108 about the
minister's involvement, I do not know what is.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham)Order! I will not uphold the point of order, but I ask the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition to take care.

Mr THWA1TES - I shall take care. Standing
order 108 relates to members of this house. The
minister's chief of staff, Mr John Kerr, deliberately
covered up the existence of documents, and he has
acted in a manner that means he could be subject to
criminal charges. The govemment does not like
information such as that coming out, which is why
government members are attempting to gag me and
prevent the release under freedom of information of
documents that relate to these matters. Eventually the
truth will out and those who are responsible will be held
accountable.
Despite the government's talk of social advances, we
see no action. If there is to be any action, we want to
see it this year. We do not want the government to wait
until shortly before the next election to claim once
again that it will remedy the crises it has caused in
education and health. There must be a fundamental shift
in policy so that resources are put back into our
hospitals and our ambulance service and the folly of
privatisation, which has led to lower standards of
service and higher costs for taxpayers, comes to an end.

Mr JENKINS (BaHarat West) - I congratulate the
Governor, Sir James Gobbo, on his appointment. I am
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sure he and his wife will serve the community well.
Sir James is well respected by people on all sides of
politics throughout the state, and I am sure he will carry
out his duties in a manner that is satisfactory to the
community. I also congratulate the former Governor
and Mrs McGarvie on serving Victoria well, and I wish
them all the best in the future.
The Governor's speech refers to the government's
future policy directions. That is pleasant news. The pain
we have experienced over the past five years should
rapidly start to disappear, and over the next few years
we will begin to see the benefits of the further
development of the state.
The contents of the Governor's speech are mirrored in
my electorate. Over the past five years Victoria has
been rebuilt. When I was campaigning for the 1992
election, Victoria had a huge debt of$30.6 billion. To a
lot of people that is only a figure, but it was a huge
amount of money. In 1998 the debt has fallen to
$11.3 billion, which has helped Victoria's credit rating.
Victoria is now respected in fmancial markets both here
and overseas, and I hope it regains its AAA credit
rating in the near future.
The creation of jobs has been one of the government's
achievements over the past five years. Many changes
have taken place in our schools, and great progress has
been made in education in general. Schools of the
Future is an excellent program. Schools throughout the
state are now being properly maintained after the
neglect of the Cain-Kimer years, which left a huge
maintenance black hole.
Health is another area that has received much attention.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition made some
outlandish claims. I am not certain that he knows what
is taking place, because new hospitals have been built
throughout the state. Hospitals now have modern
equipment, and improvements are being made to the
local hospital network. I have two great hospitals in my
electorate, the BaHarat Base Hospital and St John of
God's Hospital. Aged care has improved, as has
palliative care for those in their senior years.
I now refer to the Turning the Tide program and the
drug problem. An article in today's Ballarat Courier
reports on the heroin problem. It says that local
ambulance officers are being trained in the use of
modem treatments for heroin overdoses. The Turning
the Tide program is a great boost for people with drug
problems.
I now turn to information technology. Under the
direction of the Treasurer, who is also the Minister for
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Multimedia, great strides have been made in
information technology throughout the state, especially
in Ballarat.
I was pleased to see our road toll drop dramatically last
year. We all remember 'Declare war on 1034', the road
safety campaign run by the former Herald newspaper
following the death of 1034 people on Victorian's roads
in 1970. When we picked up our newspapers in those
days we often read that 10 or 15 people had been killed
on the roads that week. The great efforts made by the
community and the police have resulted in a huge drop
in the number of people killed on our roads. We can
only hope the road toll will continue to fall each year.
There have also been significant improvements in the
approach to law and order. As was stated earlier today,
the crime rate is down throughout the state. The
government recently introduced a $1.2 billion water
reform program, which will revitalise many regional
and rural areas. Some $50 million of that is being spent
in the Ballarat area
As the Governor's speech shows, the government has a
great record of achievement over the past five years. It
has shown strong leadership, it has clear policy
directions, and it offers hope for the future.
I will talk later about the opposition, including its
current actions and what I see it doing in the future. It
has no record of achievement, no leadership and no
direction, and it offers no hope for the future.
I now turn to the City of Ballarat and its environs.
Ballarat is known as the heart of the Garden State, and
we are proud of that reputation.

Mr Hamilton inteIjected.

Mr JENKlNS - It is the heart of the Garden State.
Just come to the beautiful Begonia Festival! An article
about Ballarat in the Herald Sun of 10 November 1991,
under the heading 'One in five are idle in nation's dole',
sadly refers to an article published in the Ballarat
Courier and states in part:
Music teacher Simon Pedder was one of 80 teachers who
qualified at Ballarat University College on Friday, only to
learn that their job chances were nil.
The same day the local paper revealed that Ballarat
unemployment was up to 22.6 per cent, making Australia's
biggest inland city the unemployment capital of AustraJia

I am pleased to report that since the Kennett
government came to power in 1992 unemployment has
dropped from 22.6 per cent to 8.5 per cent, which is a
huge drop, and is continuing to fall. The local
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community has made a massive effort to ensure all its
citizens have jobs, especially the young people. People
who are out of work are responding to the employment
programs that have been established. Many of those
programs have an 80 per cent success rate in getting
people into jobs, which is encouraging to see.
Just recently another industry began employing
handicapped people. It is fantastic to see young people
with afflictions happily working packing Mars bars and
flour products from the local flour mills. They are doing
well in their new environments. No longer is Ballarat
the unemployment capital of Victoria or Australia.
Instead, Ballarat is flring on all cylinders.
A number of new factories are being built. The
Japanese company Hakubaku is building a new noodle
factory, which the Premier will open during March. I
congratulate the managers and directors of Hakubaku
on selecting Ballarat. The noodle factory will be the
most modern of its type in the world, with special
equipment to produce noodles more efficiently than in
the past. We look forward to its opening: it will be a
proud day.
Last year I had the opportunity to visit the company's
headquarters in Japan. I discovered the managers were
watching closely to see how the plant was being put
together and so forth. From recent discussions I
understand things are going very well. There was one
blip when an over-enthusiastic union official decided to
throw his weight around, but I thank the local Trades
Hall Council secretary, Graham Shearer, for
intervening to ensure the smooth introduction to
Ballarat of the Hakubaku food company.
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The Minister for Roads and Ports in another place
recently announced the establishment in Ballarat of the
Vicroads call centre, which will create 15 jobs. The
special 40-plus program has been designed to create
jobs for people over 40. Just recently I had pleasure in
launching the Ballarat program at Peter Amor Motors,
where Peter employed a senior gentleman of 63 years
of age. Peter has found him to be a dedicated employee
who is performing his tasks well. I congratulate
Mr Amor on showing what can be done for our
unemployed who are over 40.
I now refer to building permits. Under the heading
'Local builders going strong', the Ballarat Courier
recently published an article saying that the building
industry is generating a fair bit of work. The article
says:
Figures released by the City of Ballarat yesterday show
Ballarat's builders were going 'hammer and tongs' last
year ... the council's strategic planning department issued
347 building applications for new single dwellings in 1997, a
28 per cent increase on 1996.

The areas where much of the building has taken place
are in my electorate:
Alfredton remained the most popular wnan area for detached
homes;
Sebastopol had sustained growth;
Delacombe, Mount Helen and Wendouree continued to have
moderate growth; and
The outer wnan development of lnvennay Park and
Buninyong were also popular areas for building ...
Sebastopol m particular has seen a lot of development in this

area, with older residents taking up the townhouse option

Another company I will pat on the back is Rivers
Shoes. Last week we saw the humorous reaction of
members of the opposition to a question on the textile,
clothing and footwear industry asked by the honourable
member for Prahran. Rivers works from a
well-established factory in Sebastopol, a suburb I know
well. It has moved forward with the times and has
recently taken over the former Paddle company.
Honourable members will recall the company's ads on
television.
As I said, Rivers has a factory and office in Sebastopol,
and it has another office in Albury. It is selling shoes by
the bus load. People travel to the factory outlet to
purchase modern, up-to-date footwear and clothing. I
give Rivers a great big pat on the back for what it has
done for employment in the region. It is continuing to
expand throughout Victoria and Australia. I have also
heard from my colleague that the company is about to
expand into his electorate.

offered on the Rosebank Estate.

I do not mind saying that we have gone through some
difficult times in Ballarat. However, at last we are on
the move and Ballarat is going places. Retailing and
tourism are doing well, and more jobs are available for
job seekers. Sovereign Hill and many of the other
tourist activities are expanding all the time.
Many activities are taking place in the local schools. It
is great that millions of dollars have been spent on the
upgrading and maintenance of schools in Ballarat East
and Ballarat West. In 1992 the principal of one of the
schools that is special to me was seeking funds to
enable him to place putty around the school's window
frames. Children were at risk of being hurt because
there was no putty in the frames and the glass was
falling out.
I was stunned at the lack of maintenance. Funds were
arranged. The school facade has since been restored and
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now shines. Certainly no glass is falling out of the
windows. The global budget system works very well.
School principals and councils are very pleased with
that new operation, as are the parents and students. The
system is working well and school communities can
manage their own schools in their own way.
The education union has been active in Ballarat,
especially today - it is running rolling strikes
throughout Victoria, and today is Ballarat's day. On the
official count 36 per cent of teachers in the region
decided to go out on strike today. This morning
teachers held a protest at the electoral office of my
colleague the honourable member for Ballarat East.
Although 36 per cent of teachers in Ballarat were out
on strike only 25 people turned up at the protest. The
rest must have wagged school for the day. It was a
lovely, sunny day in Ballarat. I could not believe that
although they wagged school they did not go to the
protest to make noise. I am sure the parents of the
students who attend those schools will be disappointed
that the teachers wagged school yet they did not attend
the protest and parade in front ofMr Traynor's office.

Last Thursday the shadow minister for education and
training made some dramatic claims about class sizes.
He said:
Redan Primary School has classes of up to 35 students, and
Ballarat North ... classes of more than 30 students.

I rang the principals of two schools in my electorate to
get the story. I asked the principal of Ballarat North
Primary School whether he was aware that his school
was mentioned in Parliament the previous night. He
said no. I told him it concerned class sizes and
described the claim of the shadow minister. The
principal said, 'Well, that is interesting, isn't it?', and
took the trouble to fax me figures on the numbers of
students in particular classes: prep class, 25;
prep-! class, 24; 1-2 class, 26; in another 1-2 class, 24;
2-3 class, 24; 3-4 class, 24; in another 3-4 class, 23;
5-6 class, 30; and in another 5-6 class, 32. The shadow
minister was not far wrong. However, the crunch line
is that the teacher in each 5 -6 class is provided with
additional support - there is more than one teacher in
the class at a time. When we challenged the shadow
minister to provide facts, he was again found to be
putting up a furphy.
Redan Primary School, no. 1289, is a great school
because it educated me. A recent big story about
contamination at the school was a flop - it concerned
a wee corner of the garden. Redan has one class with an
average number of students of between 11 and 20, three
classes have between 21 and 25 students, and four
classes have between 26 and 30 students. Redan has no
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classes with more than 30 students. The claim of the
shadow minister was another furphy.
I took the trouble to ring Black Hill Primary School. I
thought I should check with the school because it is
pretty switched on and at times is a bit vocal about
union activity, which is fair enough. The school has
seven classes that have between 21 and 25 students and
eight classes that have 26 to 30 students. There are no
classes with more than 30 students. Claims made in
Parliament on educational matters such as class sizes
are often incorrect. I am only too pleased to inform the
house that all schools in my electorate are very well
run. The principals and councils of those schools are
acting in a responsible way and providing children with
good educations.
I turn to health and psychiatric services. Ballarat has a
large number of psychiatric patients and the figures for
expenditure on psychiatric services are of interest. At
the local base hospital a magnificent and up-to-date
complex for psychiatric services has recently replaced
the former Lakeside Hospital for very seriously ill
patients at a cost of $5 million. It is a great
improvement for both patients and staff, and the
Lakeside complex has been decommissioned.
I turn to aged care. I mentioned earlier that Ballarat has
a large aged population and a great complex for the
aged known as the Queen Elizabeth Centre. Demands
for facilities to care for the elderly are increasing. In
response the centre has expanded its activities away
from Ascot Street to satellite complexes around the
Ballarat area and a major redevelopment is taking place
on the Ascot Street site. Last Sunday I attended the
formal removal of the first brick as part of the
demolition of the old Queen Elizabeth building. The
60-year-old buildings will be demolished over some
time and a modern, state-of-the-art complex will be
built on that site at a cost of$30 million.
The Queen Elizabeth Centre is well known for its
training program. People are coming from overseas,
especially Japan, to attend training programs and learn
how to look after elderly people. I congratulate the
centre and support what it is doing. The amalgamation
of the base hospital and the Queen Elizabeth Centre has
resulted in a great health service in Ballarat. It is
working well and expanding rapidly.
I refer also to the Ballarat health services combined
senior citizens centre, Cooinda, which was opened
recently in Leannonth Road in my electorate. The
Wendouree Senior Citizens Club contributed $100 000
of its hard-earned money towards that magnificent new
centre. If honourable members wish to see a great
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centre in action they should visit Cooinda. I briefly
mention the public transport upgrade of the BaHarat
railway station, which was first opened in 1862.

Mr Hamilton interjected.

Mr JENKINS - The fonner parcels office - I am
sure the honourable member for Morwell has been
there - had an old tin counter. That dilapidated little
office, which was stuck up in the corner at the top of a
rough wooden staircase, was the home of the parcel
service for more than a century. You will be pleased to
know, Mr Acting Speaker, that the building has been
stripped out and restored to its former glory. It is now
the main reception and ticketing area for passengers at
the Ballarat railway station.
The way the service has been presented is a credit to
the minister, the PTC and the community. We are now
waiting for an all-weather canopy for the buses. We
have a bit of a problem with Ballarat weather in the
winter. A large canopy will cover the buses so that
passengers who travel from all parts of Victoria
through the gateway of Ballarat will do so under cover.
They will be able to have refreshments - a cup of
coffee, a meal or whatever they want - in that
magnificent new centre before catching trains to
Melbourne or wherever else they are going. It is a great
advance, and I am sure anyone travelling by train to
Ballarat will enjoy the trip and the facilities when they
arrive.

Mr Hamilton - Did they fix up the footbridge?

Mr JENKINS - Yes, the footbridge is going well.
The Melton bridge is going well now, too. I briefly
mention the $30 million police station under
construction at the corner ofDana and Albert streets.
The pile-drivers are driving through the mud into the
silt and the old mining shaft. They are moving to get the
new police station up at last.

Mr Hamilton - Whereabouts?
Mr JENKINS - It is at the corner ofDana and
Albert streets, at the bottom of the Dana Street hill. I
mention public housing because the government has
had a fair bit of stick from the honourable member for
Altona, who seems to think she knows all about public
housing in Ballarat. She spoke about houses being sold
off and not being replaced. I am pleased to report to the
house that yesterday morning I launched a $2.4 million
expansion of public housing in the Wendouree West
area of Ballarat, a housing commission area developed
in the 1950s which is extremely run down and in need
of considerable attention. The area was abandoned by
the previous Labor government. It rarely painted the
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houses let alone maintained them. The magnificent new
complex, which will provide 14 two-bedroom units for
families and 17 one-bedroom and 3 two-bedroom units
for the elderly. That will be a real boost to the suburb. It
will provide much more comfort for users of public
housing. I thank the Minister for Housing for her
generosity.

An opposition member inteIjected.

Mr JENKINS - There's a lot more happening up
there than that! In conclusion I refer briefly to the
preselection of candidates. The Labor Party has been
swamped with candidates from Ballarat. Two
candidates are going for the seat of Ballarat West, and
both have stood against me. The one for BaHarat East is
a classic. It was mentioned on the television news the
other night. I refer to the WIN TV transcript of a news
item of 13 February. The newsreader stated:
The worst-kept secret in Ballarat Labor Party circles was
finally confinned today: Cr Geoff Howard nominating for
preselection for the marginal seat of Ballarat East. Cr Howard
is virtually assured of prese\ection and favoured by political
experts to win the seat.

I have news for him!
But in a ... confusing twist ... if Howard is voted mayor at the
upcoming election, he'll dump his political aspirations for the
ALP in favour of mayoral robes.

The reporter then said:
Geoff Howard was today again hedging his bets, standing for
ALP preselection, but also leaving open the prospect of
running for the mayoral position, indicating should a
councillor with conservative views consider the job, he would
stand against them.

Talk about a two-bob-each-way bet! I could not
believe it. It just shows how scared he is to stand
against our member for Ballarat East, who I can assure
honourable members will be back in that seat next
time. Mr Howard may get on the council ifhe is lucky.

In conclusion, the Kennett government is moving
forward, BaHarat is moving forward and my electorate
is moving forward. My aim is to continue to serve my
electorate well into the future.

Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) - I echo the
comments of my colleagues about the fme job being
done by Sir James and Lady Gobbo following on from
the fme work of Mr and Mrs McGarvie. A number of
members have spoken about the work Sir James has
done with ethnic communities in Victoria. His fme
contributions to the arts community should also be
mentioned. He has demonstrated enthusiasm and made
a valuable contribution in a wide range of the arts.
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Having him as governor will strengthen the arts in
Victoria
I refer to the Premier's comment about the
social-advantage test. It is appropriate that I should
speak shortly after the shadow Minister for Health. I
refer to the considerable concern of Essendon residents
about the government's decision last week to wash its
hands of public health services with the closure of the
Essendon Hospital. Residents are angry and distressed
that the North Western Health Network has done a
Pontius Pilate on Essendon Hospital. With the support
of the Minister for Health, the network said, 'We are
withdrawing from Essendon. We will see if the
government wants to provide any further health
services for Essendon '. Because it is a subject on
which the residents of Essendon and surrounding
districts have very deep and sincere feelings anyone
who knows anything about the Essendon community
will realise that that will not raise the stocks of the
Liberal Party. To understand how important this issue
is to the residents of Essendon it is necessary to
appreciate a little of the hospital's history and the
contribution towards its establishment and continuation
by a whole range of community organisations.
The move for a public hospital in Essendon started last
century. However, it was only during the 1916
influenza epidemic when the Essendon High School
was converted into a hospital to meet the huge demand
that Essendon residents started to campaign for public
health services. After the Second World War the then
mayor of Essendon, Cr Tait, chaired a meeting, the
minutes of which, although sad, reveal the commitment
of residents to their area. Cr Tait and his wife opened
the meeting in February 1945, but left shortly
afterwards. It was left to the town clerk to inform the
many residents who attended the public meeting that
the mayor and his wife had left because they had found
out only that morning that their son had been reported
missing while flying on a wartime operation. Because
the Second World War had only just ended the
Essendon Hospital was established in memory of those
who fought and died. The commitment of the large
community and the distress caused by the Second
World War provided the impetus for the public
campaign for funds to build the hospital. A leaflet
advertising a fete in Queen's Park in February 1952 to
raise funds for the hospital expresses how strongly the
residents of Essendon felt about their hospital:
There could be no finer memorial for our gallant fallen.
Essendon could offer no finer tribute to her dead, and the
dead of the nation, than a hospital. This district hospital, a
memorial commemorating the heroism and self-sacrifice of
the fallen, will be no idle stone pile but a living, vital, house
of mercy.
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How sad those words are when one considers the
government's decision not to continue supporting
public hospital services for Essendon residents. The
campaign for the establishment of the hospital was
long and the first ward was a maternity ward which
opened in 1964. It is sad for the residents in the area I
represent and others in the north-western suburbs that
one of the first acts of the Kennett government, in
which Essendon was represented by a Liberal member,
was to close that unit in April 1993. It is a great shame
that the government that had just won the seat took so
little notice of the strong concerns of residents for this
facility.
I frequently meet people who tell me that their children
or their grandchildren were born there. I have never
heard anyone make a comment about the activities of
those who work in the maternity ward suggesting that
the ward was not of the highest order. It had the highest
live birth rate of any hospital in Victoria, so one might
question the logic of any government that would close
it. It obviously had nothing to do with the performance
of Essendon hospital but perhaps was related to some of
the cost-saving measures which have wrecked the
health services in Victoria and about which we have all
heard a lot over the past few years.
Following the establishment of the maternity section of
the hospital in 1964 the general hospital began
operating. Rupert Hamer turned the first sod for the
hospital in the 1970s and after that a number of further
services were offered at the hospital.

On a number of occasions during the time of the Labor
government it was suggested that perhaps the hospital
should be reviewed but the then Labor government
refused to close the hospital and gave the commitment
that the hospital would be kept open for the residents of
Essendon and the north-western suburbs. Indeed, when
the Labor government was in power members of the
Liberal Party in this place spoke at length about the
benefits of Essendon hospital and why it should be kept
open - a view they forgot very quickly once they were
elected to office in 1992.
In December 1995 people at the western network, as it
was then, said they would look at closing the hospital in
three or four years with the development of Sunshine,
Broadmeadows and Werribee. Their reason was that it
was not a community hospital at all because only 18 per
cent ofbeds were occupied by people who lived in the
area. One reason given for that was that the government
did not fund any more beds and therefore the range of
services available at Essendon Hospital was limited. It
was nonsense to suggest that was a reasonable approach
to the rationalisation of hospitals. Another reason given

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Tuesday, 24 February 1998

ASSEMBLY

to residents in the area was that it was necessary to have
health services in further developing areas like
Sunshine, Broadmeadows and Werribee. The residents
of Essendon totally support that aim. The government
said it was necessary to close this hospital because
health services should be close to the people who need
to use them. Once again, we all agree with that. If it is
logical to say that we must have hospitals in the
outlying areas so that the services are accessible to
residents, I would have thought the logical conclusion
was that Essendon residents would also deserve access
to services in their local area. The government has
never been able to provide a satisfactory explanation to
the many residents of Essendon for closing their
hospital.
The honourable member for Mitcham asks, by
interjection, who was the minister. The fonner Minister
for Health is sitting in this house at the moment but
luckily for her she does not have to respond to health
matters any more!
The government has never given any reasonable or
rational explanation of why the hospital should be
closed. Despite many recommendations being made to
it, government members play the game of saying it is
not their responsibility but that of the people at the
network. They say that the government has put this in
place and will take the advice of the network. When the
future of Essendon is discussed with people at the
network they advance the convenient argument that it is
not their responsibility; it is a political decision and they
should not be blamed for it. This leaves the residents of
Essendon in a very awkward position.
Immediately following the government's stated
intention that it may close the hospital in three or four
years a committee was formed called the Essendon
Hospital Futures Committee. It was set up following a
very large public meeting in the Moonee Ponds Town
Hall which was chaired by a former local government
commissioner. The committee comprises members of
both political parties and many community groups,
including the RSL which is particularly concerned
about health access for its members. That group thought
it was working with the health group network to fmd
some reasonable outcome for public health services in
Essendon.
In the past two years, a number of meetings have been
held with the networks, including a recent meeting with
the newly formed north-western network and its chief
executive officer. We have been led to believe that the
government and the network were interested in
retaining public health services in Essendon. We were
led to believe also that they were looking at
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accommodation where some of the site, perhaps the old
maternity section, would be used for day-care patients.
One can imagine the reaction when, about two weeks
after the meeting with the chief executive officer of the
north-western network, out of the blue we were told
that the staff at Essendon hospital were being briefed
and told that after November they will no longer have
jobs. People at the health network are not prepared to
tell us the reason for this. It happened in the week when
the Premier was telling us that the government is now
warm and cuddly and will be looking after the health
and education interests of the people of Victoria. The
residents of Essendon and the north-western area would
be well within their rights to think that the words of the
government are totally empty and dishonest. If the
government is sincere about putting more money into
the health network here is an excellent opportunity for it
to provide public health services for the residents I
represent. The proposal shows a total lack of
understanding of the sorts of health services that
Essendon hospital provides.
I was somewhat surprised to hear the Minister for
Health in another place tell a deputation that Essendon
is an old hospital- it has been there for 20 years and it would be much better for the residents of
Essendon to go to Sunshine or Broadmeadows because
their technology is more recent. That is true, but most
of the patients who attend Essendon hospital do not
require the most recent technology; they require an
accessible health service that meets their needs, many
of which are maintenance needs. Each year Essendon
has 14 000 day hospital visits - which is a lot for any
hospital - and those people will shortly lose that
facility.
The people at the health network have told us that they
are closing Essendon hospital because they are losing
$250000 per year. I do not know how a hospital loses
money. I was not aware that hospitals were business
enterprises. I thought they were state-run institutions
that look after the public health and health of the
residents of Victoria. I cannot understand how they can
be losing money - unless they have appalling financial
practices. What they mean is that a hospital costs a lot
of money to run per patient and that is so at Essendon
because the government will not allow patients to go
there. It is hardly the fault of the residents of Essen don
or the people of Victoria if the state government refuses
to provide enough money to run the hospital properly.
The people who will be disadvantaged by this decision
are, of course, those with the least political clout in
Victoria and those who have the least number of friends
among those of the Premier. I am referring to the
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elderly and infirm. Many of the visits at Essendon
hospital are by people from the Essendon, Brunswick
and Coburg areas or people who can easily use the
Broadmeadows railway line or the Sunbury bus line.
They frequently go to Moonee Ponds for doctors'
appointments and other medical treatment and they find
Essendon hospital easily accessible. They are very
concerned that they will be asked to go to Sunshine or
Werribee on a regular basis.
Essendon hospital has a renal dialysis unit. Everyone
knows that people who require dialysis treatment have
to attend for three hours a day, three times a week. Is it
reasonable to suggest that infirm people should have to
go to Sunshine three times a week for such treatment?
Do members of this government believe that is a good
health service for residents? If so, I can only assume
they have never suffered from any serious illness that
necessitates making frequent visits to hospital.
Some ofthe other services available at Essendon are
rehabilitation treatment, occupational therapy,
physiotherapy and speech therapy. Once again, they are
ongoing maintenance requirements in the health
network. People who need such treatment do not need
access to sophisticated equipment; they need a service
they can get to with the necessary staff to assist them.
Another important facility of Essendon hospital is the
hydrotherapy pool because there are not many
hydrotherapy pools in Victorian hospitals. They are
used extensively not only for rehabilitation but also by
many people who suffer from arthritis. The health
network for the north-west happily tells us that patients
in new hospitals will receive treatment as good as they
get at Essendon now, but it refuses to give a guarantee
that it will provide another hydrotherapy pool. There
are no plans for hydrotherapy pools in the new
hospitals. How can the government justify its claim
when it will not provide the same sort of support as
arthritis sufferers get now?
The breast screening system at Essendon sees 24 000
women per annum free of charge. Essendon hospital is
the only hospital in the state where women can have a
breast screening, have tissue sampled and be operated
on on the same day at the same location, yet it is to be
abolished. The government has no concern at all for
public health and I am not sure what it thinks its health
policy is all about.
It is the same situation with education. The government
is proud of running the most efficient education service
in Australia because it spends less on education than
other states. That is nonsense. It is not efficient and
simply means not enough is spent on education
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services. To boast about spending $10 per head less on
every pupil than is spent in New South Wales is
meaningless. It means that students in New South
Wales are getting a $10 per day better education.
The main factor the government should be aware of in
relation to Essendon hospital is that many people in my
electorate who are Liberal Party members are distressed
about the move and have written to the minister. The
government does not understand the importance of the
hospital in the community or the sense of community
that is created by smaller hospitals.
The government's desire to run the cheapest services
possible to provide the cheapest level of government
has resulted in the amalgamation of councils and many
other changes that have left people feeling
disenfranchised in their communities. People were
comfortable in the shire offices they knew. They had
understandings with their local banks and schools.
Amalgamations of hospitals in communities such as
Essendon and in rural areas result in a loss of
community feeling and the loss of the networks of
support and concern people have for each other important elements in sustaining strong networks in
supportive communities. There is a cost associated with
providing good health services for residents. There
should be no embarrassment in allowing the
community to understand that if it wants good health
services, it has to pay for it.
People all over the state would be pleased to see the
government spending more on health and education and
considerably less on the many illustrated pamphlets
from the Premier that appear in their letterboxes, and
which they consider a total waste of money. In question
time today we heard of more useless information being
provided to students who are starting school, yet the
government has sacked 8000 teachers. To suggest that
the government is producing a better health system and
providing better education because it is providing them
cheaper is absolute nonsense. The real concern is not
what the government is doing in the short term but what
effects it is creating in the long term for families and
future governments.
The issue of accessibility of hospital services is crucial.
Some elderly residents in my electorate will not go to
Sunshine and Werribee for maintenance services that
are essential if they are to stay in their homes and live
as normal a lifestyle as possible. It will all become too
much for them, they will neglect some of their
maintenance visits, their health will deteriorate and in
the long run it will cost the community more. It will
cost the people involved more because they will lose
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the ability to function in the community and lose their
place in the Victorian social structure.
Essendon hospital has provided the sort of service
residents feel comfortable with. They have been able to
go to that smaller hospital knowing they will not have
to sit there all day waiting for attention, will recognise
the staff they are dealing with and will know the staff
have real concerns for their future health.
Last year I spent a lot of time at Essendon hospital
visiting a close relation. The high regard in which the
hospital is held by both patients and staff was
overwhelming, and the great sense of loss among
Essendon residents at its going will remain for a long
time. The Minister for Health in another place must
decide whether he is prepared to provide public health
services in Essendon. There is still an opportunity to
continue those sorts of services, even if the full hospital
services envisaged by the fundraisers in the 1940s
cannot continue.
The retention of some accessible public health service
would be received by the community as a measure of
concern and compassion by the government for its
plight. It will be a sad reflection on the government's
concern for the community if it refuses to consider the
health concerns of the residents. It will show that the
Premier's comments on Tuesday were nothing but
empty rhetoric. As a result of some of the polling done
in the Mitcham electorate, I know that health was one
of the many issues discussed at length. Opinion polling
done by both parties showed that it is a real concern,
and Essendon hospital is an opportunity for the
government to put its money where its mouth is.
I turn to education, and secondary schools in the
Essendon electorate in particular. It is of concern that
because of the rationalisation of schools Victoria is
facing a critical situation on access to secondary
schools in the Essendon area. In my electorate,
Strathmore Secondary College has an extremely long
waiting list, Essendon-Keilor College has classes of
28 - significantly more than the honourable member
for Ballarat East could fmd in the lower grades of
primary schools - and Buckley Park is just across the
border.
The location of the junior campuses of Essendon-Keilor
College in Niddrie and East Keilor makes it very
difficult for students, particularly in the Moonee Valley
and Ascot Vale areas, to fmd secondary schools that are
easily accessible to them and has led to extensive
waiting lists at Strathmore and Buckley Park.
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It is of major concern that as a result of a number of
students not getting into Strathmore Secondary College
this year and a parent referring a case to the
Ombudsman. The Ombudsman has held that sibling
rights no longer exist and that the first criteria for
selection is locality. In some families that will cause a
great deal of fmancial hardship. Families can encounter
great hardship trying to meet their children at various
schools and organising functions. It is even more
difficult for families with children spread throughout
primary and secondary schools.
If one child is already in secondary college and a next
child is to follow shortly, having the opportunity to go
to the same school would make the child part of that
school's network. The Ombudsman's decision means
there is no guarantee that children from the same family
can attend the same school. Huge savings in uniforms
and books are achieved when children of different ages
and the same sex attend the same school. School
outfitting costs and voluntary fees are significant
expenses. Overcrowding has forced the Ombudsman to
make a decision that will in the future cause a great deal
of hardship for residents in my electorate.
I turn to deal with what I will call compulsory voluntary
fees. In the Age during January the Minister for
Education was quoted as saying that people cannot be
forced to pay fees as part of their voluntary
contributions. Only yesterday I received a
representation from a constituent who wished to attend
the Victorian School of Languages, which is a
Department of Education School of the Future. He has
complained to the Department of Education but it has
refused to take any action.
Part of the enrolment form for the school includes a
Commonwealth Bank pay-in section for $40. The form
informs parents that they have to complete all these
procedures before children can enrol. Parents who are
aware of the voluntary nature of fees might omit the
little form at the bottom, but the school of languages
deals mainly with parents whose first language is not
English. Ifmy knowledge of English were limited and I
received such a form I would assume that I had to pay
that $40.
Most of those parents are already paying voluntary fees
for their normal weekday schools, and to suggest they
should fork out another $40 in this way means that
children will miss out.
We pride ourselves on being a multicultural society and
encouraging people from other countries to retain their
cultures, but the government refuses to ensure that
students from ethnic backgrounds have the opportunity
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to retain their language skills; it does so by refusing to
make it clear that •voluntary , fees are not in fact
compulsory.
I would like the Minister for Education to investigate
that matter further to ensure that all students have
access to whatever subjects are appropriate for their
learning. That is one area where there is a great deal of
unfairness.
The other area of particular interest to my school is that
of special education. The most discriminatory
legislation ever to be passed in this house was passed
last year, and I am glad to say that the Labor Party
opposed it. The legislation prevents disabled students
from continuing at school past the age of 18 years
unless they enrol for VCE. That is outrageous
discrimination and I am surprised that members of the
government passed the legislation without any apparent
qualms. To suggest that because a person is
disadvantaged he or she cannot remain at school for as
long as any other student seems to me extraordinary.
I might add that because of legal action they took prior
to this legislation, the students at Berendale special
school can still attend school. Not only is there
discrimination between special schools and ordinary
state schools; there is also discrimination between
Berendale school and schools for disabled people. That
is a severe restriction on people's rights and freedoms. I
understand that further action will be taken through the
Equal Opportunity Commission in relation to this
matter.
I have received many representations from parents of
students at Ascot Vale school who are greatly
concerned about what is going to happen to their
children because of this government's harsh and
uncaring attitude. The government says schools are not
appropriate places for students aged over 18 and that
they should go to other institutions provided by the
Department of Human Services, but nowhere are
parents or schools allowed to examine the actual
requirements for each student. Certainly the schools
and the teachers are in a better position to understand
the needs of students than administrative officers of the
Department of Human Services.
Once again, it seems odd that the government is
compelling people to do things they do not want to do
when there has been a perfectly good system in place
that has already served Victorian students.
Overall, there is not much to look forward to from this
government. Its policies towards health and education
have provided a great deal of stress and concern for
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many people in this state. Now that it says it has
changed its spots and is re-creating itself there are
obviously many areas where Victorians would like to
see improvements. I have outlined some that are of
particular concern to my community.
Once again, there is community concern about the
nature of funding in the arts - the difficulty of finding
out who makes decisions about funding and who gets
community support funding in the arts area: that
information is treated with the greatest secrecy. The
government is unwilling to provide any information on
funding guidelines, and the only way we have been able
to obtain information is by seeking it through the
Freedom of Information Act and then appealing when
we have been knocked back.
There are many areas where the government should be
more open in its funding decisions. The fact that the
Premier has taken direct control over funding so that
peer group assessment has been replaced by assessment
by departmental officers is of great concern in the
Victorian arts community, as is the fact that the nature
of the funding makes many people in the arts
community feel constrained in the sort of work they do,
knowing that if they do anything the Premier does not
like they will be told they are not performing and their
chances of getting funding in the future will be severely
diminished.
That is not the way to produce a healthy arts
community. It is not the way the arts community in
Victoria has been treated in the past by previous Liberal
and Labor governments. Although the Premier has that
shining interest in the arts and is re-creating - in a very
strange way, some would say - the arts institutions,
his understanding of the arts industry seems to be rather
light on.
Speaking of institutions, I conclude by mentioning the
Exhibition Building. It is pleasing to note that the
National Trust has joined the Labor Party and arts
community groups in opposing the blade on the
museum and is even supporting World Heritage listing
for the Exhibition Building. The recommendation for
that listing cannot go ahead without state government
support, and this state government refuses to support it.
There is much ground for the government to make up
in the future if it wishes to regain the respect of the
Victorian people. There are many ways it can do this. It
will be up to the Premier and his ministers to show us in
the next few months whether they will continue using
the same old empty rhetoric or whether they have
concern about the welfare of the residents of Victoria.
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Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) - It is my great
pleasure to join other honourable members in making
my contribution to the address-in-reply to the speech
made by His Excellency the Governor, Sir James
Gobbo. What an excellent appointment Sir James has
been to the position of Governor of Victoria! He comes
to that important role having served the community
magnificently over a period of many years, and it is
wonderful to see that he will continue in that role for
some time to come.
Sir James enjoyed an illustrious reputation in the law
and was highly regarded in the years he spent on the
bench of the Supreme Court of Victoria. I am delighted
to see that Sir James and Lady Gobbo have taken on
the role that is so important to the people of Victoria.

I pay appropriate tribute to the immediate predecessor
to Sir James, the Honourable Richard McGarvie, for the
wonderful job he did in filling the role of Governor in
the five years in which it was his. I had various
occasions to be in his company and that of
Mrs McGarvie. They were both always extremely
courteous towards the people with whom they came in
contact, and they often visited my electorate during
their term of service. I take this opportunity to pay due
regard to them.
There are many other issues I want to address in the
course of this contribution. They are based around the
matters Sir James referred to in his speech and include
issues at large and matters of relevance to the people I
represent in the electorate of Gippsland South.
One of the main themes that comes through from the
address by Sir James and the currency of politics and
the way of life in this state and throughout Australia
today is that change is upon us and is part and parcel of
what we do in our everyday lives. The way we manage
change is relevant to all of us, but the practical fact is
that change is part of our way of life and we have to
learn to embrace it. It will be with us whether we like it
or not, and the real question is how we go about its
management.
That is central to the way the Victorian government has
gone about discharging its responsibilities since it was
elected in 1992. It has tried to take us from the position
in which we then were, languishing at the bottom of
Australia's states' and territories' fortunes, to where we
now are at the top. It has tried to give a vision for the
state to its people and to set a framework within which
that vision can be delivered. All of that has been built
around the concept of change in its various ways.
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In the opening of his speech Sir James Gobbo referred
to the trading position of the state, as he termed it. It is
relevant to reflect on that briefly. In 1982 Victoria was
in debt to the extent of $30.6 billion. Probably more
importantly, that money represented 30 per cent of the
gross state product of Victoria. Now the debt has been
reduced to an amount of$I1.3 billion but very
importantly that figure is only - when I say 'only' I
use the term in the colloquial sense - 8.6 per cent of
gross state product. Therein lies a huge distinction. The
reduction of debt liability and the extent to which our
productive capacity is reliant upon servicing that
liability are a tribute to the people of Victoria and the
government. We hope Victoria's AAA rating will come
back sooner than later, although matters in Asia seem to
have delayed things for some time. However, in
practical terms it would seem that Victorians will be
able to regain that rating within the next 12 months to
two years. That will be another tribute to the people of
Victoria. It then sets a basis for the appropriate
management of the state's affairs over the next 10, 20
or 30 years.

It is a terrible shame that the $19 billion that has been
used to reduce the debt has had to be used for that
purpose. It would have been an even greater thing for
Victoria if that money had been available to devote to
service provision as opposed to paying off the debts our
predecessors accumulated. However, what had to be
done has been done and the government is in a strong
position to deliver the sort of government that the
people of this state are looking to us for.
I shall discuss some of the policy areas to which the
Governor referred in his speech. Victorians should take
pride in the state of policing in Victoria. The annual
number of road deaths is now down to 377. Of course,
that means 377 poor souls have lost their lives and it is
377 too many, but one need only reflect on the 1970s,
when the campaign to get the annual road toll under
1000 was in full swing - I think it started in concert
with the Sun newspaper, as it then was - to appreciate
it is an extraordinary achievement. Much of it has to do
with the government's policy on policing, as given
effect by the police.
The general crime rate in Victoria is about 19 per cent,
under the Australian average, and it is a tribute to all
concerned. I pay appropriate tribute to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, who has done a
tremendous job in overseeing both those areas.
I also pay tribute to Senior Sergeant Brian Malone of
Foster. He is a great character and certainly a renowned
figure in the police force. I am happy to tell the house
that this great man was the Corner Inlet citizen of the
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year, and that was celebrated by the whole township of
Foster. In the years when I was working in the law,
Brian and I used to oppose each other at the bench in
the courts in South Gippsland. We had some great
dust-ups in those times, but it was always done in an
amicable, although fairly direct, fashion. We always
parted the best of friends. This man is renowned in the
South Gippsland region and is part of the heartbeat of
not only Foster but the area generally.
The government is now in a position to start offering
tax reductions, which are of considerable significance.
Over the past few years there have been
announcements of the expenditure of $1.3 billion in the
water industry, with $450 million of that going into
country Victoria. The South Gippsland Region Water
Authority will be the beneficiary of a total of
$16 million of that amount. That means some
$25 million of infrastructure projects can be developed
in the region over the next five years. The people of
South Gippsland who reside in the area served by the
authority will not only have much cleaner water that is
up to the appropriate World Health Organisation
standards but will receive other benefits. Not the least
of those is the development of the waste-water facility
in South Gippsland that can service the important
agricultural and processing industries in that part of the
state. The project will add a new dimension to
Victoria's ability to expand its processing industry in
the years to come.
Recently the government announced a $360 million
package over the next three years for the reduction of
power bills. In the past 12 months a $106 million
reduction in the excise for petrol and diesel has been
introduced. That is of crucial significance to country
motorists, who travel many more kilometres than
people in metropolitan regions. Payroll tax has been
reduced by $103 million, from 7 per cent to 6.25 per
cent. They are only part of a total of$2 billion or more
in tax reductions that have been provided since 1992.
With the strong base to which I have now referred in
place I am sure the situation will continue as Victorians
continue to draw the benefit of the base that has been
laid.
The Governor also referred to education. As I travel
through schools in my electorate I see the number of
projects that are now up and running, the extent to
which technology is installed in schools and the way
the teachers, parents and students have embraced the
necessity for technology as a fundamental component
of the education system. Some of those initiatives are
absolutely wonderful for the various communities
involved.
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I spoke before about the $4.5 million project at the Sale
college. More than $1 million has gone into the
Leongatha Primary School over the past two or three
years; $2.5 million is about to go into a project in
Mirboo North and a raft of other smaller grants have
been made to small rural schools.
It is often trotted out that the government is guilty of
nefarious conduct in closing schools. It would be about
three years since a parent has come to me expressing
concern about the way his or her child has been looked
after in any government school, wherever that might be.
It is my experience as I visit schools that with the
process that occurred three years ago now well and
truly concluded and with schools now knowing that if
their enrolments get to fewer than 12 students they can
continue in operation if their communities want them to
do so, those factors have brought enonnous stability to
country Victoria, and there is no better example of it
than in the electorate I represent. More is always
needed and I am pleased to note the ongoing projects,
which will achieve the required ends, but it is
marvellous to see those initiatives occurring.
The Governor also talked about job creation, which is a
pivotal issue in country Victoria. The government has
been instrumental in assisting job creation in my
electorate. Australian Leather Holdings established at
Rosedale. It is now a $14 million investment in what
was fonnerly a disused pineboard factory that had been
idle for eight years. Now, with an injection of some
$1 million of assistance from the government, it has
140 workers and is world class. Many other examples
around my electorate are indicative of the same thing.
The privatisation of the prison system has resulted in
the establishment of a new facility 10 kilometres west
of Sale that houses 600 prisoners. About 200 jobs have
been created directly through the operation of that
private prison. Enormous benefits also flow to the
general community because local suppliers of goods
and services are able to negotiate contracts with the
prison facility. Recently the head of the East Gippsland
College ofTAFE West Sale campus told me some
12 or 13 teachers are now employed full time to do
nothing but provide the support systems to the private
prison in accordance with the contract the operators
have to provide training, education and rehabilitation
for the prisoners.
There are many examples of cases where the
government has stepped up to the mark to assist that
sort of development. Another one is the contract let by
the RAAF for the development of flight screening and
flight training. The contract has been let across
Australia and one of two places now left in the race is
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Sale; Tamworth in New South Wales is the other. If
Sale is able to win the contract, it will mean an addition
of 130 or so highly skilled people to our immediate
environs and many associated flow-on benefits.
I am confident that if we win the contract, more
aeronautical enterprises will be established in the
region. Already substantial bases operate at West Sale
and at the RAAF base at East Sale. The location is ideal
for future development. I am proud to say the Victorian
government has stood at the shoulder of local
government, particularly the Shire of Wellington, and
the community generally to do what it can to win that
bid on behalf of the community and the state. That
contract would represent a healthy addition to what we
now do.

In his speech, Sir James commented on the health
portfolio. An article headed 'Waiting lists at record
low' in the Herald Sun of 18 February by Helen Carter
quoted Professor Brian Buxton of the Austin and
Repatriation Medical Centre. After saying that the
waiting lists at the Austin have been cut, the article
states:
The Alfred Hospital's waiting list is small and St Vincent's
nwnbers in the 30s. Both lists could be cleared in a month.

The professor is reported to have said:
It's the lowest we've ever had it.

He attributed the improvement and that outcome to the
government and the operation of health services in
Victoria. Proper regard should be paid for the
operation of our health system to the former minister,
the Minister for Conservation and Land Management,
and the current minister for the way in which they have
discharged their responsibilities.

In my electorate the health services at Yarram have
now entered the health streams structure so that funding
can be pooled. Those services are an outstanding
example of what can be achieved in a country
environment by a community that wants to have a go. I
hope the minister will formally open the health streams
model in the next couple of months.
The hospital at Foster, with a mix of surgery and
generalist acute care, continues to trade well. Last year
it traded with a healthy figure in the black. A similar
story can be told about Leongatha The hospitals at Sale
and Maffra will, in some way or other, become one. A
campus will be operating in each of the two locations.
We are now part way towards achieving a position
whereby health services within the Central Gippsland
region will encompass delivery through the Sale and
Maffra hospitals.
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I hope the facilities at Heyfield will be added to that
overall service, together with the Sale elderly citizens
complex. We want to develop a model that will offer a
first in Victorian health services. That has all occurred
as a result of the notion of management of change and
the fact that people are prepared to accommodate
change to achieve their chosen outcomes.
The Partnerships for Growth program has been an
enormous success. Through that program the
government has allocated about half the cost of the
refurbishment of the Leongatha courthouse, which will
see that old and battered building restored to its former
glory - a $25 000 project - and about half the
$26 000 flooring replacement project at the Mardan
hall, built in 1912. I look forward to the reopening of
that hall on 13 March. A project at Yarram will have
pilot-activated lighting systems installed at the
aerodrome at a cost of$l00 000, with about half that
sum coming from the Partnerships for Growth program.
With the support of the Community Support Fund
many projects are on the go - for example, $625 000
has been allocated to the Sale gallery; $250 000 will be
spent on the restoration of the Regent Theatre; and
$180 000 will go towards improving the Maffra
reserve. I could continue quoting examples of such
important initiatives in my electorate.
The Partnerships for Growth and the Community
Support Fund programs essentially ensure the
maintenance of our rural communities. In this day and
age, when the pressure is on communities to maintain
their status, it is crucial that governments stand by and
help them to achieve their desired outcomes. I am
pleased about the numerous examples throughout my
electorate where, in all the facets of its operations, the
government has an ongoing involvement to achieve that
end.
Last week the government announced it would amend
the stamp duty legislation so that intergenerational farm
transfers may be conducted without any stamp duty
cost to the transferees. That initiative was first
introduced in 1993. Legislative amendments were
introduced in about September last year, but those
amendments could have led to a lessening of the benefit
of the policy. We have now reached a position where
farmers will be able to make that intergenerational farm
transfer at no stamp duty cost. No matter whether one is
farming in the South Gippsland electorate or in Indiana
in the USA, it is important that those communities be
given every possible opportunity to develop in the best
way possible.
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The Thomson Reservoir is known in Gippsland as the
Thomson Dam. This year Gippsland has been
extraordinarily dry, following a season which was
relatively dry and the previous season which was
extraordinarily wet. The combination of those seasons
has complicated the important roles played by our
fanners. The Thomson Reservoir is always the centre
of discussion in Gippsland. I shall concentrate
particularly on what is called the Macalister irrigation
district, an area of about 55 000 hectares stretching
south-west from Maffra, about 35000 hectares of
which is available for irrigation.
Over time, particularly during that reservoir's
construction, the government of the day said a flow of
about 149 000 megalitres would be permitted from the
reservoir into the Thomson River which flows through
the Macalister irrigation district in Gippsland on its way
to the sea. That flow figure has become something of an
icon in this general discussion because the irrigators,
particularly the Gippsland irrigators, are concerned that
that undertaking has never been delivered.
The figures I obtained from Melbourne Water, the
administrative authority responsible for the operation of
the reservoir, disclose that last year 270600 megalitres
of water came from the dam down the Thomson River.
I do not use that as the exact figure for each year, but
the amount of water flowing generally from the river is
at about the level talked about all those years ago.
How can we properly manage the water being accessed
from the Thomson Dam to give the best benefit not
only to Melbourne Water which has important
responsibilities for its constituents in the metropolitan
area but also for the benefit of the Gippsland
community generally - and in this context I refer
specifically to the Gippsland irrigators?
Over the past three or four months we have seen the
classic example of every crisis producing opportunity;
when things get tough, there is always the chance that
some benefit can tumble from difficult times or
circumstances. That is the path we are now on in trying
to resolve that longstanding issue.
At present the Macalister irrigation district is serviced
by two man-made sources. I will leave out the water the
good Lord sends us directly from above and talk about
the water that comes from our storages. The
Glenrnaggie weir has a capacity of about
190 000 megalitres. The current policy is to pump it as
near to dry as possible to service the irrigation district.
That policy must be looked at, because I doubt that it
can continue.
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That is supplemented by entitlements from the
Thomson dam, which broadly comprise a bulk
entitlement of 12 000 megalitres per annum; a
5000-megalitre operating reserve; and a
20 OOO-megalitre additional reserve. That consists of
accumulated unused water from the annual bulk
entitlement which is deposited into an account and
which can build up to 20 000 megalitres. In addition,
10000 megalitres of emergency drought relief water is
available from the Thomson dam. That amounts to a
total of 4 7 000 megalitres.
From April to November last year the inflow into the
Glenrnaggie weir, which is at the northern end of the
Macalister irrigation district, was the fourth lowest in its
78-year existence. At the start of the season last year the
weir was just half full - it contained only about
90 000 megalitres - and it never rose above that. It
was immediately apparent that we were going to have a
problem, and there was great pressure on those
involved to supply the irrigators.
The Macalister irrigation district has total water
entitlements of 124 000 megalitres. By the latter part of
last year it had become apparent that the authorities
would not be able to supply that amount of water. That
was all the more worrying because the local fanners are
geared to using about 130 per cent of their water
entitlements. In other words, they are used to taking
their entitlements and then buying another 30 per cent
to top them up.
An arrangement was struck with Melbourne Water
under which the farmers contracted to buy water to take
them up to their actual entitlements, which amounted to
about 30 000 megalitres. In the early part of this year
the authorities contracted to buy a further 10 000
megalitres to give farmers in excess of their actual
entitlements. A series of issues needs to be addressed.
To his great credit, the minister responsible for water
resources, Pat McNamara, has already announced a
review to deal with some of them.

One issue concerns the use of the hydro scheme that
operates using the Thomson dam. Last year it operated
in summer, which meant that about 78 000 megalitres
of water came down the river. This year it operated
throughout the winter, and 73 000 megalitres went into
the sea. The hydro scheme was turned off on 6 October.
Farmers now ask how that could have happened. That
issue needs to be investigated.
Secondly, we should look at lifting the guaranteed
supply from the dam - in the Cain-Jolly budget of
1985-86 it was reduced to only 78 000 megalitres - so
our irrigators can be guaranteed a supply greater than
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78 000 megalitres. Thirdly, we should look at the
drought reserve that must be kept in the dam. I do not
know that 20 000 megalitres of water is enough. We
should be able to deposit up to 30 000 or 40 000
megalitres to give us greater security.
Finally, fanners must grapple with whether their water
entitlements are sufficient to enable them to operate
their properties. I do not think they can safely go on for
evermore being 30 per cent short of what they need.
They should investigate the mechanics of buying water
entitlements on the market to meet their needs. These
sorts of issues arise every 15 years. Now is the time to
sort them out so they do not recur. I commend the
minister for taking up the cause of the irrigators in our
region to ensure they get a better outcome.
I finish by that I am astounded at the opposition's lack
of support for the endeavours of the NFF in trying to
establish a container-handling operation at Webb Dock.
That will soon have to be straightened out. When every
other union in every other part of the state has opened
itself up to the challenges that competition brings, I fail
to understand why Labor is supporting the endeavours
of the president of the ACTU, Jennie George, and
others down at the docks.
It should do what the rest of the community wants it to
do - support the NFF in its efforts to open up one of
the last great closed shops in Australia and to stop rural
Australians being held to ransom by that group of
rogues.
Sitting suspended 6.26 p.m. until 8.05 p.m.

Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - The proroguing
of Parliament to mark off two years of the Kennett
government's tenn of office - the so-called bad
years - to establish the so-called good years is
something honourable members have seen before. It is
meant to represent a new era The tenn 'social
dividend' has been bandied about; and we recall the
Treasurer borrowing from Paul Keating and his
reference to the notion of' bringing home the bacon'.
We are meant to believe this ruthless and corrupt
Kennett government has suddenly become the kind and
caring Kennett government. We hold in our minds
newspaper images of the Premier laughing with kids.
We have heard it all before. It is a bit like Fred Krueger
masquerading as Doris Day!

In 1994 the Kennett government prorogued the
Parliament. We were promised a new style, a new era:
'We have had all of the hardship. We have had all of
the pain. It is now time for the gain'. But the gain did
not eventuate. Instead we got cutbacks to the
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ambulance service, schools, hospitals and the police the same old thing; it just continued. We got more of
the same government: arrogance and corruption is the
hallmark of this government. The proroguing of the
Parliament is about two things: pomp and ceremony,
which we know the Liberal Party loves - the garden
parties! - but, more importantly, it is about
marketing. It means spending a lot of public money on
advertising and glossy publicity to herald the so-called
new beginning. It is about image rather than substance.
The reality is that nothing much has changed. There
has been talk about the reform of major services:
health, education and public transport. There has been
talk about the hostile response the government
received from the public at the time of the Mitcham
by-election. The disillusionment of the public had
nothing to do with the substance of what the Kennett
government was doing; it had nothing to do with
ripping the heart out of education, the police force and
the health system. It was about not selling the message
properly. The government has not learnt one thing
from the Mitcham by-election; it thinks all it has to do
is pump out more glossy brochures and
taxpayer-funded advertising. The electorate would then
see the error of its ways! The behaviour the voters of
Mitcham rejected so wholeheartedly last year is typical
of the arrogance of this government. It is clear the
government has not learnt one thing.
Victorians will continue to see the same sort of
arrogance they have seen from this government in the
past. The government has told us there is no problem
with education - we just have not been told the facts!
It says Victoria has the highest ratio of computers to
students anywhere in the country. The fact that the
computers were paid for by parents and not the
government does not seem to enter into it. The
government says we have the highest level of education
spending ever experienced in this state. The fact that
Victoria has moved from being the highest spending
state in education to the lowest spending state, that our
year 12 retention rate has dropped from 92 per cent to
72 per cent does not seem to enter into it.
Cutbacks in health and public safety continue. The
government continues to tax savagely. Victorians have
been promised a drop in the bucket in the form of a
$60 concession on electricity. Compare that
$60 concession with the additional $2000 a year in
taxes that each family has paid since the government
came to office. That $60 is small beer; it is a joke! I
repeat: Victorians will continue to see examples of the
government's arrogance and its contempt for the
parliamentary system and accountability through its
amendments to the powers of the Auditor-General and
its refusal to launch an inquiry into absolutely anything.
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In five and a half years of the Kennett government we
have witnessed Intergraph and casino scandals. The
government has refused to inquire into anything at all; it
has not launched one single inquiry! Victorians can
expect the government to continue in the same corrupt
way. The casino, Lloyd Williams and Ron Walker will
continue to call the tune and the Premier will continue
to jump.

The Governor's speech dealt with justice and the safety
of Victorians in their homes. He pointed out that justice
and safety have been two important priorities under the
government. The speech refers to tougher sentences and
private prisons, and how supposedly the private prisons
have become more humane. The fact that people hang
themselves regularly in those prisons does not support
the notion that private prisons are giving prisoners a
better chance at life or that they are more secure. People
are walking within one door of getting out of
Port Phillip Prison due to an incorrectly coded security
pass. What a bizarre joke! Prisoners are absolutely
drowning in drugs and contraband. Prisons are
committed to rehabilitation but they are hardly more
secure.
The government talks about Victoria having the lowest
crime rate and the best police force in Australia. Let us
explore the government's claims in the context of its
own performance in the areas of police and corrections.
The dedication, honesty, commitment and
professionalism of the vast majority of police officers is
unquestioned, certainly by members on this side of the
house. They are decent and well-trained people. The
government talks about law and order - the emphasis
being on talk - and a lower crime rate, but it is absent
without leave in the action department. It is simply
rhetoric. This is an advertising-led government; it is the
hollow bumph of a third-rate advertising man.
Prior to coming to office in 1992 this law-and-order
coalition promised the state 11 000 police officers. The
last edition of the Police Association journal reported
the current strength of Victoria's police force at 10 100,
900 short of 11 000. It is not even headed in the right
direction because the figure has come down from more
than 10 500.
Police stations across the state are short-staffed as a
result of three years of recruiting cuts. This government
has not lived up to its commitment to the Victorian
Police Force. It is busy running it down while telling us
it is the best police force in Australia. Last week a
memo from P-district about savage cutbacks was
leaked. I know from conversations with police in some
of the elite crime squads and other districts that the
cutbacks are not just happening in P-district.
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The Premier was gladhanding in Seymour recently. The
police station there is 10 officers short. The local
member and the minister are obviously AWOL. The
Premier opened a new police station in Kilmore but
there are not enough police to fill it, nor are there
enough cars. The districts of Kilmore, Broadford and
Wall en are expected to have only one police officer
available, not even on call, during the night hours when
the most serious crimes are committed. Vacant
positions at police stations and in some elite squads are
not being filled. Police officers are unable to pursue
their investigations due to restrictions on overtime and
they are not permitted to use mobile phones or make
STD calls.
Police cars are required to perform in high-stress
environments, quite often in pursuit situations, but the
vehicle maintenance schedules are being doubled,
resulting in maintenance being carried out every
10000 kilometres instead of every 5000 kilometres.
There is also a shortage of police vehicles.
Survival training has been curtailed, so officers who are
expected to risk their lives saving Victorians in the Alps
or in other rugged terrain are deprived of the training
they need for their own safety as well-as the safety of
the Victorians they are there to protect.
Last week an inspector ordered the police officers at the
Greensborough station to start cleaning it, and the
officers spent 5 hours doing that because the police
force cannot afford the cleaners. Is that the most
efficient use of the best police force in Australia?
Maybe there was no crime that day in Greensborough.
The police force is equipped with AT and
386 computers which were state of the art when bought
by the previous government. However, they have not
been replaced by this government and the modern
programs required by the police cannot be loaded on
those machines. There are queues of police officers
waiting to prepare briefs because the computing times
are very slow. Laptop computers bought between 1989
and 1992 need to be replaced and are now sitting on the
scrap heap because parts cannot be obtained. The traffic
operations group at Broadmeadows has one
286 computer for use by 32 police officers. In
computing terms that is the equivalent of a quill pen!
The Victoria Police budget crisis is impeding police in
carrying out their duties. The force is not about getting
on top of crime or becoming involved in pro-active
policing; it is about playing catch-up. That is what this
government is doing to the best police force in
Australia. It is penny pinching. No wonder 12 police
officers are leaving the force every week. No wonder
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the crime rate is up. The minister keeps saying Victoria
has the lowest crime rate in Australia. That is no thanks
to him. That was achieved under the previous
government, and we are now heading in the wrong
direction because every year since the current minister
has been responsible for that portfolio the crime rate has
increased.

Mn Henderson inteIjected.
Mr HAERMEYER - The Minister for Housing
should have a look at the statistics. She spends a lot of
time shaking her head; maybe there is nothing in it.
Since this government came to office the number of
violent crimes has risen dramatically. Home invasions
are probably Victoria's biggest growth industry, and
there is a vast increase in the number of robberies and
assaults.
This government talks about the best police force in
Australia but treats it with absolute contempt.
Something more than soothing, sugar-coated words are
needed. Decent working conditions and resources to
enable staff to do the job to the best of their ability are
what is needed.
We hear the repeated claim by this government that
Victoria has the cleanest police force in Australia. I like
to believe it is, but I worry about where we are heading.
An overwhelming majority of our police are decent,
honest people, but there are certainly some serious
problems within the police force, such as the break-in at
drug squad headquarters. The police commissioner
himself has conceded that that was an inside job.
However, 12 months later it is still unresolved.
An honourable member inteIjected.
Mr HAERMEYER - Because the minister thinks
it is just a minor issue, that is why. When he was asked
about the matter he said 'You'l1 fmd out this is just a
minor issue. '

Obviously, the minister has his head in the sand. Is
anything other than cleaning up the Greensborough
police station a major issue to this minister? What
action has been taken about the sexual misconduct of
police officers at Maryborough? We have been told to
forget about it because it is an old issue. There has
been very little response to the Operation Bart window
shutter incident or to the special branch files matter.
The minister says these are all old matters and asks
what we are going on about. Maybe if they were
resolved and the community had some answers they
would become old issues, but until then they remain
current. The government's response to these issues is
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denial, as it is to any other problem or example of
corruption occurring anywhere within its domain.
The minister says these are just minor issues and we
should focus on the honest police. It is important to
recognise the good work done by honest police
officers, but it is also necessary to deal front on with
the very real and serious matters I have referred to that
still remain unresolved. They cast a cloud over every
single police officer in this state. No wonder morale in
the police force is the lowest it has been since the days
of the Beach inquiry. Police officers want these
problems resolved; they don't want them dangling
there to save the face of the government and police
command.
The current system is not working. If we have not
solved these issues under the current system maybe an
inquiry is necessary so that witnesses can be
subpoenaed and given the immunity or protection they
require. A number of people have come to me with
serious complaints about members of the Victoria
Police, but they have indicated they will not give that
sort of evidence to an internal police inquiry; they will
do so only to an independent public inquiry where they
are given the sort of protection they require.
Mr Cameron -

But the truth might come out!

Mr HAERMEYER - That is precisely the point.
They do not want the truth. The Wood report into
police corruption in New South Wales dealt with this
issue. Our very own former police commander, Allan
Bowles, the person in charge of the major fraud group,
referred to the bunker mentality that exists in the
Victoria Police Force. It certainly exists within the
minister's mind as well. The Wood report, under the
heading 'Openness and honesty', recommends that the
police force should be required to:
acknowledge bad news, address it rather than suppress it and
accept that the complaint system and the internal audit
process are valuable tools by which perfonnance can be
improved, rather than potential causes for embarrassment ...

That is the problem. They are too scared of being
embarrassed so they allow the problem to fester. The
report goes on to talk about denial and the bunker
mentality. It states:
This kind of philosophy came to be expressed in a number of
ways, each of which was inim ical to prevention of corruption.
They included: suppression and editing of adverse audit
reports, or active discouragement of critical comment on the
part of those whose task it was to identify problems; denial of
the obvious, to the point where those who sought to bring the
problem to notice became branded as 'troublemakers' and
risked transfer out of any jobs of significance; ... early
warnings and leakage of information to police Wlder
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investigation; fragmentation of investigations, thereby losing
the opportunity of broad-based inquiries that may have
thrown up systemic misconduct; and ineffective support for
intemalinfonnants ... This kind of defensive mentality was an
inevitable recipe for collapse of command responsibility for
the maintenance of integrity, and for reinforcement of a 'them
and us' attitude.

That is what we have: a 'them and us' attitude. It
continues:
It sent a very powerful message to the ranks not only that the
rhetoric to which they were exposed was empty. but that the
opposite was what was truly expected. What must now be
understood is that public disclosure of successful
investigations into misconduct is not an indicator of failure.
Rather, it should be seen as evidence that the system is
working, and that there is a brake being applied to problems
which would otherwise fester and multiply before the
inevitable scandal.

The Wood royal commission refers to openness and
facing problems front on. This government is about
brushing things under the carpet lest it be embarrassed!
It is more than the minister getting up and saying that
he supports the Victoria Police Force. The best way for
him to support the police force is to take appropriate
action that will bundle corrupt coppers out of the force.

Mr Kilgour inteIjected.
Mr HAERMEYER - I am sorry, anybody who is
corrupt is not a policeman in my book. The best action
that this minister can take is to get those people out of
the police force.
I also want to raise the issue of the Webb Dock riot
gear. A confrontation occurred down at Webb Dock
where the federal Liberal and National coalition has
gone on a union-crushing crusade. Security guards
protecting the premises have riot gear consisting of
shields, batons, body armour and helmets. When the
accusation was made that it was government
equipment that was denied by the government.
However, we found out that the equipment had Office
of Corrections asset numbers on it. Suddenly the
government had to double back. The Premier ran out
and said that a prison officer had leased the equipment.
Since when does a prison officer make a decision to
lease equipment? He leased the equipment to a security
company called the Australasian Security Group. I
have done some checking and I find on the ASC
database that its principal is Mr Peter Kilfoyle. We
have heard his name before, haven't we? For want of a
better term, he is the gentleman behind the Dubai
fiasco.
It gets better! The Premier claimed the equipment was
leased to ASG for the purpose of training a government
department. Which government department other than
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the police or corrections - which already have their
own riot equipment, riot squads and training - would
require training in riot gear? Perhaps it was the
Department of Youth and Community Services or the
Department of Education? What a bizarre claim. Did
anybody bother to ask who this company was training?
Another factor that must be borne in mind is that
equipment of the sort that was issued is prohibited
under the Control of Weapons Act, which was
introduced by the Minister for Corrections. That act
specifically prohibits the possession, use or purchase of
body armour without an appropriate permit. Did ASG
have a permit? My information is that it did not have a
permit to carry, use or lease the equipment, and no-one
from the government checked to see whether it did.
This offence carries a penalty of up to six months
imprisonment.
There is also a suggestion that tear gas guns and
canisters were issued. If that is the case the act provides
for a penalty of four years imprisonment. I understand
this was not simply a case of tear gas equipment just
walking out of Barwon Prison with a prison officer
saying to the guys on the gate, 'Look, I'm just taking
this out to lease it to the Australasian Security Group'.
I have been advised that the minister made a telephone
call to the acting prisons services director, Mr Bill
Allgood, to issue the equipment. I ask the minister to
make a full statement ofthe circumstances surrounding
the issue of the equipment because serious offences
have been committed. The minister may wish to make a
denial or accept the accuracy of the statement I have
made. I am not satisfied with the internal inquiry
announced by the minister. He can say, 'It is okay' and
not tell the house what the inquiry was about or its
fmdings. I do not believe one word I am told by
members of the government. I am extremely distrustful
of anything that comes from the government. The
opposition wants an open inquiry so the truth
surrounding this fiasco relating to Webb Dock is
revealed and the people who were responsible for or
accessories to the breaches of the Control of Weapons
Act, possibly the Firearms Act and even the Customs
Act - because restrictions are placed on importing this
equipment - can be dealt with. The government rides
roughshod over the laws of the state, the Parliament and
the community, and it must stop.

Mr mOMPSON (Sandringham) - In joining the
address-in-reply I acknowledge the excellent leadership
provided to the state by His Excellency, Sir James and
Lady Gobbo. Sir James personifies the four virtues of
wisdom, courage, justice and temperance. His
predecessor, Mr Richard McGarvie, and his wife
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Lesley also made a fme contribution to the state. After
retiring from that role Mr McGarvie made an important
contribution to the recent Constitutional Convention,
especially from his perspective as a retired Supreme
Court Judge and a former Governor of the state. He
provided insights into what he regarded as the
appropriate balance to preserve the longer term
democratic values of the Australian nation. Although
Mr McGarvie's proposal was not formally adopted by
the convention, his remarks were salutary and provided
wise guidance in the deliberations of the members. I
note with interest how the influence of one person may
be significant in shaping the next century of life in
Australia.
I will confine my remarks in this debate to the
particular aspects of the remarks made by the
Governor in noting the endeavours of the government
for its future term of office. He states:
The social advance ofYictorians will be the central criterion
in determining our state's future direction. The Governor
went on to note the government's focus on ensuring Y ictoria
will provide the ideal home, lifestyle and workplace of the
21 st century.

I address my remarks to matters relating to Port Phillip
Bay - which provides an important lifestyle amenity
to Victorians, particularly those in the Melbourne
metropolitan area - and to issues of planning. I
convey three messages to the house. Firstly, I call upon
the Minister for Planning and Local Government and
the government to join appeals to the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal when there are appeals from a
council decision relating to the adequacy of a site
analysis. Under the good design guide the site analysis
procedural process underpins and determines the
quality of developments that subsequently ensue.
Earlier the Minister for Planning and Local
Government indicated that he is prepared to join by
way oftest cases appeals to the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal. Some cases involve proposed
developments in the Black Rock and Beaumaris areas
of my electorate and I believe the minister's support
would be of great assistance to the objectives of the
residents being realised.
Secondly, I call upon a strong and united local council
in my electorate to adopt a robust and vigorous
approach to site analysis and assessment by council
officers. Councils can play a constructive role in
determining height, setback, streetscape and
neighbourhood character. Additionally, councils have
the opportunity of implementing variations under the
good design guide which I shall comment on later.
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I call upon the Bayside City Council to take a robust
approach to vegetation control in the local area where
green and leafy suburbs are strong characteristics.
Recently I had occasion to take Wendy Morris,
formerly the deputy manager of the urban design unit in
the Department of Planning and Local Government
before she set up her own consultancy, on a tour of my
electorate. She made a number of pertinent remarks that
could be implemented by the council. They include the
mandatory planting of mature trees when a new
development is contemplated that will have an impact
on the streetscape. She suggested there be mandatory
nature strip plantings. A number of developments have
been undertaken on a site on the corner of Red Bluff
Street and Beach Road, Black Rock. The bare walls of
the project could be offset by the planting of local
vegetation such as sheoaks, banksias or other
indigenous trees appropriate to the area.
Councils have an opportunity to provide for the
mandatory retention of perimeter trees on a property to
soften the impact on adjoining developments and may
be involved in determining what would be regarded as
a suitable level of setback. In Mary Street, Beaumaris,
where significant developments are taking place, the
60-year-old trees dating back to the Beaumaris
bushfires in the early I 940s provide tremendous tree
canopy space.
Finally, I invite the residents both individually and
collectively to take advantage of the opportunities
available under the Planning and Environment Act,
particularly section 173, to instigate agreements either
as individuals or collectively as a street to have one
dwelling per lot or alternatively to determine what
setbacks are applicable in the street and whether any
appropriate orders may be contained in such an
agreement under section 173. An alternative vehicle
may be section 88 of the Transfer of Land Act. The
Melbourne law firm Anderson Rice has done extensive
work advising citizens how to take advantage of
establishing a covenant that would express and fulfil the
aspirations of people in a street.

Mr Maclellan inteIjected.
Mr mOMPSON - The Minister for Planning and
Local Government says by inteIjection that a
section 173 agreement would not cost the residents any
money. I understand that to relate to liaison with
council and providing volume and folio numbers. I
hesitate to draw him fully on that undertaking that it
would not cost any money. It is my understanding that
banks may require a production fee for a duplicate
certificate of title in the event ofa mortgaged title being
varied, and that fee could be in the vicinity of$150. If
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there is a coordinated approach the net cost to residents
could be low and cost effective and fulfil the
expectations of residents in the street.
In summary, I call upon the Minister for Planning and
Local Government to join appropriate cases where site
analysis is in question. He has indicated he is prepared
to consider that course of action. Secondly, I call upon
councils to take what steps they can to bring about or
seek a variation to the good design guide under
principles enunciated in 1995 under which,
unfortunately, not many councils to date have taken
advantage; and thirdly, I call upon residents of the City
of Bayside and in my electorate to take advantage of
the opportunity to apply for a restrictive agreement
under section 173 of the Planning and Environment
Act or section 88 of the Transfer of Land Act subject
to obtaining sound legal advice on what the
implications of such a course of action may be.
It is noteworthy, in terms of the breadth of development
that is taking place, that in August 1994 the minister
announced a review ofViccode 2 and stated that:
While the majority of developers seem to be using the code
satisfactorily, there are too many examples of developments
which do not meet the objectives of the code and some
developers appear to be using the code to push poorly
designed developments through the planning system.

It was with this intent in mind that the minister
subsequently initiated the review. The review panel
reported to the minister and instructions were given for
the preparation of a code in simpler form, resulting in
the good design guide, which is a powerful document.
It enables the implementation of good design that takes
into account the character, setback, streetscape and
overlooking aspects of a building. A number of
objections have been made to it.by the opposition, but
there are two essential points on overlooking: firstly, it
was in the middle 1980s that the Labor Party
introduced dual occupancy, not by way of application
to the council but as of right. The opposition, like the
government, may have had an interest in endeavouring
to assist the process of urban consolidation and the
development of an ecologically sustainable city.
However, there were a number of errors and
shortcomings in dual occupancy regulations. I can see
the honourable member for Werribee asking what they
were. Principally, under the dual occupancy
legislation, while intrasite vistas and overlooking were
precluded, there was nothing to preclude overlooking
one's neighbour's boundary. Someone could build an
elaborate dual occupancy development which could
overlook important private residential areas of an
adjoining block. This issue has been broadly addressed
in the good design guide that covers two or more
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dwellings on a site and where overlooking is to be
limited on adjoining properties. I have seen town
planners working in conjunction with architects and
builders where good outcomes have been achieved
already as a consequence of this reform.
As a matter of history, I shall articulate the reasons that
town planning and urban consolidation are important in
the City of Bayside. When the area was first settled in
1844 the Moysey family, the early settlers to the
area - one of their children is buried in the recently
rediscovered Beaumaris cemetery, but that is another
story - described the area they moved to in the
following terms:
The land was lightly wooded, with gum and wattle trees.
Heath predominated among the native grasses, and in the
springtime the place was beautiful with wildflowers. Parrots
outnumbered the local birds, and the animal life included
kangaroos, wallabies, possums, native bears, wild cats,
wombats, snakes, lizards and an occasional dingo. A few
swamps and soaks could be improved for water supply.

That was a description of the idyllic character of the
area to which many families subsequently moved.
Charles Ebden, the first Auditor-General in Victoria,
appointed in 1851, lived in Black Rock. The Moyseys,
the Holloways and David Abbott, a Melbourne
solicitor, lived in the area. They had large
land-holdings that were subsequently subdivided. Each
one of the subdivisions may have had the impact of
reducing the natural environment progressively, but it
is part of the pattern of population growth in the area
where roads were made, rail and tram lines were put
through, shops and houses were built and a certain
level of industry was developed. That had an impact
upon the overall amenity of the area

In 1953 the Beaumaris Tree Preservation Society,
which subsequently became the Beaumaris
Conservation Society, noted in a pamphlet that:
The most sought-after houses in Beaumaris and those
commanding the best prices are those where the homt>-builder
has utilised the natural setting and kept the trees.

That view is germane today. The Good Design Guide
as presently structured states that:
... densities may be increased or decreased if it can be
demonstrated that the objectives of the good design guide
mayor may not be met. Local variations may replace or add
to the techniques in the good design guide.

The Bayside City Council is working on a variation to
the guide to accommodate local character, and it is
expected to be made later this year. It is to be hoped
that builders, architects and planners will be
empathetic to the existing neighbourhood character
pending the implementation of the variation to the
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guide which may provide substantive protection to
local streets and streetscapes.

In 1995 the Minister for Planning and Minister for
Local Government, through ministerial direction no. 8,
noted that it was possible to have:
... local variations to replace or add to the techniques in the
good design guide.

He said they may be appropriate to:
.. , vary densities in particular areas to achieve better strategic
outcomes;
reinforce the particular existing character of an area.

Who are the stakeholders in the building process? I
have taken a keen interest in and have embarked on a
course of wider reading on this subject. Among the
first stakeholders were architects and design experts,
who have been driving the approach to urban
consolidation over a long period. Kim Dovey,
Associate Professor of Architecture, Building and
Planning at Melbourne University, argues that
increased urban density, subject to qualifications in
relation to height, bulk, privacy, street orientation and
lot size, generally improves rather than diminishes
amenity. He argued that it enables a richer social
network, especially for children, is more
environmentally sustainable and strengthens the
viability of a huge range of services and amenities.
I understand that in England the Friends of the Earth
support urban consolidation in the inner city of London.
I introduce that example because the issue of urban
consolidation is being addressed by governments and
cities around the world to facilitate a more ecologically
sustainable community.
As I travel about my electorate, one common cry I hear
is, 'We believe in urban consolidation and in an
ecologically sustainable society - but please, not in
my street or my neighbourhood'. The funny thing is
the same cry echoes in the streets of the nearby cities
of Kingston, Port Phillip and Glen Eira.
Earlier I referred to Wendy Morris, whom I first spoke
to three and a half years ago at one of the first public
meetings in Victoria on Viccode 2. The meeting was
about a development in Iona Street, Black Rock. Based
on her experience as an urban planner, she made the
following observations. Firstly, people have difficulty
dealing with change. Secondly, the apprehensions of
residents are usually resolved following the completion
of developments that more often than not improve the
amenity of the area. That contention is supported by
studies undertaken at Footscray Institute. Her third
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remark, which was somewhat more challenging, was
that individuals should no longer have the breadth of
opportunity to limit or delay the reasonable
development of land owned by neighbours.
I understand the concerns raised by residents in
Hampton, Sandringham, Black Rock, Beaumaris and
Mentone. It is important to achieve a balance between
development density and design quality in the City of
Bayside so that its existing urban character is retained,
which is in large part typified by broad tree canopies
and open space.
From a bureaucratic perspective, under successive
Liberal and Labor governments urban consolidation
meant the better utilisation of roads, public transport,
drainage, and school and health infrastructure. The
change in the demo graphics caused by baby boomers is
also an important factor. Instead of wanting large
backyards for their general enjoyment, including
barbecues and other outdoor activities, people are
looking for smaller recreational spaces. For example,
two working people in their 50s may prefer to spend
their reduced leisure time actively engaged in
recreational pursuits outside the home. There is also a
strong demand for diversified housing styles, whether
they be neo-Georgian, Tuscan, Federation or Victorian.
Some believe that a better utilisation of our urban
infrastructure will lead to cheaper housing, releasing a
pent-up demand for that style of housing compared
with the demand in other states. Notions of equity also
apply when urban consolidation is shared throughout a
variety of suburbs. Also, while not underpinning
economic activity in Victoria, the building industry
provides a range of vocational opportunities for a
number of Victorians.
The neighbours interest group has raised broader
concerns such as overshadowing, the overburdening of
infrastructure, increased noise, increased traffic, loss of
privacy and loss oflocal amenity. I will return to those
concerns.
The builder's principal interest in the planning process
concerns certainty, viability, swift approvals and
improved consistency. The average builder is not
interested in buying a house for redevelopment and
then waiting three months for the council to approve the
work and then a further three to six months if it is
rejected and to go to the Administrative Appeals
Tribunal- especially when he has to pay the holding
costs on his investment.
For example, if restrictive covenants were applied to
limit development in the streets of Black Rock to not
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more than one dwelling on each block, that would
effectively resolve the concerns not only of the
residents but also of any builder, who would know what
his development options were rather than having to go
through a process akin to some sort of lottery. The
council's aim is to apply the Good Design Guide within
the defmed parameters while being responsive to
community concerns.
A further stakeholder group includes the future
residents of any multi-site dwellings in the City of
Bayside. Fifty-two per cent of those who buy these
dwellings lived in either the City of Bayside or an
adjoining municipality such as Port Phillip, Glen Eira
or Kingston. From their perspective, this fonn of
accommodation enables them to live close to shops,
transport, churches and the neighbourhood and
communities they know. They have no need to move
out to the Beacon Hills retirement village or to
Pakenham or Melton to find other accommodation in
their senior years.
Wendy Morris gave an example ofa City ofKew
councillor who had been strongly opposed to medium
density housing all his life. Following his retirement
and the death of his wife, he realised that most of all he
wanted a fonn of housing that enabled him to live in
and stay close to the community to which he had
devoted his life by way of civic service.
I will deal briefly with a number of objections raised by
neighbours about various developments. One concerns
the overburdening of existing services, in particular
drainage. Drainage in the City of Bayside is looked
after by both Melbourne Water, which is the principal
entity and which has responsibility for some of the
main drains in the area, and the local council, which has
responsibility for some subsidiary drains. In my view,
residents whose neighbourhood is prone to flooding
have good grounds for arguing against high-density
development, especially if their street is in a basin or at
the base of a hill, unless there is some requirement to
retain on the site water that is caught by the roofs or
non-porous areas of any new development. Melbourne
Water has indicated that that is sometimes required
when permits are granted.
I urge any concerned residents who are perusing my
speech in Hansard to take photographs and to develop
historical profiles of the flooding patterns in their areas
so that when they make submissions to their council or
to the Administrative Appeals Tribunal they have
substantive evidence on which they can rely.
Vicroads looks after the major traffic conduits, and the
local councils look after the subsidiary or minor roads.
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The building of six new units in one street may not
necessarily be significant when measured by vehicle
movements each hour or each day. In other words, the
effect may not necessarily be as great as some residents
believe at the outset. Nevertheless, if there is
widespread development in an area and access to main
roads such as Beach Road is limited, it may be possible
to aggregate the increased number of vehicle
movements and to argue that traffic control measures
need to be imposed. It is important that an appropriate
balance be developed for the City of Bayside that will
preserve the character of the area in the longer term.
I mentioned at the outset of my speech that I would like
to cover a number of initiatives concerning Port PhiIIip
Bay which I believe have been of great benefit to my
constituency. They include, firstly, the renourishment
of the Edward Street beach to the value of$300 000.
They also include the renourishment of Hampton beach
at a cost of $3.3 million; the re-establishment of the
Beaumaris Jetty with some coast action funding; the
initial inclusion in a Land Conservation Council report
that has been reviewed by the Environment
Conservation Council that parts of Ricketts Point be
declared a marine park and a marine sanctuary.
In 1995 Melbourne Water discovered and ceased the

practice of pouring 35 million litres of treated effluent
into the Mordialloc Creek. That will improve the
quality of water in Port Phillip Bay. The abolition of
scallop dredging in Port Phillip Bay will improve reed
beds on the bay and give migratory fish the prospect of
breeding to a high level. It will also enable the food
chain and the various marine biota which fonn part of
it to prosper.
In December 1992 I instigated a measure whereby
Office of Corrections workers had the opportunity to
serve community-based orders for work along the
Sandringham foreshore to help with the replanting of
local vegetation and the removal of weeds that are not
indigenous to the area. Significant work was
undertaken through that program in concert with the
very good help of the council and local residents, David
and Shirley Joy.

I conclude by referring to the remarks of Sir James
Gobbo, when he said:
This government is looking forward to - -

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perton) - Order!
The honourable member's time has expired.
Mr ANDRIANOPOULOS (Mill Park) - I have
much pleasure in joining the debate on the
address-in-reply to the speech made by His Excellency
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Sir James Gobbo on the opening of this session of the
53rd Parliament on 17 February. I place on record my
appreciation and the appreciation of my constituents for
the service provided to the state and the people of
Victoria by Mr and Mrs Richard McGruvie, the
previous Governor of the state. I also congratulate
Sir James and Lady Gobbo on his appointment as
Governor for the forthcoming term. I wish them both
well during his term of office.
A number of other members have mentioned that
Sir James has served the state with distinction in the
law as both a lawyer and a judge and has done
tremendously good work for the many communities,
particularly ethnic communities, and organisations he
has been involved with over many years. As a member
of Parliament from a non-English-speaking
background I am indeed proud because it is
magnificent to see one of us, if you like, reach the top
position - the position of Governor of this state. I
appreciate the fact that Sir James was bom here;
nevertheless, we consider him to be one of us because
his parents took him back to Italy when he was a baby,
but they migrated back to this country when he was
still very young.
As the member for Mill Park I had an additional
pleasure because one of Sir James's first official visits
was to the City of Whittlesea. He came to the electorate
last May and performed a magnificent service in
opening one of the playgrounds in the area. I look
forward to more good work and cooperation with him
over his term of office.
One must keep in mind that the occasion of the
Governor's speech was as the result of the Premier and
government proroguing Parliament. One can get caught
up in all the activity that surrounds the clearing of the
Parliamentary agenda and the resultant pomp,
cerernony and garden parties, but it is also an important
event because it allows each and every one of us as
members of Parliament to assess what the government
has been doing over the past two years. More
importantly, it allows us to critically examine its
program for the next couple of years. It is with those
thoughts in mind that I shall make my remarks tonight.
It is of interest that the basis of the speech written by
the government centred around its economic
achievements. The government boldly claims it has
reduced state debt from $30.6 billion to $11.3 billion.
One could easily say, 'So what?' to that proposition.
When one looks at the costs to the state of achieving
those targets one has to wonder whether it was worth
while. One certainly has to question that outcome after
taking into consideration what the state has sold oiTto
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achieve that target. When one considers the break -up
and sale of the multibillion-dollar State Electricity
Commission, the sale of 350 school sites and the social
cost of the cuts to many services including education
and health one wonders whether the economic outcome
is worth it.
in the Governor's speech the government set itselffour
objectives over the next two years of its term:
improvements in education, job creation, healthy
lifestyles and a cohesive society. I welcome those
objectives but wonder whether the government is fair
dinkum. Those four issues were highlighted in the
Labor Party literature was circulated at the Mitcham
by-election on 13 December. We all know how well
they were received by the electors of Mitcharn. There
was a historic, mammoth swing of 16.5 per cent to the
Labor Party! It is more than interesting to note that the
government has adopted those objectives for its last two
years of office.

I believe that is just rhetoric and a further attempt to
hoodwink the Victorian public. I shall examine each of
the objectives from the electorate's perspective, and I
begin with education. The government has promised
education will be a priority so that Victoria can build a
dynamic future for the coming generations. It has said
education will be the basis of a vital economic and
social strategy. Putting aside for one moment the
government's history, which has been the complete
opposite, I turn to the well-known facts and figures.
The government has closed 360 schools and
9000 experienced teachers have been taken out of the
system. Class sizes have increased dramatically, in
many instances to more than 30, and the year 12
retention rate has plummeted from 78 per cent to 69 per
cent.
I shall outline the ramifications of those generalised
statistics for Mill Park and explain what they mean at
the neighbourhood level. Mill Park is located in a
growth corridor. Houses are constantly being built and
new families are moving into the area Although the
government's rhetoric is that it is spending up big to
provide new facilities in education, its rationalisation
policies in Mill Park have had a dramatic effect.
Originally the Department of Education planned to
open a new Mill Park North primary school to
supplement the existing primary schools of South
Morang, Mill Park Heights and Bundoora. However,
the government chose to scrap those plans and
rationalise by relocating the existing South Morang and
Bundoora primary schools to new sites. The relocation
of South Morang and the opening of the new facility
only last year by, of all people, the honourable member
for Caulfield in the absence of the Minister of
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Education, has already resulted in massive
overcrowding. The opposition predicted that would
happen as long as seven years ago.
The Whittlesea Post of 18 February reported on the
ludicrous need for larger class sizes, not because of
insufficient teachers or an inadequate teacher-student
ratio but because we have run out of classrooms! If that
report is true - I have no reason to doubt it because it
quotes the principal of the primary school - it is an
indictment of the government and its rhetoric about
improving education. In this instance class sizes have
increased not only because of a reduction in the number
of teachers available but also through the sheer
necessity of a shortage of classrooms! I urge the
government to proceed as a matter of urgency with the
relocation of Bun doora Primary School to its new site
in Blossom Park, because it is evident that the
classrooms are needed now.
I will illustrate how drastic the situation is in the outer
metropolitan growth areas. On 14 January I received a
plea from the parents of a child who requires the
services ofNorparrin, a facility that provides for
children with special needs from birth to 6 years.
Insufficient funding means that the names of children
with disabilities who need specialised services have
been placed on a waiting list. I have forwarded to the
Minister for Youth and Community Services the
parents' plea to provide funding for an extra day at
Norparrin. With your indulgence Mr Acting Speaker, I
will not quote the parents' names, but the
correspondence and the case are with the minister. I
will, however, quote an extract from their letter. If it
does not move people's hearts, I do not think anything
will. It says:
Our child will be three years old in June and at present has not
yet spoken his first word Why is he being forced to wait
when we know that the earlier intervention commences the
more effective its outcome?

I ask the same question: why has the government
allowed such a situation to arise? We have the facility
in Mill Park; which was paid for by the local
community. The problem is that the facility provides a
service for only four days out of five. It does not take a
genius to work out that for a very small outlay an extra
day can be provided by an existing facility so that the
names of children like this will not remain on a waiting
list for well over a year. I take to heart the words in the
Governor's speech about education. Over the next few
years I would like to see the government turn its
rhetoric into reality. I can assure honourable members
of one thing - the people of Mill Park and the people
of Victoria have had this government. That was
obvious during the Mitcham by-election. I warn the
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government that what happened in Mitcham will
happen statewide next time around, because there are
many cases like those of the South Morang and
Bundoora primary schools and Norparrin special
centre.
The government produced more flowery rhetoric about
its proposals for jobs during the balance of its term. The
Governor's speech claimed that employment has
reached record levels. Nobody from the government is
able to come out to the City of Whittlesea and say that
to the thousands of people who continue to be
unemployed or who have become unemployed over the
past couple of years.
The statistics I was able to obtain for the City of
Whittlesea show that unemployment hovers between
10 per cent and 11 per cent and has done so since
December 1996, when it reached its peak figure of
13 per cent. When one looks more closely at the
figures, it is apparent that basically two groups make up
the figures. One group comprises older people from
non-English-speaking backgrounds who for some
reason have been left behind because they lack
communication skills or do not have the necessary
skills to cope with technological changes in the
computer age. The other group comprises teenagers,
who fmd it extremely difficult to break into the work
force.
Although in general terms the government's rhetoric
gives confidence to those people in our society who
fmd themselves out of work, until such time as it comes
up with concrete programs and proposals the
government will continue to fail to support its argument
that it has achieved economic prosperity for all
Victorians.
The third main objective in the Governor's speech was
that:
... the government will step up its already successful efforts to
provide a safe and healthy lifestyle for Victorians.

What bunkum! Honourable members have heard the
opposition spokesperson on police matters refer to
statistics that show that crime is increasing and say the
police force is underresourced, with resultant
consequences for the community. I will concentrate
not on the safety and policing aspects referred to by the
Governor but on the health aspect. To my astonishment
the Governor referred to the government's claiming as
one of its achievements the recent opening of the
$70 million Epping Hospital, saying that it provides
firm evidence of the government's success in
delivering services to Victorians - in this case the
people in the northern suburbs.
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When I sat on the other side of the house I argued on
numerous occasions that this hospital should be built. It
is clear that were it not for the Kimer Labor
government committing itself in 1992 to establishing
the Epping Hospital this facility would never have
materialised. The then shadow Minister for Health
Marie Tehan, categorically attacked the decision ~d on
coming to government set up a review to establish
whether the decision and the chosen location in Cooper
Street were appropriate. Despite the efforts of the then
Minister for Health to scrap it, the surveys conducted
reached exactly the same conclusion as the previous
government - that a facility was needed in the Plenty
corridor growth area.
The unfortunate part is that in order to establish a
facility at Epping to service the people of Epping, Mill
Park, Thomastown and suburbs further afield like
Broadrneadows and Craigiebum, as well as rural
Victoria, P ANCH had to be closed. As we all know
PANCH was providing an excellent service from B~II
Street, Preston. The government has not provided the
extra facilities that are necessary in a growth corridor
but has simply closed one facility and relocated it
somewhere else. Nevertheless, those of us who live in
the far outer suburbs north of Melbourne welcomed the
opening of the hospital on 2 February this year, and we
hope the government will now continue to allocate the
necessary recurrent funding so that the planned
250 beds can be provided.

In the short time that remains, I will refer to the fourth
major objective in the Governor's speech:
... the government will work with the broader Victorian
community on a range of fronts to create a more confident
and cohesive SOCiety.

I hope it will do so because until now the government
has been acting in a way that can be described only as
divisive by creating a society splintered into two
levels - the haves, who seem to be given more and
more, and the have-nots, like the people I represent,
who are given less and less.
It is interesting to note that as part of its program the
government will concentrate on drugs, alcohol abuse,
homelessness and youth suicide. I again accuse the
government of mere rhetoric because when the
government had the opportunity to do something about
drugs it did not make the hard decision. Again, the
Premier has been ready to play up the issue of youth
suicide but has done very little about allocating money
to address the problem. The results of the $100 million
so-called Turning the Tide program and the confidence
he has expressed about money from the Community
Support Fund being available to address the problems
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in those areas remain to be seen in an electorate like
Mill Park. Like most other electorates, Mill Park suffers
from those debilitating problems. We would like to get
our fair share of the cake in Mill Park and, indeed, in
the City of Whittlesea.
I was flabbergasted to see another glossy brochure
circulated last week, which announces the new winter
power bonus to be paid to households and which on the
same page details some $2.17 billion in savings that
have been made by Victorians. It is another exercise by
the government to try to hoodwink people.
Last Friday a constituent of mine expressed disbelief at
the blatantly fraudulent accounting used to achieve that
figure. The government tells us it will give us
$120 million in reductions in electricity prices and
achieve a $180 million saving on the state deficit, yet it
fails to tell us that it introduced the state deficit levy and
increased gas and power charges by much more than
the $60 that is supposed to be rebated.
The government is about to deliver the budget. If it is
fair dinkum the first thing it will do is look Victorians
in the eye and say that, as a token of its appreciation for
the hardships they have suffered, over the next three
years it will refund the $100 levies taken from every
household. In my opinion it is unlikely that the
government will do so.

Mr TREASURE (Gippsland East) - In speaking
in the debate on the address-in-reply to the Governor's
speech on the occasion of the opening of the second
session of the 53rd Parliament I congratulate Sir James
Gobbo on his elevation to the office of Governor. I am
confident that he will fulfil his role with great ability
and dignity.
Since 1992 the Kennett government has made great
progress in managing Victoria. I have been proud to
have been part of that reform process. I look forward to
continuing to help make the state a progressive and
vibrant place in which Victorians can look forward to a
secure and good future, in which their children will
know they will have opportunities and in which
businesses can invest knowing full well that the state is
well run and well managed.
I will touch on a number of issues. One of the vital
factors affecting the state is education policy. I am
pleased that since 1992 great changes have occurred in
the schools in my electorate. Improvements in facilities
for staff, pupils and school communities in general are
beginning to come through in the results of children as
they move into the workplace or on to higher education.
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In 1992 the fonner government took an unsustainable
course in many areas, and its education policies were
no exception. There was a schools maintenance
backlog of the order of $640 million. I remember
distinctly going to Bairnsdale West Primary Schoolthe largest primary school in my electorate, with some
680 children - and seeing the run-down state of the
buildings following neglect of maintenance for a large
number of years.

the school had only one pupil left at the beginning of
this year and could not be kept open.

Today it is difficult to recognise it as the same school. It
has been refurbished, and as a result the students, staff
and others involved with the school have a changed
attitude towards it - they are proud to be part of the
school. It is a more pleasant place for students to work
and learn in and for staff members to teach in. There are
a number of schools throughout the electorate, all of
which have experienced major changes. The way the
situation has been tackled and improvements have been
brought about is a credit to both the Minister for
Education and his predecessor.

There has been enonnous change and improvement in
the delivery of health services right across Victoria..
The Baimsdale Regional Health Service has revitalised
the hospital facility in Baimsdale, which services a
large area and is pivotal in delivering an efficient health
service to the area. I do not have the figures in front of
me but I estimate that probably in excess of$6 million
has been spent at that hospital during the past
five years.

I may have mentioned previously that probably
throughout the years of the Cain-Kimer government the
Paynesville Primary School was on the replacement
list, yet nothing was ever achieved. I am delighted to
report that a new school is presently under construction
and that the pupils will move in later this year. It will be
a much improved facility. The old school needed a vast
amount of work and was not up to being repaired. As
happens with old cars, sometimes buildings get to a
point when it is no longer worth spending more money
on them.
The old school was also on a confmed block and had
insufficient space. The town has grown over the past
couple of decades and has become not only a popular
holiday destination but also a very popular place for
people to live permanently. Paynesville now has a
population of more than 2000.
A couple of days ago the shadow minister for education
and training talked about school closures and
mentioned the Dargo Primary School in my electorate.
What he said was a careless treatment of the truth and I
would like to set the record straight. He implied that
when the attendance fell below the required number it
was closed by a ruthless department that cared not at all
for either the students or the school community.
The truth is that during the last months of last year the
school was down to one permanent and two part-time
students. The department kept the school open for the
duration of that year and was prepared to do a review at
the beginning of the 1998 school year. Unfortunately

During last year it was not uncommon for the school to
have more staff than students. For the shadow minister
to allege that the government does not care about
education, neglects or forgets isolated areas or does not
look after small schools is completely wrong. Dargo
Primary School is an excellent example of that.

A little more than 100 kilometres further east, the
hospital at Orbost has a multi-care campus that offers
all the various health services delivered by government.
A large amount has been spent in refurbishing the old
building, and $3.5 million has been spent to ensure that
Orbost does not lack a health service that any
community could be proud of.
The honourable member for Mill Park talked about the
closure of hospitals, mentioning the Preston and
Northcote Community Hospital. I would like to talk
about the Latrobe Valley Regional Hospital because it
is in a similar situation to hospitals in other areas. The
ALP has campaigned vigorously in central Gippsland
to denounce the building of a new hospital in the
Latrobe Valley that will result in the closure of the old
Traralgon and Moe hospitals. However, the new
Latrobe Valley Regional Hospital, which is three parts
constructed and which will provide far better health
facilities, will be approximately midway between
Traralgon and Moe.
With one good modem facility it is possible not only to
justify the technical equipment, the rooms and the
various items that are needed but also to attract highly
qualified people to the area, which is what it is all about
in the Latrobe Valley.
The Latrobe Valley will have a far better health service
in the near future when the new hospital opens because
it will not only have better facilities and a more modem
building but will attract the best specialists from
Melbourne and other areas.
That is very important for Gippslanders. People who
currently need to travel to Melbourne for complex
operations will now be able to go to the new Latrobe
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Valley hospital. It is certainly not a step backward; it is
a step fOlward in the delivery of better health services.
It is part of the plan of this government in the Latrobe
Valley, and Gippsland residents are the winners
because of it.
The Mitchell River is central to issues that are
important to the electorate I represent. It is the largest
river in Gippsland, the largest untapped river in Victoria
and the provider of a rich and fertile valley along the
Mitchell River flat. There is a great deal of horticulture
and dairying in that area. Vegetables grown for direct
export include asparagus, broccoli and carrots which
are exported by air freight to Japan. For the local
market the area produces brassica crops such as
cabbages and cauliflowers, beans, corn and a whole
range of other crops too numerous to mention.
In 1983 when the previous Labor government came to

power it stopped the construction of a dam on which
work had already commenced. The dam was to be
constructed on the Mitchell River at Angus Vale and
would have provided some security of water supply to
the industries on the river. I hope some day that project
will start up again because there is potential to create
another Goulburn Valley if a large enough scheme
were undertaken. The area between Stratford and
Bairnsdale and between the Avon and Mitchell
rivers, which would amount to tens of thousands of
hectares, could be made into an irrigation area and
turned over to high-value horticulture crops rather than
being used to raise dryland merino sheep and beef
cattle. I believe there is a great opportunity for such a
project to go ahead in the future, but first we need to
ensure better security for investors in the vegetable
growing industry and other industries in the valley and
to promote employment and general growth in the
region.
The government has taken significant steps in regional
and rural Victoria to improve the quality of water. The
minister has given a commitment that by the year 200 1
the vast majority of water supplies in country Victoria
will be up to World Health Organisation standards. Not
many people realise that in 1992 when the coalition
came to government a considerable number of
communities did not have water supplies that met
standard WHO requirements. This meant that many
people in country Victoria were drinking substandard
water and that sewage effluent was not being properly
disposed of.
I congratulate the government on having recently
allocated $400 million to country Victoria towards
providing effluent disposal works and better quality
water for country Victorians. In the East Gippsland
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electorate some $17 million has been allocated to
provide better sewage disposal and better water
supplies to many ofthe small towns that need it. Omeo
is a case in point. I recall vividly on many occasions
when staying in Omeo seeing a sign in the motel saying
something like, 'Please do not drink the water' or
'Please boil the water before drinking'. That sign no
longer exists in the motel or at the various overnight
places in Moe because the water supply has been fixed.
Together with East Gippsland Water the government
provided some $3.5 million, an amount that a small
community could never raise for itself, but there was a
determination to ensure that this small community
would have the best possible standard of water. A new
water supply was found in Butchers Creek and a new
processing, filtration and treatment plant was put in.
The happy result is that Omeo now has a water supply
that is second to none and it can look forward to
attracting further investment and so have stronger
confidence in its future.
Omeo now also has a new sewerage scheme. Omeo is
north of the Great Dividing Range, and if the watershed
goes north the vital headwaters of the Murray River
will not be mixed with insufficiently treated sewage.
Mallacoota, a town at the extreme end of my electorate,
has a population of about 1000. Anyone who is
fortunate enough to have been there will know that it is
a very attractive place. The water supply there was also
of insufficiently high standard, but about $1.5 million
later the townspeople now have a new and better
quality water supply. No longer does water the colour
of weak tea come out when a tap is turned on.
The water is now crystal clear and of the best quality.
That will be very important for Mallacoota's further
development because it is not only a popular tourist
destination but also an important centre for the
processing of food for export - of course, we cannot
afford to have our food processing industries using
substandard water to wash the food.
Orbost is about to undertake a similar transfonnation of
its water supply. East Gippsland Water is working on
the scheme so that the Orbost water supply can also be
upgraded. It is important to realise this is often one of
the more difficult tasks to be undertaken and many
people in the wider community do not appreciate the
water quality. In fact, most people do not even think
about the quality of the water they and their families
consume every day, so long as it looks reasonably clear
when it comes out of the tap and the price does not
increase. It is time that governments of all persuasions
across Australia tackled these issues, as the Victorian
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government has done. We now have the best standard
water anywhere in Australia.

government, and I congratulate the government on its
efforts.

It is important to note the improvements in the road
system in country Victoria over the past five years,
particularly in my electorate. The Princes Highway is
the vital arterial road that links Canberra, Sydney and
Melbourne to areas in my electorate. Therefore it is the
main artery where the heaviest traffic flows occur. Over
the past five years the road system has been
dramatically improVed and there has been a further fall
in the road toll. There is a direct relationship between
the road toll and road safety and the quality of the
roads.

Ms CAMPBELL (pascoe Vale) - I congratulate
the Governor and Lady Gobbo on their appointment to
their auspicious positions in this state. I congratulate
them on behalf of many Victorians for their hospitality
and the gracious manner in which they have performed
their duties. I also congratulate the Governor on
keeping a straight face when he read his address last
Tuesday.

Many new bridges have been constructed in the area.
They are a key issue in East Gippsland. The shire has a
large area of unrateable land and has financial difficulty
in maintaining all its bridges. I congratulate the
Minister for Roads and Ports for helping to address the
issue. He has realised the need for government
recognition of areas where there is heavy logging traffic
and an inadequate number of rateable properties. This
government has done that.
In particular, a number of bridges that are vital to the
whole road system in East Gippsland have been
replaced in recent years. There is an old saying that if
the road is full of potholes traffic can still get along, but
if the bridge falls down everything stops. However,
members of the general public give very little
recognition to the importance of bridges. Usually
motorists drive across them in a few seconds, so the
average person does not think twice about the bridges.
However, they are expensive infrastructure. There are
many old bridges across Victoria, particularly in East
Gippsland. It covers a huge mountainous area in
reasonably high rainfall country, so it has many rivers
that need to be bridged, and the shire has many bridges
to maintain.

Over the years it has been attractive for governments to
seal a few miles of road rather than replacing a bridge,
which represents a very short section, because people
can appreciate a new stretch of road. So long as people
can get over a bridge they do not really think about its
condition or whether they might be able to cross it in a
year's time.
Midway through its second term in office the
government is well on the way to where it wants to be
in setting this state right. I know opposition members
appreciate that point, even though they feel obliged to
say otherwise. There will be more reforms in the next
couple of years, the remainder of this term of

I attended the opening of the second session of the
53rd Parliament and was left wondering why we
needed to spend so much money on the pomp,
ceremony and grandeur for the opening when the
Premier used that occasion to tell us he wished to set a
new direction and that he was now warm and cuddly
and wanted to look after Victorians. Words are cheap,
but the pomp, ceremony and grandeur of that day were
not.
If the Premier wanted to show he had a different view
of government or display to the Victorian community
how his government had changed direction he could
have done that simply by introducing into Parliament
legislation that focused on people and the needs of the
Victorian community and resurrected the true role of
government - that is, to look after Victorian citizens
and to reaffIrm there are citizens in Victoria and not just
customers of this state. Actions speak louder than
words and Victorians need deeds, not words, from the
Premier.
I shall nominate just one area where I believe the
Premier should have shown the way his government
was redirecting its attention to the citizens of Victoria. I
speak of family services. Every family in this state has a
fundamental right to live with dignity and to be
provided with decent services. Victorians require basic
standards for their health, community services, jobs and
education. Those things should be readily available.
People should not have to beg for the means they need
to live with the government's support.
In contrast to the coalition, Labor puts the needs of
families as a top priority. Families in Victoria are
neglected and alienated by the Kennett government.
The particular area that I shall focus on is early
intervention, which is a service provided - or that
should be provided - for all Victorian children aged 0
to 6 years who have a disability. They are children who
have autism, cerebral palsy, cystic fibrosis or Down
syndrome. They and their families need the support of
early intervention services, which this government has
failed miserably to provide.

ADJOURNMENT

Tuesday, 24 February 1998

ASSEMBLY

In the past couple of weeks I have had the experience of
ringing around the state's early intervention services to
detennine where a family that came into my office
could access services. They needed early intervention
because their four-year-old child suffers severe autism.
He requires speech therapy, educational support and
special skills that would be taught in an early
intervention program. The family could not get those
services anywhere in Melbourne's north, and they were
in diabolical straits. When their son was diagnosed with
autism they had to wait nine months for access to the
Broad Insight Group in Broadmeadows.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER - Order! Under sessional orders
the time for the adjournment of the house has now
arrived.

Sports betting inquiry
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) - I raise
with the Minister for Sport the ongoing bungling by his
office of the govemment inquiry into sports betting.
About 12 months ago the minister established a
three-member panel to investigate all aspects of sports
betting in Victoria. The main aim of the inquiry was to
make the state service providers more competitive in
offering sports betting services.
Sports betting is a growing industry in Victoria. The
government is losing considerable revenue to Vanuatu
and the Northern Territory rather than having
Victorians' betting dollars stay in this state.

In October last year the panel handed its report to the
minister, but he has refused to release it. I understand
the minister is hiding behind the excuse that the
recommendations affect national competition policy
and that the report will be considered later.
The minister should certainly be aware that future
betting practices hinge on the report. His continuing
procrastination and indecision about sports betting in
Victoria is not doing the industry any good. Tabcorp,
sporting organisations and the Victorian Bookmakers
Association made submissions to the inquiry in good
faith. But the minister, representing a government that
says it has a can-do image, has shown that image to be
a myth. He is incapable of making a decision on sports
betting in the interests of the state. The minister must be
aware that the inquiry has cost Victorian taxpayers a
substantial amount of money and his delay means the
state is losing additional revenue.
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The government should explain the real reasons for its
delay in releasing the report. The minister should detail
to the house the cost of the inquiry and release the
report so Victorians can make up their own minds
about sports betting. The minister should tell Victorians
what has happened and not continue to let down
bookies and sporting organisations which are struggling
hard to gain revenue from sports betting. They are
losing out to companies such as National Sportsbet
which has been doing a lousy job.
Rather than being the minister for having a good time
the Minister for Sport should run his portfolio properly
and do the right thing by sporting organisations which,
in a tight funding environment, are interested in earning
revenue from sports betting - -

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

Rail: graffiti
Mr COLEMAN (Bennettswood) - I raise with the
Minister for Transport the removal of graffiti from
particularly fixed railway property. I acknowledge that
much of the graffiti present on transport vehicles some
years ago has been removed, but it has not been
removed from the fixed structures along railway lines
in my electorate and probably in other electorates.
A number of public facilities and factories bordering
the Glen Waverley railway line between Mount
Waverley and Holmesglen stations are covered by
large slabs of graffiti. It also adorns many bridges over
the railway line. The minister should consider
approaching some community service groups which, I
am sure, would be interested in participating in a
public program to remove the graffiti. Such a program
would have the same good result as occurred when the
state's rolling stock was similarly treated.
If the constant attention given to the removal of graffiti
from the rolling stock - the outcome of which is that it
is not reinfested with graffiti - were applied to the
flxed structures along the railway tracks, I am sure the
same result could be achieved.
I seek the involvement of the Minister for Transport in
removing the graffiti from and repainting the Lawrence
Road, Stephensons Road and Huntingdale Road
railway bridges in my electorate. The removal of the
graffiti would significantly enhance not only those
bridges but the general environment. I ask the minister
whether the graffiti can be removed from the fixed
structures along the railway line so that patrons can
enjoy the same improved service that has been provided
to the users of the rolling stock.
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Recycling: waste management inquiry
Ms GARBUTT (Bundoora) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management an inquiry by the honourable member for
Prahran into metropolitan waste management and
recycling.
I ask the minister to extend the March deadline of the
inquiry to allow a realistic consideration of the issues;
to produce a fully researched discussion paper with
several options and to allow informed debate and
comment on them; and to initiate a review of recycling
in rural and regional Victoria, which the inquiry does
not address.
Rumours abound that the minister has a secret agenda
and that this inquiry is a sham and a cover for the
minister's chosen option, which will suddenly emerge
after a flimsy investigation process. The honourable
member for Prahran gave the game away at a meeting
with local government bodies this month when she
said, 'The minister has the way forward'. I seek the
minister's assurance that the inquiry is genuine and that
local government in particular is not being conned. At
another meeting with local government CEOs on
10 February, the honourable member agreed to issue an
options paper. I ask the minister to hold her to that and
to extend the deadline until the release date of the
options paper.
This is an important issue for local councils and their
ratepayers. The kerbside recycling scheme is in crisis. It
now costs metropolitan local councils $25 million a
year - and the cost is rising - as recycling contractors
face further pricing cuts for recycled products. From
July this year the ACI will reduce the price of glass by
another $5 a tonne.
There is a deep mistrust of the inquiry. People are
suspicious that the minister has a business in the wings
that is waiting to be given a contract to run all the
recycling for most of Melbourne - or a large slice of
it. That would do away with the local government and
the regional waste management groups that have
developed our kerbside recycling system.
An options paper should be issued to allow discussions
of a range of options so that Melburnians will not fmd
their local recycling program suddenly handed over to
the minister's favourite big business operator. The
MAV, which supports that position, sent a letter to local
councils saying:
The March deadline is considered quite inadequate ...
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The options paper should set out the full implications of the
options which are included ... It is critical that there should be
a full and open process of discussion of the options paper with
stakeholders following its publication.

That is the process the MA V suggests. The minister
should give an undertaking that that is the process that
will be followed.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

Psychiatric services: border anomalies
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) - I ask the
Attorney-General to raise with the Minister for Health
in another place the provision of acute psychiatric
services to New South Wales residents attending
Victorian doctors. There are a number of twin towns in
northern Victoria that are separated by the Murray
River - Albury-Wodonga, Yarrawonga-Mulwala,
Cobram-Barooga, Echuca-Moama, Swan Hill and the
hinterland, and Mildura-Wentworth.

In each case the Victorian town or city is the business
and commercial centre servicing the town or district
north of the River Murray. People from New South
Wales cross the border to engage in commerce, to visit
the butcher, the baker, the supermarket and the
professions - doctors, lawyers and accountants and for services provided by the garages, builders and
plumbers. With the exception of the Albury-Wodonga
area, in most cases health services are provided by
Victoria. New South Wales residents attend Victorian
doctors and present at Victorian hospitals. That is
understandable as those New South Wales residents
shop in Victorian towns, purchase their goods and
services and attend doctors. That is fme for acute
health care because under the Medicare agreement
people can present at any hospital and not be denied
treatment; but whether the hospital is paid for that
service is another thing. Echuca Regional Health is out
of pocket to the tune of about $22 000 a year, which is
bad enough.
Mental health is the real problem - for instance, a
person may attend a doctor in the nearest town, which
in this case is Echuca. Last week a patient presented in
Echuca with an acute psychiatric episode; the patient
was attending a doctor in Echuca but was not able to be
admitted to the Bendigo psychiatric hospital. In this
case the patient had to go to either Wagga Wagga or
Albury. Both hospitals are more than 3 hours' travelling
time away and are poorly serviced by public transport,
which causes great inconvenience to family, mends and
the treating GP. I appreciate these cross-border issues
are longstanding and difficult to resolve. In this case it
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seems relatively simple: where facilities are available in
Victoria, New South Wales purchases the services from
Victoria, and vice versa. In mental health that is not
happening,

and schools of Victoria which have been so badly
neglected by the Kennett government.

I ask the Minister for Health to raise this matter with his
New South Wales counterpart at the earliest possible
opportunity with a view to resolving once and for all
this crazy situation. It causes great distress to patients,
their families and their treating doctors.

Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) - I refer the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services to
legislative changes to the operation of the Firearms Act.
Changes were implemented following the catastrophe
in Tasmania and work was undertaken by the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services to achieve an
appropriate outcome in Victoria. The minister indicated
that the provisions would be reviewed when and if
required.

Schools: Education Line
Mr ROBINS ON (Mitcham) - I raise with the
Minister for Education the gross inadequacy of the
Education Line currently being promoted through the
daily newspapers at great expense to taxpayers. I call
upon the minister to scrap the service, which is
providing taxpayers with no benefit whatsoever. The
service operates via a series of recorded messages so
that anyone looking for advice on when school tenns
start and fmish might receive that information through a
recorded message.
If people in Mitcham want advice on the realities of
education in Victoria - for example, how much
money has been ripped out of the system over the past
few years, the growth in class sizes, or even the
problems with the maintenance budget backlog - they
will not receive that information by listening to
messages. Instead, they will have to wait for an
operator to come on board. Three times last week my
office staff called the line to test how efficient it was.
After waiting 12 minutes for an operator they gave up
in frustration.
The minister supplements the information service with
other sources of advice. One of those is a press release
he issued last week after paying a very quick visit to
Mitcham - and I am pleased he has rediscovered
where Mitcham is! The press release announced an
upgrade to the Mitcham Primary School for toilets and
lighting. No dollar figure was appropriated for the
upgrade. Nonetheless, it is pleasing the minister is
following my suggestion - together with the
suggestions of other opposition members -- that
schools in Mitcharn need some attention.
Unfortunately, the minister could not quite get it right.
The press release is dated Thursday, 18 February, when
in fact last Thursday was 19 February. I suggest the
minister may need to go back to remedial classes.
While he is there he might do us all the service of
scrapping the Education Line and putting those funds
where they might do some good: into the classrooms

Firearms: registration

I wish to bring to the minister's attention the problems
experienced by many people regarding the detail - it
is a document of 15 or 16 pages - required in
applying for firearms licences. My constituents have
complained and expressed concern about this, and I
seek accurate information from the minister about
when changes will be implemented to make the act
more effective in its operation and to allow genuine
firearms owners and legitimate shooters to apply for
licences in the most appropriate manner.
I also request information on how the firearms registry
is handling the registration of firearms. Concerns have
been expressed to me over a long period about that
issue, particularly under the administration of the
previous government. If the minister provided the latest
information regarding applications for licences and the
operation of the registry system that would be of great
assistance to frreanns owners in my electorate and to
people seeking to register fireanns generally.

Parliament House: fundraising activities
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I direct a
matter to the attention of the Premier as the minister
responsible for the Audit Act. I ask that the Premier
inform the Auditor-General of the extraordinary and
illegal events which took place in Parliament House
tonight. The Auditor-General audits the accounts of the
Parliament, and the misappropriation of parliamentary
resources needs his urgent attention.
Tonight in room K a fundraising function was held in
strict contradiction to the guidelines originally issued
by the Speaker for the use of room K and other
parliamentary facilities. It was originally intended that
the rooms and gardens should not be used for
fundraising purposes. A member of the Liberal Party
tonight conducted such a function in room K. I saw an
auction for a dozen bottles of wine - -
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Mr Leigb - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I
seek your guidance. I understand the Premier has no
control over the precincts of Parliament House and that
any approach in that regard would be made by you, Sir.
I seek your advice as to whether this matter should be
addressed to you or the Premier.
Mr BATCHELOR - On the point of order,
Mr Speaker, I asked the Premier, who is responsible for
the Audit Act and not for what happens in Parliament
House, to request the Auditor-General to investigate
what is going on. The Auditor-General has the powers
of investigation and he should carry out an investigation
of the parliamentary accounts which he audits.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
is referring to guidelines as laid down by the Speaker,
but I am not sure which Speaker said that fundraising
cannot take place in room K. It is news to me!
Ifhe is raising the matter as a rule of Parliament laid
down by a Speaker of Parliament, the matter should be
raised with me. If it is a matter for which the
Auditor-General or the Premier has responsibility,
rightly he should raise it with the Premier. I fmd it hard
to understand how a matter which, as the member says,
is under my administration is under the administration
of the Premier. Therefore, I uphold the point of order.

Schools: calculators
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Education the use of
calculators in schools. Recently in the United Kingdom
calculators have been banned because it is believed
young people are not getting the opportunity of
properly using their mental gifts. I am checking with
the minister whether the situation that is occurring in
the UK, where young people are losing the ability to
use mental arithmetic, is occurring in Victoria. Over
many years in many parts of the world young people
have been using calculators and they have been denied
the opportunity of exercising their own ability to
mentally multiply, divide and so on.

Recently in the UK many subjects have been scrapped
from the compulsory education programs, particularly
in primary schools, except for those concerning
literacy and numeracy. Before the election of the
Labour government in the UK - I note that the
honourable member for Dandenong is sitting at the
table and he was in the UK when the Labour Party was
elected to government so he may be able to confmn
this for me - one of the great products of the UK
education system had been the raising of its standards.

Tuesday, 24 February 1998

In Victoria the education system has been enhanced by
many of the measures brought in by the coalition
government. One of those has been to improve the
ability of young people to use their own talents,
imagination and ability to do mental arithmetic. I
suggest that the minister examine the use of calculators
in primary schools because if calculators were banned
as they have been in the UK our young people would
be obliged to use their own mental ability and other
fonns of mathematical assessment to do their
calculations.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

Rail: Lara boom gates
Mr LONEY (Geelong North) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Transport the operation of
the boom gates at the railway crossing at Lara. Last
Sunday at around 4.00 p.m. the boom gates came down,
the lights started flashing and the bells started ringing,
and that is how they remained for about an hour.
During that time a huge amount of traffic lined up
behind the gates. People started to drive across the
railway crossing while the boom gates were lowered,
and during that time three or four trains went through
the crossing. It was a dangerous practice.

Local residents tell me that this is not an uncommon
occurrence at the crossing and that has been confirmed
today in checks with the stationmaster and Lara police.
I am informed that while it happens in waves it can be
as frequently as six or seven times a month. It seems
the problem is vandalism. Local people vandalise the
switches and the boom gates, causing them to open in
this way. Some people have discovered that if they
close the circuit that controls the switches that are
normally tripped by the trains they may stay in this
condition for some time. This is dangerous for
pedestrians and cars using this major crossing on a
busy standard gauge line that takes heavy train traffic.
I ask the minister to investigate the matter to see
whether there is some way of protecting the switches
from constant vandalism and providing protection for
trains, cars and pedestrian traffic using the crossing to
avoid an unfortunate accident and possible loss of life.

Trams: shelters
Ms BURKE (Prahran) - I direct to the attention of
the Minister for Transport the lack of tram shelters and
seats in my electorate, which is well served by the
multi-modal system of trains, trams and buses.
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I refer the minister to the corner of Kelvin Grove and
High Street, Prahran, where a large hospital which has
a number of day operations, a radiology clinic and
other services is located. Many elderly people frequent
the area and use public transport to travel to and from
the hospital. Many people attend the church on the
northern side of High Street and both areas would be
better serviced if shelters were constructed there.
Although the electorate has many bus and tram stops
some areas are more frequently used by public
transport users, and this area is an anchor point for
people who catch public transport into the city. The
southern side of the street is subject to hot northerly
winds and a shelter or cover for elderly people
frequenting that side of the street would be much
appreciated.
The area is well serviced, but I ask the minister to
examine whether shelters can be constructed on either
side of High Street, on the corner of Kelvin Grove,
which services the no. 6 tram. The community would
be protected from the rain in winter and sun in summer
and the shelters would also provide comfort to people
using the church, the hospital and the shopping centre.
People would be able to sit and enjoy the beautiful
surroundings and historic buildings of Prahran in
comfort while being protected from the sun and the
rain. I look forward to hearing the minister's response.

Old Calder Higbway-Bonfield Street
intersection
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) - I raise for the attention of the
Minister for Transport, who is the representative in this
house of the Minister for Roads and Ports, the Old
Calder Highway and Bonfield Street intersection in
Keilor.
The SPEAKER - Order! The time for raising
matters has expired.

Responses
Mr W. D. McGRA m (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - The honourable member for
Murray Valley raised a matter concerning firearm
applications. The first application form produced by the
police was extensive, comprising up to 14 pages. After
consultation with a number of people in the industry the
police reduced the form to about five pages of
information needed to ensure that all the details are
accurate.

The National Exchange on Police Information, a
national database, will have all the information on its
database when the new form is available, which will
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enable firearm owners to make their applications and
get their responses in good time.
The honourable member referred to the problems some
of his constituents are having in obtaining advice about
the processing of their applications. I suggest that he
provide me with the details of those involved and I will
have the matter examined. I am sure the difficulties can
be overcome.
The Firearms Act is working well and I hope the
amendments that have been introduced will give a
proper and sensible balance to the firearm industry. All
the changes remain within the national uniformity
guidelines that were agreed to on 10 May 1996.

Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - I thank
the honourable member for Geelong North for raising
with me a safety issue associated with the boom gates
at Lara. Local residents have raised the issue with the
police because the boom gates are being subjected to
vandalism. They are blocking traffic, and vehicles are
attempting to manoeuvre to get around them. I will take
up the issue with the Public Transport Corporation as a
matter of urgency to see what can be done.
The honourable member for Keilor sent his regards to
the Minister for Roads and Ports, and I will pass that
on.
The honourable member for Prahran raised with me the
need for a tram shelter at the corner of High Street and
Kelvin Grove in Prahran. The honourable member
represents her constituency in a caring way and puts
forward a good case for the tram shelter requirements at
that intersection. I am aware of the area and tomorrow
will raise the matter with the Public Transport
Corporation and the contractors who install tram
shelters on behalf of the corporation to see what can be
done in the near future.
The honourable member for Bennettswood raised the
matter of graffiti on railway property. Honourable
members will be aware that in 1992 when the Kennett
government came to power it put a high priority on the
removal of graffiti from the public transport system.
The program gave precedence to the removal of graffiti
from rolling stock. The proof of the program's
effectiveness can be measured every day, because it is
now rare to see graffiti on the outside of trains. It is seen
only occasionally - unfortunately, it is usually during
school holidays. There is now far less graffiti inside
trains than there was years ago. That is a tribute to the
work of the train cleaners, who have discovered a
method of removing the graffiti that eats into the plastic
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walls of Comeng trains in particular. I also paid tribute
to the fme work they do last year.

member for Bennettswood has brought to the attention
of the house.

The greater confidence of the travelling public is
reflected by the increased numbers who are using our
trains. The graffiti on rolling stock and on public
property certainly affected people's confidence. In
particular, the graffiti that covered the outside of trains
sent a clear signal that the Public Transport Corporation
and the government were not in control of the system
and that the hoons, galahs and vandals were. The 4 per
cent increase in patronage each year for the past three
years shows that when problems are attacked properly
and a government is determined to improve things,
people will come back to the system. Safety, reliability
and cleanliness are important factors. The elimination
of graffiti has been one of the many public transport
success stories of the government.

Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - The honourable member for
Bundoora raised the matter of kerbside recycling and
the involvement of the honourable member for Prahran
as chairperson of a review I instigated following
complaints and concerns raised by local government
about stresses in the kerbside recycling program,
primarily because of the decline in prices for the buying
back of recyclable products.

The honourable member for Bennettswood raised the
issue of graffiti on railway bridges and fixed structures
along the lines. In particular, he drew my attention to
the railway bridge at Mount Waverley. I would be more
than happy to inspect that railway bridge and the rest of
the fixed structures along the line with the honourable
member to see what can be done.
Surprisingly, it is more difficult to eliminate or control
graffiti on fixed structures than on rolling stock, but we
will address the issue. Much of the graffiti on fixed
structures along railway lines is not on public transport
property but on adjoining private property, which takes
it completely out of the hands of the PTe. However, I
will be happy to have a look at the bridges and other
fixed structures in the railway's preserve with the
honourable member.
I thank the honourable member for Bennettswood for
raising the issue because it needs to be addressed not
only by the government and the Public Transport
Corporation but by local community groups. If local
communities start to take pride in their local railway
stations and the railway property that runs through their
communities, something effective will occur. But if it is
left to the PTC and the government to address the issue,
I point out that we cannot be there all the time. Local
communities can do something about the problem.
I encourage community groups throughout the
metropolitan area to take a greater interest in railway
property than they have in the past. The stationeers
program is one instance of local community groups
doing just that - and I encourage people to extend that
interest to the land around railway lines. If local
community groups get fired up about it, I am sure we
will be able to address the problem the honourable

In part the problem is the result of the remarkable
success of the program of recycling in Melbourne. To
a certain degree we are the victims of our own success.
Recent research shows that approximately 80 per cent
of Melbourne householders are now recycling their
paper, plastic and glass goods, and are running proper
recycling programs. However, because of increases in
the number of products available the difficulty has
arisen that supply exceeds the demand.

The demand side of the program has been affected by
the Asian meltdown and the inability of some Asian
markets either to continue to take the products,
especially paper products, or to provide appropriate
letters of credit to enable the recyclers to on-sell surplus
paper products. As the honourable member for
Bundoora noted, it is of concern that ACI has been
reducing its buyback price for glass, and some of the
big PET and plastic manufacturers are similarly
squeezing prices for taking back these products. It is a
complex problem.
Matters that are beyond argument include the necessity
to fmd a process that will enable ordinary householders
to continue with their recycling programs.
Householders are committed to recycling, and it is a
vital part of the whole environmental program. The
problem is being addressed at a number of levels,
including the national level. Through the ANZEC
meeting state ministers, the Australian and New
Zealand environment ministers and the National
Environment Protection Council are considering the
matter from a national perspective.
The New South Wales minister, Pam Allen, and I met
in Melbourne two or three weeks ago to address what
leadership roles we could both take to expedite
outcomes from various task forces and groups set up at
a national level. I have been particularly delighted that
the Minister for Planning and Local Government and I
have been able to call on the honourable member for
Prahran, Leonie Burke, to look at ways of improving
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the efficiency and effectiveness of the local government
kerbside program in metropolitan Melboume.
As honourable members would know, Leonie Burke is
one of the best qualified persons we could have to do
this review because she knows local government well.
Some years back she headed the Local Government
Board and certainly has the regard, respect and full
confidence of people in local govemment at both
council and officer level.
I have received a number of letters of congratulation, as
has the Minister for Planning and Local Govemment,
for taking the initiative of setting up this review and
appointing Leonie Burke to chair it. She is working
with representatives from the EP A and Ecorecycle,
officers of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government and other persons who can assist her. She
has consulted widely with representatives of local
government, regional waste management groups and
people interested in the problems of recycling and
waste disposal.
I am confident that the outcome of the work Leonie
Burke is doing will put Victoria, with its emphasis on
Melbourne at this stage, in the forefront - The SPEAKER _. Order! I should remind the
minister that she should refer to members by their
correct titles.

Mrs TEHAN - I apologise. The honourable
member for Prahran will deliver a report that will put
Victoria, through what is happening in Melboume, in
the vanguard of reforms of a system that has many
strengths but, because of the matters I have outlined, is
not yet viable.
The process involves consultation with local
government and the community in general. A
recommendation is expected from the honourable
member for Prahran within the next four to six weeks.
There is no doubt that local government, including the
MA V, will be kept very much apprised of the work of
the honourable member.

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - The
honourable member for Mitcham raised several
matters. The first related to a help line and the second to
the date of a press release. If the honourable member
had been in this place a little longer I would call his
contribution to this debate puerile, juvenile and
irrelevant. However, I will put it down to the fact that
he is just plain new.
The government has outlined a range of areas where it
has delivered quality outcomes to the broader
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education community. The increase in education
funding that has taken place since the Cain- Kirner
years to the current year is some $351 million. That is
a 14.5 per cent increase - a real increase of6.1 per
cent - over the past five years. No matter what the
honourable member, the Labor Party or the Australian
Education Union says, that fact cannot be
denied. Those increases have taken place.
Much is made of the so-called disparity between the
traditional area of the ALP - the northern and western
suburbs - and other people. I take real pride in the fact
that the Kennett government contributes something like
$34.5 million annually to the students of
underprivileged families in both those areas and right
across the state, including regional Victoria. I know that
is a little difficult for members of the Labor Party to
understand. They have an end-of-tram-stop mentality
that does not enable them to engage the rural
community. Nonetheless many people across the state
are disadvantaged. When referring to the date of a press
release the honourable member remarked about funding
I granted recently to a school in the Mitcham electorate.
He endeavoured to suggest that I had made a new
excursion into Mitcham. The honourable member
should know that that is not the case. One of these days,
closer to an election, I might release a recent letter I
received from the honourable member for Mitcham.
The language in that letter does neither him nor the
Australian Labor Party any credit. It may well see the
light of day a little closer to an election.
The reality is that this government has taken over
following the disgraceful neglect of the Cain-Kirner
years and is currently committing $1 billion$1000 million - towards upgrading schools. The
government has done such a good job that schools that
have not quite reached the top of the list also want to be
part of it, and that is as it should be. Unlike the Labor
Party, this government will deal with those matters with
fairness, equity and justice. Its approach will not be
based on political patronage which the honourable
member opposite seeks and which his party sought to
its distinct detriment when in office.
With respect to literacy, the honourable member
suggests people have had difficulty getting through
during phone-ins. I can understand his embarrassment.
All honourable members, a substantial number of
members of the education community and increasing
numbers of the broader community understand that
literacy and numeracy standards were above the
national average in the 1970s before they crashed in the
1980s and early 1990s in the terrible Cain-Kirner years
when the trogs currently running the Australian
Education Union ran education into the ground. The
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previous Labor government had to filch - •siphon " I
think. was the word used earlier today - funds from
other areas simply to meet its daily obligation: the
payment of salaries to decent teachers who did not
deserve to be sold out. According to newspaper reports
some of the funds came from the former State
Electricity Commission.
The difference is that under this government, without
any approach from the Australian Education Union - I
know it is an embarrassment to the honourable member
and to the Labor Party and an even bigger
embarrassment to the Australian Education Union teachers have received a 15.9 per cent increase since
July 1995. That was not paid as a result of a claim by
the union but was a consequence of the government's
appreciation of the quality of service being delivered by
teachers within the Victorian education system. I do not
think there will be any problem.
Other very important issues include the $140 million
that has been provided to help students who have
special needs, something that those on this side of the
house and all caring and decent Victorians take great
pride in but those on the other side of the house obviously including the new honourable member for
Mitcham - want to pour cold water on. This is a clear
commitment. It is not a small increase but a very
significant increase in our commitment to this area,
meeting WorId Health Organisation standards to assess
students with disabilities and impairments who might
need extra funding.
It is a cruel hoax by the new member for Mitcham that

he would want to bring this matter before the house at
this late hour in a most unsavoury fashion. If he were
genuinely a new member, one might have expected it
and have said, as the honourable member for Murray
Valley has, 'He does not understand; he is new' - but
he was in fact a political apparatchik; he has worked for
the Leader of the Opposition. When the honourable
member was making his remarks earlier it was
interesting to observe that the honourable member for
Williamstown was - I have to be careful how I say
this - almost salivating at the experience of the
support that he was obtaining from the honourable
member for Mitcham. Obviously there is a very clear
link between the member for Mitcham and the member
for Williamstown.
The honourable member opposite is getting very
excited about this but the reality is that we have a very
clear link - an undermining of the Leader of the
Opposition. I can understand the member's
embarrassment about all of this but the reality is that
here is this new, juvenile, puerile little man, an
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apprentice, coming into the Parliament and pouring it
all out for us all to see on the very first day.
The government also takes pride in the way in which it
is tackling youth problems. In 1998 an additional
$16.8 million is being directed to government schools
to provide student counselling, welfare and support
services and to tackle youth service items.
I suppose next we will see the new member for
Mitcham jumping up and making a fool of himself as
comprehensively as the honourable member for
Footscray did earlier today. He is not here now. He is
never here - just like the Leader of the Opposition,
who is never here. I have to visit schools in his
electorate and I am starting to have to visit schools for
the honourable member for Mitcham as well. It is an
embarrassment for the Labor Party.
The reality is that the princely sum of $40 000 has been
retained out of all of the funds for youth suicide to
ensure that the overheads, the payroll tax and so forth,
of the administrative functions of more than $8 million
are retained. The rest of the funds are all out in the
schools.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr GUDE - He was not right at all. No, what he
said was that one-third of the funds had been siphoned.
The government and the people of Victoria know that
the Labor Party is the expert at siphoning. As I
indicated earlier, it siphoned funds from other areas of
government simply to pay teachers' salaries. What a
disgrace! Do the people of Victoria want to go back to
that? Does the honourable member for Mitcham want
to go back to that? Does he take pride in that? Stand up
and be counted because that is what you will be
measured against; that is the benchmark. Victorians
have not forgotten that the benchmark is the Guilty
Party. The benchmark is the unfunded liability in debts
that were generated by the appalling years of the
Cain-Kirner government.

Some $48.4 million is being spent to help all Victorian
government school students study a language other
than English. I can understand the honourable member
being embarrassed if people cannot have access to the
quality of that detail. Isn't it sad that every Victorian
student in our primary and secondary schools is being
given the opportunity of learning a second language?
Isn't it sad that $175 is being given for every child in
our schools undertaking a language other than English?
Wouldn't it be a shame if, having enabled students to
learn a language other than English, we further
enhanced the quality of our multi cultural society and
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made it even more tolerant and gave young people an
advantage and an opportunity for a job into the future?
It would be an absolute crying shame ifthere was not a
help line to tell the truth about that!
Isn't it a shame that the people understand that the
computer to student ratio is I to 7.5? That ratio is the
envy of the entire world and is recognised by the
leading people in information technology. It would be a
crying shame if they were enabled to know that!
Isn't it a shame that people may learn about Net Days,
and perhaps in the future the honourable member for
Mitcham might care to do as all mernbers on this side
of the house have done in helping to wire schools - -

Mr Pandazopoulos intetjected.

Mr GUDE - The honourable member for
Dandenong is talking about hot wiring. He says we are
ripping them off. I guess that hot wiring is a term he
and the ilk he moves with are familiar with. The
government is concerned about providing information
technology. The business community has committed
funds and community volunteers, including me and
other government members, are ensuring that the
schools are wired. There is nothing second-hand; it is
all brand new; all decent and above board. That is in
contrast to the Labor Party - tired, old, has-been and
irrelevant to the community.
The government considers factors such as the rate and
relationship of students staying at school. In 1997 more
than 8000 students were enrolled in vocational
education and training programs in government
secondary schools. Of the 1996 vocational education
and training school graduates, 95 per cent had the
opportunity for further education, training and
employment.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr GUDE - Again, the knockers whine, carp,
whinge and moan. The negativism of the yabbering
jackals of the Labor Party is evident at the table.
Because of the very high rate of youth unemployment I
should have thought all Victorians would be proud of
the changes that have taken place as a direct result of
vocational education and training programs in our
schools.
A total of 95 per cent of those kids will be able to go
on to tertiary education, to university. Some ofthern
would and some of them would not otherwise have
done so. Only yesterday I attended a meeting of people
from outside the Department of Education who are
working with government - it is a bit strange for you
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guys, I know that - to assist gifted students. A point
they made to me of which I was not totally aware until
yesterday was the number of gifted students in this
program who are seeing the advantage of vocational
education and training, and of course the kids then find
their way into permanent jobs.
I should have thought the Labor Party and even the new
member for Mitcham would want to celebrate that
outstanding result - 95 per cent of students have the
opportunity for further education, training and
employment.
As I indicated earlier, the rate of pay for teachers is
15.9 per cent above what it was in 1995, with a starting
rate that is above the rates that apply to other
professional graduates. I know the members of the
Labor Party are embarrassed by the fact that the
government has been employing more than 1000 new
university graduates in our schools. Isn't it a shame,
something to be embarrassed about, that we have given
jobs in government schools to young kids coming from
our universities? Isn't it a shame that government
schools have more kids in them now and are growing,
unlike the situation during the Labor years? These are
the sorts of things that the public in Victoria is
becoming aware of; these are the sorts of things that the
facts line is all about.
The new juvenile member for Mitcham would do well
to sit down, close the mouth, open the ears and spend a
bit of time listening and seeing what happens in this
place. Might I suggest, lad, you do the same thing in
your own electorate before you rush around continuing
to make a fool of yourself

In my enthusiasm and worry that we have gone beyond
11 o'clock and it might cost Parliament, I neglected the
third answer. The honourable mernber for Glen
Waverley, in his normal caring and considerate way,
raised a question of broader education which related to
the issue of numeracy. The honourable member was
concerned, as I recall, about the way calculators are
used in schools and that their use may prevent young
people from gaining appropriate arithmetical
understanding.
The honourable member points to developments in the
United Kingdom. I am not sure that is going in the right
direction. The developments in education in Victoria
and indeed in Australia have been good. A look at the
Australian Council of Education Research results in the
numeracy area showed that the result for Victoria was
high in the 1970s, crashed in the Cain and Kimer years
and is again back up and doing quite well. It can always
improve, but there is much to be proud of.
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A part of the learning assessment program was to test
the whole population in years 3 and 5. The government
is currently benchmark testing years 7 and 9 on a pilot
basis. One of the things that have come out of that
undertaking of which all Victorians should be proud,
and certainly I am, is the Keys to Life literacy program.
We have also detected a need in the numeracy area and
the people who are part of that unit are currently
developing this year, for commencement next calendar
year, some work in numeracy for youngsters who fall
behind in that area.
The contribution from the honourable member for
Glen Waverley was a very thoughtful one, as I might
expect from him. I will certainly have a look at the
matter he raised and if there is anything that can be
done to further enhance the quality and outcomes of
education, particularly the futures of young Victorians,
I will not hesitate to do it.. I thank the honourable
member for his contribution.

Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - The honourable member for
Rodney raised with me, in my capacity as the
representative in this place of the Minister for Health,
the provision of acute psychiatric services in towns
along the River Murray where there are major health
services on the Victorian side of the border and
potential clients on the New South Wales side. I
recollect that arrangements were made in the
Albury-Wodonga situation. Similar negotiations could
be held on a broader scale with New South Wales to
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assist those who live along the River Murray.
It is important that we put the interests of people first
and provide the services that meet people's needs in
their own communities. If that can be achieved by
negotiating with the New South Wales government so
that people from, say, the Moama region can access
acute psychiatric services in Echuca, for example, we
should try to make those arrangements. However, it is
important that the Victorian hospital and health system
receive adequate financial recompense from the New
South Wales government to ensure the services are
provided at an appropriate cost to the state of origin of
the people accessing the service.
I shall take up with the Minister for Health the serious
issue raised by the honourable member for Rodney, and
I am sure the minister will pursue negotiations with his
counterpart in New South Wales.
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - The honourable
member for Dandenong raised for the attention of the
Minister for Sport his belief that a report on sports
betting has been prepared and suggested there was
some delay in its release. He further suggested the delay
was somehow related to competition policy. I cannot
assist the honourable member in this matter, but I shall
pass on his concerns to the Minister for Sport.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house stands
adjourned until next day.
House adjourned 11.07 p.m.

PETITIONS
Wednesday, 25 February 1998
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The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) took the chair at
10.05 a.m. and read the prayer.

the restrictions on who may own dental practices
be maintained.
And your petitioners. as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr J. F. McGrath (271 signatures)

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

Laid on table.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable member
for Mildura be considered next day on motion of
Mr SAVAGE (MiIdura).

National Gallery water wall
PAPER

To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly In Parliament assembled:

Laid on table by Clerk:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth that the water wall at the National Gallery of
Victoria entrance is a Victorian icon and enjoys the
recognition of all gallery users. Your petitioners. therefore
pray that the water wall should be retained in any redesign of
the National Gallery ofYictoria
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mrs Maddigan (32 signatures)

Schools: nursing program
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 believe that the school nursing
program provides an effective and efficient means of
monitoring the health of children within Victorian primary
schools.
We oppose the abolition or reduction of the school nursing
program in the primary schools of Y ictoria
Your petitioners therefore pray that the school nursing
program is retamed in all primary schools in Victoria
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Savage (178 signatures)

Dental Practice Bill
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petitIOn of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth that the Dental Practice Bill 1998 has the
potential to undermine the high ethical and professional
standards required of dental care by removing the restrictions
on who may practise in the provision of dental services to the
community.
Your petitioners therefore pray that:
dental surgery or medicine be regulated to ensure
that only qualified and registered dental operatives
be allowed to practice; and

National Crime Authority - Report for the year 1996-97
(together with comments made on the Report by the
Inter-Governmental Committee).

AUDIT AND WORK COVER LEGISLATION
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) move:

I

That this house calls on the Kennett government to
immediately introduce legislation to repeal the provisions put
in place by the Audit (Amendment) Act 1997 and the
Accident Compensation (Miscellaneous Amendment)
Act 1997 as a result of the people of Mitcham voting
overwhelmingly against the government's attacks on the
independence of the Auditor-General and the legal rights of
injured workers as evidenced by the massive 15.8 per cent
swing against the Kennett government in the Mitcham
by-election and the Premier's claims that he will be less
arrogant and more consultative and listen to views of ordinary
Victorians.

The motion is essentially about Mitcham and how the
Premier lost the Mitcham by-election, but as I entered
the house today I heard on the radio that Victoria has
lost something else: next year the AFL Brownlow
Medal will be presented in Sydney!
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr BRUMBY - It has been announced.
Melbourne is getting the tiddlywinks championship but
Sydney is getting the Brownlow Medal count! Unless
the government does something about it, we will lose
the AFL Grand Final in 2001. Melbourne is the home
of AFL football and the count for and awarding of the
Brownlow Medal is a Melbourne tradition. The count
to decide the winner of that famous medal must be held
in Melbourne. The announcement will be made in
Sydney today by the Premier of New South Wales and
Wayne lackson of the AFL. Among other things, we
have lost the Australian Film Institute awards to
Sydney; we have lost the open - -
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Mr Finn intetjected.
Mr BRL'MBY Age.

You wouldn't! Look at today's

Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Tullamarine is interjecting out of his place, and the
minister is being - Mrs Peulich intetjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Bentleigh.
Mr BRUMBY - We are having a spirited debate! I
will not respond to the intetjections from the
honourable member for Tullamarine, other than to say
that he is not telling Parliament and his voters that as
soon as he can get rid of Tom Reynolds he will jump
ship and move to Gisbome!

The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition, on the motion.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr BRUMBY - The honourable member for
Wimmera has come back into the house.
Yesterday - -

The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition, on the motion.
Mr W. D. McGrath intetjected.
Mr BRUMBY - Billy, if I were you, I wouldn't be
buying too many suits.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order!
Mr W. D. McGrath intetjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will remain
silent when the Chair is on his feet. The Leader of the
Opposition should come back to the motion and get on
with the serious business of Parliament.
Mr BRUMBY - I am endeavouring to return to
the motion, but I am being provoked by the honourable
member for Wimmera.

The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has done that bit. I ask him to come back to
the motion.
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Mrs Peulich intetjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the honourable
member for Bentleigh to cease intetjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - I wonder how many others will
jump seats! The Mitcham by-election was a referendum
on the Premier's leadership style and on his failure to
deliver jobs, his failures in health and education, his
changes to Workcover and his attacks on the
independence of the Auditor-General. The people of
Mitcham sent the Premier an almighty message about
all those issues. There is no doubt that the Premier's
leadership style is on the nose in Mitcham.
Yesterday it was obvious that someone else is calling
the shots. We heard the Premier's announcement about
the honourable member for Wimmera; we heard about
the embarrassing backdown on the taxation cut for the
high-rollers at Crown Casino; and we heard him
announce that he was dumping his good friend
Mr Atkinson as the Parliamentary Secretary for
Planning and Local Government.
Despite all the new advertising agency-inspired rhetoric
in the Governor's speech about social advances, the
Premier has not learned anything from Mitcham. He
has not changed his spots in any way; he is as arrogant
as ever. Ifhe had listened to the people ofMitcham and
ifhe had changed his spots he would be repealing the
changes to the Audit Act and restoring common-law
rights for injured workers. Instead, since the Mitcham
by-election - -

Mrs Peulich - They are not issues anymore.
Mr BRUMBY thelocal--

I will come to that. I note that in

Mrs Peulich intetjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! I have twice asked the
honourable member for Bentleigh to cease intetjecting.
I think she needs a cup of coffee.
Mr BRUMBY - I note the intetjection of the
honourable member for both Bentleigh and local
newspapers, who believes the changes to the
Auditor-General's role and the removal of
common-law rights for injured workers are 'not issues
anymore'. I am sure all the injured workers in her
electorate, as well as all the small-l liberals who are
concerned about the independence of the
Auditor-General, will be interested to read her
comments.
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Since the Mitcham by-election the Kennett
government has sidelined the Auditor-General even
further; and having got rid of common-law rights for
injured workers, it is now planning to privatise
Workcover.

Mr Finn intetjected.
Mr BRUMBY - Do you know where they all are?
They are all asking McNamara about - Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Tullamarine.

Mr BRUMBY - They are all asking whether this
larne-duck minister will continue to quack, quack,
quack.
Mr Finn intetjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! If the honourable
member for Tullamarine does not wish to incur the
Speaker's wrath he should go back to his place and
cease interjecting across the chamber, which I remind
him is disorderly - particularly his references to the
Leader of the Opposition as 'John'. Otherwise, he will
go right out of the chamber.
Mr BRUMBY - I will refer to some of the media
commentary after the 16 per cent swing in the Mitcham
by-election, one of the largest in Australian history. As
Malcolm Mackerras pointed out in the Australian of
15 December, no Premier or Prime Minister has ever
recovered to be re-elected after a by-election swing of
that size. Malcolm Mackerras also said:
Is Kennett on the way to oblivion? A wise leader takes note of
a reverse like this. Not Kennen. He cannot see that he could
possibly have ever done anything wrong.

The Australian of the same day also contains articles
under the headlines' Voters turn on the bullyboy
Premier' and 'Voters call Kennett to account'. The first
article states in part:
One MP said the Premier needed better advice. 'He's got a
sycophant cabinet and he has lost some good advisers.
Somebody needs to tell him to pull his head in'.

Under the heading 'Mitcham massacre holds lesson for
PM' another story in the Australian of the same day
states:
.. , Liberal research carried out in the lead-up to the by-election
showed the expected backlash was due to one factor - and
one factor only: the arrogance of the Premier.
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Under the heading 'Pescott warns on protest vote', an
article in the Herald Sun of 15 December last year
reports what Mr Pescott said, which is most
interesting:
The former minister said unless the Premier consulted more
and backed down on curbing the Auditor-General's powers
and removing injured workers' common-law rights he could
pay a much higher price.
'I felt all along that voters, in the end, would come back to the
government and the two-party preferred margin would be
around 8 per cent', Mr Pescott said yesterday. 'But 16.2 per
cent ... the sheer depth of the swing means unless he changes
in these areas it is going to be a difficult general election ...
The Mitcharn MP also accused Mr Kennett of hijacking the
Liberal Party, running a bad government and breaking his
contract with Victorians.

The editorial in the Australian of the same day states:
... Mitcharn represents disenchantment with Mr Kennett's
arrogant style and the failure of the Victorian Liberal Party to
carry even its own supporters on the contentious issue of
diminishing the Office of the Auditor-General. The ALP
capitalised also on the Kennett government's insistence on
removing the common-law rights of injured workers to sue
negligent employers.

Under the heading 'Slap in the face for Kennett' an
article in the Sunday Herald Sun of 14 December 1997
states:
Labor easily won yesterday's Mitcharn by-election in a
stunning rebuke to the state government over Workcover,
school closures and hospital cuts ...
Sunday Herald Sun reporters at polling booths were startled

by the depth of the anti-Kennett sentiments expressed by
voters.
There were strong indications they were te\1ing him Victoria
was unhappy with school closures, cuts to the health budget
and Victoria's casino culture.

In an article in the Age of 15 December under the
heading 'MPs point to compo, auditor as faults' the
honourable member for Knox, Mr Lupton - I do not
know whether he is in the chamber - is reported as
saying:
... the government's decisions were sound but it had
mishandled the Auditor-General and Workcover debate by
not marketing the legislation properly.
'There is unrest and unhappiness because of the way the
Auditor-General and Workcover situation has been handled',
Mr Lupton said ...
Asked ifhe was happy with Mr Kennett's leadership style,
Mr Lupton said: 'I'd do it a different way.'

Under the heading 'Drubbing tells Libs to listen' an
article in the Australian of 16 December states:
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A former Kennett government minister has conceded the
government must listen more and improve its communication
skills after Labor's landslide win in the Mitcham by-election.

The honourable member for Bendigo East, Michael
John, admitted the result was bad:
'We do need to communicate better in the community, We
need to listen more and explain more (of the government's
achievements),' Mr 10hn, now a backbencher, told his local
paper on Sunday.

The Deputy Premier, Pat McNamara, said he did not
believe the swing would be repeated. He said:
'Ofthe nine National Party MPs in the lower house, three
wouldn't survive and I'd be one of them ... but I think you can
virtually cut by half a general by-election vote.

If the swing was 15.8 per cent in the by-election,
according to the Deputy Premier the swing would be
around 8 per cent in a general election, which would
devastate government members in most seats.
Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - Yes, we could go through the
rollcall. The Age of 16 December states:
Another prominent backbencher, Mr Victor Perton-

said'I am not interested in having a crack at the Premier or his
style-

and that would be a first for Victor! but I just think we as a party really have to give the
impression that we are listening and talking ... There is no
doubt that we lost Liberal votes as a result of their perceptions
of the Auditor-General debate'.

And I have dozens more quotes. The independent
report by Monash University, which analysed the
Mitcham result, is fascinating. The report headed
'Monash University Politics Department Mitcham
By-election Project Survey' reveals that of 585 people
in the Mitcham electorate a massive 53 per cent
strongly disapproved of the Kennett government's
decision to change the way in which the Office of the
Auditor-General operates.
A Workcover survey was undertaken. The results
recorded that 49 per cent strongly disapproved and
21 per cent disapproved of the government's changes to
and handling of the workers compensation system;
46.9 per cent strongly disapproved and 31.5 per cent
disapproved of the way gambling has been encouraged
in Victoria; 28.9 per cent strongly disapproVed and
28.2 per cent disapproVed of the handling of planning
decisions in the City of White horse by the Minister for
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Planning and Local Government. The survey by
Monash University shows widespread disenchantment
with the Kennett government.
I return to the issue of the Auditor-General which is
immediately before the house. Since the Mitcham
by-election there has been no change in attitude by the
Kennett government. I should have thought a
government that was in touch with and listening to the
people ofMitcham would have moved to repeal the
Audit Act or to strengthen the role of the
Auditor-General, but the opposite has occurred. The
Auditor-General has been sidelined even further.
Having abolished common-law rights for injured
workers the government now plans to privatise
Workcover operations.
I will deal with the Auditor-General and the issue of
credit cards, a matter that should be properly
investigated. The credit card issue will clearly illustrate
the extent to which the independence of the
Auditor-General has been nobbled. On 14 January this
year, after documents were released to the opposition
under freedom of information, the shadow Minister for
Gaming and shadow Attorney-General, Mr Hulls the honourable member for Niddrie - wrote to the
Auditor-General asking him immediately to investigate
any breaches of government guidelines concerning the
use of corporate credit cards. I will not read all of the
letter as there has been some publicity about it. On
15 January the Auditor-General replied. In summary he
said that having carefully considered the honourable
member's letter he believed the issue ofthe use of
corporate credit cards should be referred to the
Parliament's Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
for its consideration.
Although opposition members were at work through
January after the holiday recess they had to wait for
everyone else to come back! When members of the
government returned to work in February the
opposition wrote to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee requesting that it take up the advice of the
Auditor-General that the matter be referred to the
PAEC for consideration. The PAEC, chaired by Mr Bill
Forwood, met on 13 February and rejected the motion
moved by the shadow minister for an inquiry into credit
card use. The house may think that would be the end of
the matter- there had been an Auditor-General's
inquiry into credit cards and a lot of issues raised
publicly and in the Parliament.
The shadow minister had written to the
Auditor-General suggesting further inquiries were
warranted. The Auditor-General wrote back to
Mr Hulls stating the matter should be properly

AUDIT AND WORKCOVER LEGISLAnON

Wednesday, 25 February 1998

ASSEMBLY

examined by the P AEC. Mr Hulls took the matter to the
PAEC; and the committee, using its government
numbers, knocked it on the head, so there was no
inquiry. I am not sure whether government
backbenchers are aware of this, but yesterday the
Premier rewarded Mr FOIWood for his loyalty, for
doing his dirty work by shielding him from a credit
card inquiry and from the scrutiny of the Parliament, by
appointing him parliamentary secretary to the Premier.

Mr Thwaites - This is a pay-oiP.
Mr BRUMBY - I do not know whether there is
any other way to interpret it. The chairman of a
committee that covered the Premier's back and refused
any inquiry into credit cards and any possible
investigation into the Auditor-General and into the
attacks the Premier made on the Auditor-General has
now been appointed a parliamentary secretary. It is a
pay-off; the biggest turnaround in political history.
But there is a more serious issue here. Think about the
way Parliament works and the importance of the
separation of Parliament from the executive. We now
have a member of Parliament, a chairman of a
parliamentary committee, whose role is to scrutinise
the activities of the executive and of the government
and after 1 July this year refer work or inquiries to the
Auditor-General. The position must be a parliamentary
position accountable to the Parliament, reporting to the
Parliament through Mr Speaker.
The Public Accounts and Estimates Committee is the
most important parliamentary committee there is; it is
the committee that scrutinises the activities of the
executive. Yesterday the chairman of that committee
was appointed by the Premier as the Premier's own
parliamentary secretary. Imagine a day's work for
Mr FOIWood. He will now have the use of a car and
driver for official purposes because he is a
parliamentary secretary. He will rock into work around
9.00 a.m. and the fIrst thing he will do is to speak to the
Premier to receive his instructions for the day. In the
afternoon he will attend the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, of which he is the chairman,
where he is meant to be scrutinising the Premier and
things such as credit cards and the executive. Whose
line will Mr Forwood take? The Parliament's? Will he
represent the parliamentary interests in this place, or
will he be the voice of the Premier? Of course, he will
be there as the voice of the Premier, representing the
executive.

Mr Speaker, this is a matter that should concern you.
This is a fundamental breach of the Westminster
system. It is like appointing a minister as the chainnan
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of a parliamentary committee. Imagine the conflict of
interest and the conflict between the executive and the
parliamentary committee system.

Mr Baker intetjected.

Mr BRUMBY - He says he will not get double
pay.

Mr Thwaites - He is just getting the pay-oill
Mr BRUMBY - He is not getting double pay but
he will get the other benefits of office.
Mr Baker interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! Perhaps the Leader of
the Opposition should address the Chair rather than
addressing the caucus, which seems to be his modus
operandi at present.

Mr BRUMBY - Members of the caucus are the
ones who are most interested in issues about the
Westminster system. Unfortunately the government is
not interested in those issues or in basic conflicts of
interest.
An Honourable Member - They are just
interested in auctions in Parliament.

Mr BRUMBY - I do not know whether there
needs to be an Auditor-General's investigation into
some of the fundraising activities at Parliament House.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr BRUMBY - It is not for me to say, but I
understand some auctioning took place last night. The
normal things were not being auctioned.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr BRUMBY - That was not auctioned off I am
sure more will be heard about last night's auction plenty of stories are doing the rounds of Parliament
House. I would not want to be the person who
organised the function or did the auctioneering,
especially given the product that was being auctioned.
Perhaps that is a matter the Auditor-General could look
at.
I raise a further matter concerning the Auditor-General.
The federal Auditor-General recently announced an
inquiry into funding provided to projects across
Australia by the National Heritage Trust - the
environment fund of $1.25 billion. An analysis done
by the federal shadow minister, Mr Duncan Kerr,
reveals that 99 per cent of the program's funding has

AUDIT AND WORKCOVER LEGISLATION
226

ASSEMBLY

gone to seats held by the Liberal and National parties.
Questions have arisen about political bias in the fund's
administration and the federal Auditor-General, Mr Pat
Barrett, has launched a preliminary inquiry to check
those allegations.
As a result of changes introduced by the Kennett
government, after I July 1998 the Victorian
Auditor-General will not have the power to conduct
such an inquiry into that fund or funds such as the
Community Support Fund. After 1 July the
Auditor-General will not have the power to conduct an
inquiry into mismanagement and bias in the
administration of public moneys.
The Auditor-General has a predetermined work
schedule leading up to 1 July and after that will be
unable to undertake any inquiry of the type conducted
by the federal Auditor-General, except on reference
from the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee.
However, I cannot imagine that committee, chaired by
Mr Forwood, a member for Templestowe Province in
another place and the parliamentary secretary to the
Premier, referring the matter to the Auditor-General.
National Heritage Trust grant allocations should be
investigated because Mr Jeremy Gaylard, whom I could
describe only as a National Party stooge, is responsible
for assessing NHT grant applications in Victoria.
Mr Gaylard was responsible for a black hole of
$17.5 million at the Shire ofMoira during his time as
the chairman of commissioners. The NHT program is
being investigated by the federal Auditor-General, but
the Victorian Auditor-General will have no opportunity
to conduct an audit of the grant allocations.

Mr Gaylard has done pretty well out of the Kennett
government. He is a former mayor of Shepparton. In
December 1993 he was appointed chairman of the
Melbourne Marketing Authority. He was appointed
chairman of commissioners at the Shire ofMoira from
1994 until the democratic election of councillors
resumed in March 1997. In October 1994 he was
appointed chair of the Victorian Catchment and Land
Protection Council until it was replaced by the
Victorian Catchment Management Council in October
1997.

In mid-1995 Mr Gaylard was appointed interim
chairman of the sustainable regional development board
of the Shepparton irrigation region. In September 1996
he was appointed chairman of the catchment
management structures review working party
established by the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management. In October 1997 he was appointed to the
newly formed Victorian Catchment Management
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Council, the peak body representing the nine new
catchment management authorities. In 1997 he was also
appointed to the Victorian regional assessment panel
for the $1.25 billion National Heritage Trust. One
would have to say somebody likes this man!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - He missed out on preselection for
Shepparton, and this is the pay-off - and given the size
of the pay-off he probably did better in the end. The
options were being the member for Shepparton or
receiving the silver spoon treatment from the Kennett
government month after month, year after year of its
time in office. It was an extraordinary set of
appointments.
However, in December 1997 the independent audit
report on the Shire ofMoira for the period of
Mr Gaylard's appointment as chief commissioner was
released. The five options for an assessment of the job
he did are: a good job, a fair job, a bad job, a shocking
job or a very shocking job. I would have to go for
option five, a really shocking job!
An Honourable Member -

That is being kind.

Mr BRUMBY - It was an appalling job - an
abominable job. I am searching for appropriate
adjectives, but one would need a thesaurus to fmd the
words to describe how bad a job this person did as
chief commissioner. The result was a black hole of
$17.5 million at the Shire ofMoira. It is not possible to
fmd $17.5 million at a shire such as Moira, and as a
result the loss has crippled the council.

Mr Gaylard was subsequently appointed to head up the
Victorian regional assessment panel of the NHT. I will
not go through the funding allocations made in
Victoria, but the picture is basically identical to what
has occurred in other states - no rigorous program of
checks or consistent set of criteria have been applied
and the vast majority of the funds has been allocated to
coalition seats. It is straight out political
pork barrelling.

Mr Gaylard is a National Party member who missed out
on preselection for the seat of Shepparton but has been
rewarded with job after job and sinecure after sinecure.
Although he failed in his major role as the
chief commissioner of the Shire of Moira he has now
been appointed to a plum job allocating NHT grants and he has rewarded the hand that fed him. In allocating
priority funding to coalition seats in an attempt to
ensure the re-election of sitting members he has put
back money into the biggest political pork barrel and
political slush fund ever seen in Victoria.
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The opposition will take this matter further. I raise it
because, unlike the federal Auditor-General, who has
already announced a preliminary inquiry, Victoria's
Auditor-General has a fixed work program until 1 July
of this year and will not be able to independently
investigate the allocation ofthe grants; and after 1 July
he will not be able to do it without a reference from the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee.
A further issue arising from the Mitcham by-election
concerns the Honourable Bruce Atkinson, an
honourable member for Koonung Province in the other
place. During the Mitcham by-election campaign a
television station - I think it was Channel 7 screened extraordinary and humorous footage of
Mr Atkinson at Mr Munro's campaign launch, waving
goodbye at the back of the room all through the
Premier's speech. He may well have been waving
goodbye - he waved goodbye to the Liberals in
Mitcham with a 15.8 per cent swing!
The honourable member for Koonung Province,
Mr Atkinson, has now lost his job as Parliamentary
Secretary for Planning and Local Government.
Mr Acting Speaker, I can see you looking quizzically at
me, perhaps wondering how my comments are relevant
to the debate. My comments are relevant because
yesterday the Premier stated that Mr Atkinson, the
honourable member for Koonung Province in the other
place, would relinquish his position as parliamentary
secretary to spend extra time in his electorate, which
covers the Legislative Assembly seat ofMitcharn.

Mr Baker - He can write more poetry.

Mr BRUMBY - The honourable member for
Koonung Province has already been told that he will
not get preselection for that seat again, so he is
searching around for another seat. I thought at the time
it was a silly statement to make. If! could I would
encourage Mr Atkinson to seek preselection for the
Legislative Assembly seat of Mitcham. The more time
he spends in the Legislative Assembly seat, the more
doors he knocks on and the more hands he shakes, the
more the Labor Party vote will increase. The more he
refers to the great deal the taxpayers will receive from
the nobbling of the Auditor-General, the taking away of
common-law rights of injured workers, the better for
the Labor Party. The more this moonlighting member
of Parliament is in the electorate the more the Labor
Party vote will increase.
The honourable member for Koonung Province may
return to his unsuccessful occupation as a poet because
he will not win preselection for his upper house seat or
for the Legislative Assembly seat of Mitcham.

227

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perton) - Order! I
appreciate that members of the opposition backbench
are listening to their leader, but I would like him to
address his remarks through the Chair without too
much assistance from his backbench.

Mr BRUMBY - Mr Acting Speaker, some years
ago I wrote a book about Bendigo, an almanac and a
tourist guide, and 15 000 copies were printed. I use the
adjective 'unsuccessful' because the book of poetry
written by the honourable member for Koonung
Province had a print run of 50 copies!
Mr Baker - It was a limited edition.

Mr BRUMBY - It was a very limited edition,
although it got a big run in the Herald Sun. The
honourable member for Koonung Province should have
been sacked almost a year ago on I April 1997 when it
was first revealed that he was still conducting his
planning and retail consultancy. He should have been
sacked when the Supreme Court of Victoria found that
the question ofMr Atkinson breaching section 55 of the
constitution should have been referred back to it by the
Legislative Council. He should have been sacked when
the close relationship between the principals of
Ecologically Sustainable Design Pty Ltd, Wendy
Morris and Chip Kaufrnan, was revealed. They were
personal supporters and provided a letter to
Mr Atkinson that he read during a debate in the other
place denying he had ever done work for them in
Victoria. I remind honourable members that this was
before it was publicly revealed that Wendy Morris and
Chip Kaufrnan employed Mr Atkinson to work on the
East Richmond Urban Villages project. On 9 April
1997 Mr Atkinson read into Hansard a letter of support
from Wendy Morris and Chip Kaufman which stated
that he had:
... been absolutely explicit in declining personally to
participate in any project that was funded by the Victorian
state government.

Mr Atkinson should have been sacked when it was
revealed that he was paid for the work he did as a
consultant for the Environment Protection Authority
on 'The Urban Villages Project East Richmond Case
Study' report as a subcontractor for Fisher Stewart Pty
Ltd in conjunction with Ecologically Sustainable
Design.
He should have been sacked when it was revealed that
clause 7 of the contract between the Environment
Protection Authority and Fisher Stewart required the
EPA to be notified in writing of all subcontractors, but
there was no such record of Mr Atkinson's
employment. Clause 7 is in plain English and states that

AUDIT AND WORKCOVER LEGISLATION

218

ASSEMBLY

the EPA must be provided with written approval for the
employment of some consultants for the East
Richmond Urban Villages project. Did the EP A
approve the employment ofMr Atkinson? There was
no written approval in documents supplied to the
opposition under freedom of information legislation.
Clearly there was a breach of the contract between the
EPA and Fisher Stewart. The Minister for Conservation
and Land Management, the minister for cover-ups, did
nothing about it. Did the minister seek legal advice on
whether the EPA was entitled to retrieve any money
paid under the contract to Mr Atkinson or any other
party? Did she conduct an inquiry to fmd out why the
EP A failed to enforce clause 7?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perton) - Order! I
require the Leader of the Opposition to relate his
comments to the motion. The Leader of the Opposition
appears to be drifting away from the issues of audit,
accident compensation and the Mitcham by-election.
Mr BRUMBY - The press statement issued
yesterday by the Premier made clear why the
honourable member for Koonung Province in the other
place, Mr Atkinson, was standing down as
Parliamentary Secretary for Planning and Local
Government - that is, to spend more time in the
Mitcham electorate - and the motion is about the
Mitcham by-election. In fact, Mitcham is mentioned at
least three times. The motion refers to the Audit Act,
the Accident Compensation Act and the arrogance and
failure of the Premier to listen to the views of all
Victorians. Mr Acting Speaker, I put it to you that
anything I say about Mr Atkinson is relevant because of
his campaign in the Mitcharn by-election.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perton) - Order! I
appreciate that. No objection has been taken by
members on the government side and I do not propose
to stop the Leader of the Opposition doing that, but I
need to remind him to relate his remarks to the motion
when he goes to the next level and examines the
conduct of third parties who are not necessarily subject
to the Audit Act or associated with the Mitcham
by-election.
Mr BRUMBY - I make it clear for the record that
the Premier's statement released yesterday states:
Mr Atkinson, the member for Koonung Province, decided last
week to relinquish his position as parliamentary secretary so
he could spend extra time in his electorate, which covers the
Legislative Assembly seat of Mitcham.
The Premier said Mr Atkinson wanted to devote the
additional time to servicing his broader electorate but
particularly the people of Mitcham who deserve to have a
strong voice in government.
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The people of Mitcham have a strong voice in
government in the new member for Mitcharn,
Mr Robinson. In some booths the Liberal Party
primary vote in the Mitcham by-election fell by 23 per
cent. The only contribution the Minister for Education
made to the by-election was to accompany the Liberal
candidate when he lodged his nomination - that was
the only time he got the day and the date right! The
Treasurer claimed the government had a
communication problem. I do not know who was
handling the campaign, but it was the largest swing in
Victoria and the second largest swing ever against a
government in a by-election.
The swing against the government continued last week
and this week in Parliament. This government has lost
its way. Having lost the Mitcham by-election it has now
lost the Brownlow Medal! It has also lost the AFI
awards to Sydney. Melbourne has always been the
great film-making capital of Australia where pictures
such as Picnic at Hanging Rock and Mad Max, which is
at the other extreme of the artistic scale, have been
made. This government has lost Showboat - the show
never came to Melbourne. This government has lost the
World Cup soccer fmal, the Australian Open Golf
Championship to Adelaide, and the Thai River Festival.
The government has lost a range of events as well as
the $1 million the Premier allocated to a yacht before it
even got to Port Phillip Bay. The government does not
learn. I refer to yesterday's release of the Grants
Commission report, which is in all the newspapers.
Page 3 of today's Age carries the headline 'Victoria still
the country's top taxing state'.
Most Mitcham voters understand that they are paying
more but getting back less. Victorians are paying the
highest taxes in Australia, yet the government is
spending well below the national average on education,
health, law and order and roads. As well, Victoria has
an Auditor-General who has been nobbled and a
Workcover system that takes away the basic rights of
injured workers.
I urge honourable members to support the motion,
which, if carried, will require the repeal of the Audit
(Amendment) Act and the Accident Compensation
(Miscellaneous Amendment) Act.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) - We have just heard a
tired argument for a tired motion on behalf of a tired
opposition. The Leader of the Opposition spent less
than half his time addressing the motion, but the rest of
his presentation was so lacklustre that no-one on this
side felt the need to object.
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The Leader of the Opposition spent most of his time
demonstrating that there had been a swing against the
government in Mitcham and arguing that the changes
to the Audit Act and the Accident Compensation Act
played some part in that. Government members hardly
need the Leader of the Opposition to make that point,
because it is generally accepted by everybody. Given
the infonnation that was presented to the public on
both those issues, the result was hardly surprising.
I shall devote some time to the role of the media in
relation to this, particularly its reporting of the
Workcover issue, which reflects a broader concern
about media standards in the state. The best way of
demonstrating that is to invite honourable members to
refer to the clippings record in the parliamentary
library, encourage members of the public to visit
newspaper clipping archives and urge journalists to
look through their own newspaper cuttings. The
contrast between the coverage of the debate on workers
compensation reform in the mid-1980s and the debate
on last year's reforms is noteworthy.
Many elements of the media - I single out the Age
newspaper as being at the forefront - suffered from an
acute bout of amnesia. They failed to look back into
history and appreciate the context in which last year's
debate took place - and therefore to do justice to the
issue. That is particularly regrettable in the case of the
Age, which claims to be a newspaper of record. A
newspaper of record that loses touch with the record it
has itself created fmds it difficult to perform its job.
I will give one illustration of the differences in the
coverage of the two debates. The 1984 workers
compensation reforms that the Labor government put
forward involved the total abolition of common-law
actions for economic loss. In other words, common-law
actions were to be available only for pain and suffering.
The Age editorialised on the reforms on 13 December
1984. After examining the pros and cons of the scheme,
it concluded:
However, the new scheme promises significant economies, is
more sensitive to the needs of its beneficiaries and has the
support of the business community. It deserves a fair trial.
The claim that it will mean nationalised insurance seems odd:
a similar system already operates in Queensland, the
anti-socialist heartland of the nation. The emphasis on
prevention and rehabilitation is particularly welcome,
although which two separate bodies are needed to pursue this
objective is by no means clear. Despite its limitations, the
new scheme is a substantial improvement on the existing one.

As I said, the scheme involved the total abolition of
common-law rights for economic loss.
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In editorials during last year's debate the Age said the
government's legislation struck at civil liberties,
democratic rights and the like. The newspaper cannot
have it both ways. One would have thought the Age
would have been decent and candid enough to admit
that the changes were part of a detailed debate going
back several decades in which there were respectable
views on both sides.
As Mr Hartigan, who represents Geelong Province in
the other place, so eloquently explained last year, at the
turn of the century the campaign for the reform and
modification of common-law rights, including the
introduction of no-fault remedies to overcome the
deficiencies in the common law, was basically led by
people who represented workers' interests. However,
the Age in particular did not refer to any of that history
during its coverage of the debate last year.
That is an indication that certain sections of that
newspaper refuse to accept the current government's
legitimacy and are determined to use any means, fair or
foul, to bring it down. I do not say that of the whole
organisation, and I certainly hope it is not true of the
current editor. However, there is a culture in that
organisation that endures, despite its different editors
from time to time. The people involved are imbued
with pushing their own ideology and not accepting the
bona fides of any government that is not of the political
persuasion they favour.
The debate about workers compensation is a
longstanding one, particularly the debate about whether
to abolish common-law rights. It is not only the Age
that has failed to acknowledge the history of the matter,
the same is true of the Australian Labor Party and the
Leader of the Opposition. During the debate last year,
attention was directed to the vote of the then federal
member for Bendigo in favour of the commonwealth
legislation that was passed in 1988. When that was
raised the Leader of the Opposition inteIjected that the
legislation did not involve the total abolition of
common-law rights. Unfortunately Hansard could not
pick up his inteIjection. When one checks the 1988
commonwealth Hansard it becomes clear that the bill
for which the Leader of the Opposition voted involved
the total abolition of common-law rights for
commonwealth employees.
If the Leader of the Opposition were fair dinkum he
would confront his voting record and explain how it is
that he could vote that way in 1988 yet advocate with
passion, both in this place and in the public arena, what
an affront to civil liberties and democratic rights the
abolition of common-law actions for compensation
would be. He has manifestly failed to do that. One has
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only to look at the division list on page 2755 of the
commonwealth Hansard of 19 and 20 May 1988 to see
his name among those who, during the committee stage
of the bill, voted with the ayes to abolish common-law
actions.
Over time there has been strong support in the Labor
Party for the abolition of common-law entitlements.
That position was eloquently put by the then
commonwealth Minister for Social Security, Mr Brian
Howe, in moving the second reading of the
Commonwealth Employees' Rehabilitation and
Compensation Bill, which the present Leader of the
Opposition, then a member of the federal Parliament,
voted to support, on 27 April 1988. He is reported at
page 2194 of commonwealth Hansard as stating:
It is clear to this government that the common-law negligence
action which bases its entitlement on proof of fault is a costly,
inefficient and inappropriate mechanism for compensating
injured workers. Delays in settling these actions act as a
positive disincentive for employees to return to worl< and
encourages them to maximise the extent and duration of their
injuries. The provision of an adequate level of weekly
income, substantially increased lwnp sum payments on death
or impairment, payments for additional expenses for medical
costs, aids and appliances and household help, combined with
a commitment to rehabilitation and the return to suitable
employment, make redundant any need for redress to the
courts.

Those words could hardly put more eloquently the
position the present Victorian government reached on
workers compensation reform.
To prove that he had not been dissuaded from his
original statements in the course of debate on that bill,
in closing the second-reading debate the minister said:
We have removed the common-law provision not because it
will save us money - although it will in fact make the
scheme less costly - but because we see it as antithetical to
the fundamental orientation in this scheme towards getting the
worl<er back into the worl< force at the earliest opportunity so
that he can feel independent and support his family.

That is a telling point. The minister later said:
Clearly, common law has, in the government's view, been an
expensive and inefficient mechanism for compensating
injured workers. The necessity to prove fault in what is
essentially a n<rfault scheme introduces a contradiction to the
whole philosophy of the reform of compensation with its
orientation towards rehabilitation. I must say that in terms of
my initial discussions with the trade union movement, I found
that no issue was raised more frequently than that of delays.
There is no doubt that in the vast majority of cases the
approach that we propose will resolve the problem of delays.

That is another considered and reasoned argument in
favour of the elimination of common-law actions in an
industrial injury context.
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Mr Howe was not the only member of the ALP to have
expressed similar views. I referred on a previous
occasion to the views of the honourable member for
Springvale who has, over many years, supported the
abolition of common-law rights. IfI recall correctly, in
his contribution to the debate last year he did not
criticise the government's legislation square-on because
of the abolition of common-law rights. On 12 May
1993 the honourable member referred to weaknesses in
the previous workers compensation scheme:
The oppositIOn wants a system that delivers benefits
efficiently, effectively and fairly rather than one that relies on
the common law as a means of dispensing justice to injured
worl<ers.

Another member of the ALP has eloquently spoken in
favour ofthe removal of common-law rights and about
the difficulties of the common-law system. The former
honourable member for Monbulk, Mr Pope, was
regarded as one of the more able and perceptive
members of the previous government. At page 597 of
Hansard of 17 September 1986 he is reported as
stating:
In its advertising, the Law institute ofYictoria stressed the
protection of the rights of innocent victims. I point out that an
entirely innocent victim who cannot prove fault receives
nothing at common law, whereas a grossly negligent plaintiff
who can prove some fault on the part of the other driver wi 11
recover a proportion of the damages ... what sort of justice is
that?
... despite the claims of the Law Institute, the common law
tends to undercompensate ... I now provide the example of the
Woodhouse committee. Common law undercompensates the
severely injured. In fact, as I understand it, the only
head-t<rhead comparison that has ever been made was that
made by the Woodhouse committee ...
The Woodhouse committee found that, of the 58 cases that
were assessed, the common law exceeded the compensation
benefit in 19 cases and was less in 39 cases.
However, in I I of the 19 cases where the common law was
greater, the total payment was less than $20000, thus
confirming the well-known tendency for the common law to
be comparatively more bountiful in cases of less serious
injury and to undercompensate in the case of the severely
injured. Yet, we have the position put forward by honourable
members opposite and the Law Institute that all is well by
keeping the common-law situation in existence.

The ALP has a strong record of questioning the merits
of common-law systems in an industrial context. One
of the more insightful and informative references to the
role of common law and how it interplays with the
ALP is to be found in the autobiography of James
McClelland, entitled Stirring the Possum, published by
Viking Penguin Books in 1988. At pages 82 and 83 he
refers to the role of common law in Labor lawyer legal
practices in New South Wales and states:
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... the cream of the personal injury work was the common-law
action for negligence. If the injury was caused by a fellow
worker's carelessness or a faulty work practice or, in the case
of ajoumey injury, by careless driving, the injured worker
was entitled to sue for negligence.
Although some considerable reputations - for example, that
of Clive Evatt Senior - were built on negligence work, it
was never highly regarded by the more conservative sections
of the profession and was openly despised by the lawyers'
lawyers mainly because success at the bar in this type of work
was regarded as depending more on an advocate's theatrical
gifts in wooing a jury than on the exposition of complex
principles oflaw ...
Still, personal injury work was highly lucrative and a few
fortunes were made from it. The whole system was abolished
by the Unsworth government (though partially restored by the
Greiner government) because it was widely argued that the
ballooning insurance premiums required to finance the
ever-growing number and size of verdicts imposed an
unendurable cost burden on industry. Throughout the years
the nello lawyers understandably waged a desperate rearguard
action for the preservation of their role in the scheme of
things, employing in the process argwnents of mind-boggling
casuistry.

That leading member of the ALP gave frank views on
the common-law system.
I am not saying that the ALP has always been
wholeheartedly committed to the abolition of common
law. Clearly, it has not. On this side of the house views
have also differed and evolved over time. Many
government members started with a strong presumption
that the courts were an avenue that should be open to
people and that they provided a means of redress.
However, most government members have been
persuaded by the sheer weight of experience that that
position is not sustainable in an industrial injury
context, that there are systematic tendencies to abuses
and blow-outs. Although certainly common law has
advantages in giving a greater degree of customisation
of benefits to the individual case, there are other ways
of achieving a fair measure of tailoring of benefits to
the individual, and the sheer cost, inefficiency and
abuse of the system is so great it cannot be sustained
just for those benefits alone.
Certainly there have been divergent views across the
community. In addressing this issue, however, the
opposition - and, even more importantly for the sake
of decent public debate, our media and particularly the
newspaper that holds itself out as a newspaper of record
in Victoria, the Age - needs to confront these issues
squarely, honestly and openly, and consider workers
compensation reform debate in the context of history
and acknowledging the legitimacy on the range of
views on the subject over time.
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There was a manifest lack of that objectivity and sense
of history in the public coverage of debates last year.
Therefore, it is no wonder the electors ofMitcham were
led to form a completely unjustified and incorrect view
of what the government was actually proposing because
its proposal never received an accurate report from the
press.
The second issue covered by the motion is the reforms
to the audit legislation which were passed by
Parliament last year. In his remarks this morning the
Leader of the Opposition again demonstrated the
approach of the Labor Party to this issue: never address
the legislation, never look at what is in the legislation,
never consider the issue on its merit, never go out of
your way to understand what it is all about - just make
up the biggest whoppers you can on the subject, say
them loudly enough and often enough and hope that
people will believe you.
There was something ofa reverse 'emperor's new
clothes' phenomenon at work in the way the public
debate on the issue ran last year. A large number of
sincere and genuine people quite justifiably became
concerned about the reforms, given what they had been
led to believe. Any fair-minded supporter of democracy
and the Westminster system would recognise that a
strong and independent Auditor-General is central to
such a regime. If there were threats to that
independence and the effectiveness of reporting,
members of the public would be entitled to be
concerned about it. However, there were no such
threats to that independence in the legislation.
My experience time and again with constituents who
contacted me was that when I took the trouble to send
them a copy of the bill and talk the issues through with
them and provide answers to their questions, their
reaction answer was, 'Well, all this looks fme; I just
can't see what the fuss is about'. That has also been my
experience when I have spoken at meetings and taken
people through the issues - they have understood the
facts.
People also understand the benefits that will flow to
good auditing through the Auditor-General being made
an officer of Parliament and being given access to the
best and brightest people with accounting skills
throughout the state, being given the flexibility to
engage small, medium or large finns, suburban,
metropolitan or rural firms - whomever he likes - to
carry out audits, freeing him from some of the shackles
of public sector employment requirements. Those
reforms confer enormous benefits on the role of the
Auditor-General.

AUDIT AND WORKCOVER LEGISLATIOl\
232

ASSEMBLY

The opposition has ignored all of that. If I understood
the Leader of the Opposition correctly this morning he
made a claim that after July of this year the
Auditor-General will not be able to conduct various
sorts of scrutiny. I was not sure whether it was
performance audits or reviews of the probity of various
expenditures, but the assertion was that the
Auditor-General would not be able to do that without a
reference from the parliamentary Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee.
I do not know where he got that claim. He did not give
any grounds for it in the course of his remarks. I shall
be interested to hear whether the honourable member
for Williamstown, whom I assume will follow me in
this debate, can spell out the grounds on which his
leader says that after July the Auditor-General will be
able to conduct certain audits only on the reference of
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. I
certainly cannot fmd anything in the act to that effect.
I refer to sections 4A and 4B ofthe Audit Act, which
were inserted by amendments made last year.
Section 4 A( 1) states:
The Auditor-General
Parliament.

IS

an independent officer of the

Section 4B states:
In performing or exercising his or her functions or powers, the
Auditor-General must confer with, and have regard to any
audit priorities determined by, the Parliamentary Committee.

The parliamentary committee referred to is the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee. The latter section
is a very careful and sensible balancing of interests.
A dilemma that arises in the Westminster system is that
on the one hand everybody accepts that Parliament
should be supreme, that the executive should be
accountable to Parliament and that the Auditor-General
should be unfettered in reporting to Parliament, yet on
the other hand the lower house of Parliament in a
Westminster system is always, by defmition, dominated
by the government of the day either having a majority
of members or at least having the confidence of a
majority of members.
It generally follows that if all members of Parliament
were combined the government party of the day would
have the majority of members. On the one hand it is
very easy for people to argue with great fire and
enthusiasm that Parliament should be supreme and that
the Auditor-General should report to Parliament, yet on
the other hand the reality of the situation is that if this is
taken literally, in effect the will of the government party
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of the day will prevail, and the Auditor-General will
report to the majority, the government party.
When the opposition is confronted with those facts the
argument suddenly turns around: instead of being that
Parliament is supreme, it is that it is absolutely terrible
that the Auditor-General should have to confer with the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee because
everybody knows that that committee is dominated by a
majority of government members. The opposition
cannot have it both ways.
There is tension in the Westminster system in the fact
that the governing party tends to make up the majority
in Parliament. Section 48 strikes an excellent balance
in recognising that reality. It provides that the
Auditor-General must confer with the committee and
must have regard to any audit priorities determined by
the committee, yet is not bound by the decisions of the
committee in any way. He rernains independent and can
make his own decisions on the matter.
I would have thought that would be exactly the
outcome an opposition would support. Members of
Parliament who have served on the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee, or its predecessor, the
Economic and Budget Review Committee, can bear out
that that committee has on almost all occasions had a
good and constructive working relationship with the
Auditor-General, free of any impropriety or attempt by
the majority of the committee to influence the
Auditor-General.
There was no attempt by the government majority on
the Economic and Budget Review Committee, on
which I served when in opposition, to interfere with the
autonomy or exercise of discretion by the
Auditor-General. I am sure the same has been true of
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee since the
change of government. It is difficult to understand what
the Leader of the Opposition was on about in his claims
earlier today. Unless the honourable mernber for
Williamstown can produce more information I must
conclude it was another example of the Leader of the
Opposition making a wild and outrageous assertion
without reference to the facts and hoping that ifhe said
it loudly and often enough people would believe him.
The audit amendment legislation passed last year has
significantly improved the role of the Auditor-General.
It has enhanced his independence and given him far
greater flexibility at an operational level. Section 7 of
the Audit (Amendment) Act makes it clear he has total
control over his audit program. He is accountable to
Parliament and not to the executive government - a
dramatic improvement. Previously the Auditor-General
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was answerable on administrative matters to the
Premier, and his budget was determined as a subset of
the budget of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.
Calls for the repeal of the amendments made last year,
as this motion is, are calls for a regime in which the
Auditor-General is answerable to the head of the
executive government and has his budget determined as
part of the budget of that government.
Surely not even the Labor Party would be foolish
enough to want to go back to that era. The changes
were a significant improvement. By calling for the
repeal oflast year's improvements to the Audit Actnot for their modification, change, amendment or
variation, but for their repeal - the motion of the
Leader of the Opposition dernonstrates a lack of
attention to the facts. I will be interested to see if in his
contribution the honourable member for Williamstown
defends a regime under which the Auditor-General is
answerable to the executive government in the way he
previously was.
Under the new regime the Auditor-General's budget is
determined by Parliament. There is provision for the
Auditor-General to report to Parliament each six
months during his appointment. There is no role for the
executive in that process. The Auditor-General has total
control over the conduct of the tender process.
The Auditor-General has already contracted out 75 per
cent of his fmance audits. There has never been any
suggestion that the Auditor-General does not have
proper control over that 75 per cent. The
Auditor-General will have full control over the conduct
of the audit firms with which he contracts. The
Auditor-General will write and sign off on reports to
Parliament. They will be his reports. The audit will be
conducted by the contractor, but it will be the
Auditor-General who compiles and presents the report
to Parliament.

An examination of the detail rather than the rhetoric or
illusion surrounding the audit legislation reveals that it
contained significant reforms and improvements to the
role of the Auditor-General. It was not designed to
subvert or undermine the role of the Auditor-General.
Time will tell: the provisions will endure and work
successfully. I foretell that they will be taken up by
other jurisdictions both in Australia and overseas.
Similarly, when the reforms to the accident
compensation system are put into place, they will be
seen to be effective. When students of history look back
they will view the refonns as the culmination of a
debate that raged over many decades and as reforms
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that will endure for the benefit of injured workers for
many years to come.
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - The contribution
of the honourable member for Box Hill proves one
thing: the government has learnt absolutely zero from
the Mitcham by-election. It is comforting for an
opposition to fmd that a government has learnt nothing
from a 16 per cent swing against it. It was the biggest
swing in Victoria's history and one ofthe biggest
swings ever to occur in Australia. In the space of
12 months the government has lost a safe Liberal-held
country seat and a reasonably safe Liberal-held eastern
suburbs seat. Yet the government has learnt nothing!
The sum total of the honourable member's 40-minute
contribution was, 'There is no lesson to be learnt. The
Mitcham voters told us nothing'.
The honourable member for Box Hill ran the same old
lines as last year - how the changes to the Audit Act
were justified, how unjustified the Auditor-General
and the public were in criticising the changes and how
the changes to Workcover were also justified. One can
appreciate just how insulting the government's failure
to listen to the people of Mitcham is by looking at what
a member for Koonung Province in another place has
done. After being forced to stand down as
Parliamentary Secretary for Plarming and Local
Government he said he wants to devote more of his
time to Mitcham. What an insult! Having that member
for Koonung Province, Bruce Atkinson, as the
principal advocate, key campaigner and, as I
understand it, Liberal Party candidate for the seat of
Mitcham is one way the government can be assured
that that seat will be given to the Labor Party in
perpetuity. Given his record and performance and the
fact that he has had to stand down as parliamentary
secretary, what an insult for the people of Mitcham. It
is the second insult. The reality is that the government
has learnt nothing and will compound the problems.
The purpose of the motion is to allow the government
to amend the Workcover and Auditor-General
legislation to ensure that the wishes of the voters of
Mitcham are fulfilled. Not only the opposition
advocates that. Let us look at the Governor's speech.
The foundation for the motion can be found in the
second two-year phase of the government's program
outlined by the Governor. He clearly stated:
Each new measure and each expenditure proposal will be
required to undergo the test of social advantage. This signals
the next important step forward for Victoria Budget
programs, legislation and initiatives will be tested against four
measures - in what way they might improve outcomes in
education, increase job opportunities, encourage safe, healthy
lifestyles and build confident and cohesive communities.
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The government wants to market itself as the new
caring, sharing government. It said, 'What we have
done in the past five years will be changed. We will
give back to the Victorian public'. That is the
government's marketing exercise. The content is,
supposedly, the social advantage test referred to in the
Governor's speech. The opposition's motion provides
the government with an opportunity to revisit the past.
The government's first test is to encourage safe,
healthy lifestyles. Why not revisit the Workcover
legislation? Why not reinstate the 20 per cent and
below impairment provision for the injured workers
who will no longer be eligible for Workcover? Surely
that would encourage safe, healthy lifestyles for
Victorian citizens and injured workers. It is a chance
for the government to actually do something rather
than resorting to rhetoric. The government has an
opportunity to give expression to the proposals in the
Governor's speech. That is what the Leader of the
Opposition and the honourable member for
Thomastown propose with the motion.
A further social advantage test is to build confident and
cohesive communities. By revisiting the audit
legislation the government would bring about social
cohesion and build confident communities. If the
government reflected on the Mitcham message and the
fact that people are not confident about the checks and
balances - that is what the election campaign was
about - that social advantage test would give it a
chance to say, 'Let's build up the system and make sure
people have confidence in it'. The repeal oflast year's
changes to the audit legislation would ensure that
confident and cohesive cornmunities are created.
Victorians would then have confidence in the
government and in the role of the Auditor-General to
scrutinise.
The motion provides the opportunity for the social
advantage test to be applied. I suspect the social
advantage test will just wither on the vine. The
government is paying lip-service to it. Victorians will
not see it materialise in the form of legislation. The
government has an opportunity to express the social
advantage test in legislation, but it has learnt nothing.
The government has not changed one iota. Not only has
the government learnt nothing from Mitcham, it is
compounding its problems. It is getting deeper and
deeper into difficulty with both the audit and
Workcover legislation.

In January the government released further proposed
changes to the Workcover legislation that do not
improve it - as proposed by the motion - but take it
backwards by seeking to privatise the Workcover
authority. A review ofworkplace accident
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compensation legislation was released under the
national competition policy review process. It proposed
a number of things: principally, that the Victorian
Workcover Authority be privatised. Not only has the
govemment not taken account of what happened in the
Mitcham by-election but it is also thumbing its nose
and saying that it is going further under the competition
policy principles.
It used the same principles when it legislated to
privatise the Auditor-General's office. Audit Victoria
will be set up and, as the Premier said, sold off within
two years, and now the government is using the same
principles to privatise the Workcover authority.
If the recommendations of the Treasury report on the
review of the accident compensation legislation are
implemented the Kennett government will once again
have abrogated its responsibilities to the detriment of
Victorian workers. If the recommendations are adopted,
the Workcover authority will cease to provide
reinsurance and all underwriting risk will be borne by
private insurers. If that happens it will mean that the
Workcover authority will no longer publicly underwrite
the workers compensation scheme, and that means if
private insurers become bankrupt workers will be
deprived of their entitlements to compensation.
The Treasury review also says that the premium setting
for workers compensation should be more
decentralised, which means that centralised premium
setting will be removed. That will force higher costs
onto employers. Up to this point aggregation was the
agreed principle of the Workcover scheme. Honourable
members will remember that under the system in place
before 1982 the high-risk industries paid 30 to 50 per
cent of their salary bills in workers compensation
premiums. Someone who had a sawmill or some other
high-risk undertaking had to pay an enormous workers
compensation premium because the risk was not spread
across other employers in the state. The cost could not
be aggregated. There was no arrangement when there
was a band of premium risk to ensure that Victorian
industry was competitive and did not have exorbitant
on-costs added to labour costs. However, if the
government privatises Workcover, which is what the
Treasury report proposes - Mr McArtbur - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, I direct your attention to the issue of
relevance. In the motion before the house the only
reference to workers compensation is:
... and the legal rights of injured workers as evidenced by
the ... 15.8 per cent swing - -
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The only reference to workers compensation is to the
legal rights of injured workers. The honourable
member for Williamstown is making a broad speech
on workers compensation insurance, its financial
viability and the way it ought to be organised to
provide economic advantage to injured workers. He is
not discussing the legal rights of injured workers in
any way. I suggest, Sir, that you bring him back to the
motion before the house.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perton) - Order!
The motion clearly asks for the repeal of the provisions
put in place by the Accident Compensation
(Miscellaneous Amendment) Act. Mr Speaker allowed
the lead speakers in the debate to range in a broad
fashion. At this point I do not uphold the point of order.
I ask the honourable member for Richmond and the
minister at the table to stop exchanging comments.
Although I found the conversation at the table very
interesting, I am sure they do not want it recorded in
Hansard.
Mr BRACKS - Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker,
for your ruling. Clearly the principle on which
Workcare was established was to aggregate risk. The
Workcover legislation was rebutted by the vote in the
Mitcham by-election. If this situation is compounded
by further legislation - the sixth legislative change in
six years - to privatise Workcover to give expression
to what was proposed by the Treasury under
competition policy. it will be necessary to have several
insurance companies competing across Victoria, and
the chance of aggregating premiums will be reduced.
I can understand why this proposal has been made in
the report, but I cannot understand why the
government does not squash it by saying it has made
five legislative changes in five years and, after the big
change it made last year, it has set its course.
Mr Clark inteIjected.
Mr BRACKS - Why can't you squash it by
simply saying that you want to lock in the changes? If
you want to change anything you should look at the
social advantage test the Governor spoke about in his
speech, which is almost imploring you to consider the
healthy and safe lifestyles of Victorians. That means
revisiting the legislation to increase benefits and not
reducing or privatising it.

It appears that nothing has been learnt from the result
of the Mitcham by-election, because the government is
prepared to go further. Yesterday there was an
announcement that the chairman of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee, who has a role in
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scrutinising the work of the executive, has now been
appointed to the executive role of parliamentary
secretary to the Premier, in which he will be privy to
decisions, discussions, expenditure arrangements,
commitments and outlays. He will also retain his other
hat as chairman of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. Which other Parliament in Australia has
an arrangement under which a member of the
executive also has a role as chair of a committee that is
charged with responsibility for scrutinising the
activities of the government? It is only necessary to
look at the Parliamentary Committees Act to see how
stupid that arrangement is and what a conflict of
interest the honourable member will face. Can the
parliamentary secretary to the Premier criticise some
aspect of government mismanagement when he is
wearing his P AEC hat? He cannot, because he would
be seen as criticising the Premier when he is a member
of the executive government.
This point compounds the issue raised at the Mitcham
by-election. The government sent the upper house
member Bruce Atkinson out there, and is also ensuring
that the custodian of the Auditor-General role, the
PAEC, has a chairman with an executive function. It is
an insult. The Premier probably does not even
understand the problem!
Section 4EB of the Parliamentary Committees Act
states:
The functions of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee are to inquire into, consider and report to the
Parliament on (a)

any proposal, matter or thing connected with public
administration or public sector finances;

(b)

the annual estimates or receipts and payments and other
Budget papers and any supplementary estimates of receipts
or payments presented to the Assembly and the Council -

if the Committee is required or permitted so to do by or under
this Act.

Clearly, the scrutiny role is paramount and the
government should treat that role seriously.
The honourable member for Box Hill spent some of
his speech addressing the relationship between the
P AEC and the Auditor-General and the setting of an
auditing program by the PAEC, but the chairman of
the committee is also a parliamentary secretary to the
Premier. Because he is on the executive he could run
back to the Premier and say, 'Do you realise the
all-party committee is about to set this program?'.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perton) - Order! I
am looking at a ruling by Speaker McDonald, which
says:
The Chair wiIJ not permit the house to be used as a forum for
<lA attack on members of the Council who have no right of
reply.

I believe the honourable member for Williamstown is
straying into a personal attack on the Honourable Bill
Forwood, and I urge some caution.
Mr BRACKS - I understand, and I thank you,
Mr Acting Speaker. In my preamble I should have
mentioned that I have a high regard for Mr Forwood,
with whom I have a good working relationship. My
attack is on the principle that the government has seen
fit to appoint Mr Forwood, who is the chairman of the
PAEC, to the executive and to allow him to have those
dual roles.
It is the appointment I am criticising, not the person. I
have a high regard for the person; he would testify to
that. By making that appointment the Premier and the
government illustrate that they do not understand the
principle of conflict of interest. Following the results in
Mitcham and what subsequently happened to the
Auditor-General, the Premier should have said,
'You've received your promotion. It's therefore
improper and inappropriate for you to serve on the
all-party committee that is scrutinising the public
administration of the state'. It seems illogical to me,
and I am sure to anyone who has any regard for the
functions of Parliament and the Parliamentary
Committees Act.
The motion refers to two key pieces oflegislation the
government should reconsider in light of its social
advantage test. The people ofMitcham have effectively
had their noses rubbed in the dirt by the government's
attitude to that legislation. The honourable member for
Box Hill presented the government's case. In effect, he
re-ran the same old lines. Ifhe had said that in its future
legislative arrangements the governrnent will take into
account the proposals in the Governor's speech, one
could at least say there might possibly be a change in
direction. But he ran the same old lines. He apologised
for nothing and proved the government has learnt
nothing from Mitcham. For him to produce a proposal
to privatise Workcover and for the Premier to
demonstrate conflict of interest by effectively neutering
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee clearly
shows that the government has learnt nothing. It has not
changed one iota.
The voters ofMitcham can be assured that the
government has not changed its course. It is on the
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same course it has travelled for the past five and a half
years. It takes and does not give back. It does not
uphold the principle of the separation of powers. It does
not uphold the supremacy of Parliament. The
government's actions since Mitcham have proved that
that will continue to be the case.
I refer to one point raised by the honourable member
for Box Hill. After 1 July this year the legislative
changes passed by Parliament last year will ensure one
thing, and that is where the Leader of the Opposition
was correct. After the implementation of the transitional
arrangements in the Audit Act, the Auditor-General
will not be able to audit. He will be able only to
contract to audit. He will have limited capacity to look
at one-off matters which may arise from time to time
and which require immediate resources.
Each time an issue arises the Auditor-General will have
to contract with someone. His ability to handle issues
immediately will be hampered. His role will be reactive
rather than pro-active. He will have to contract out
ministerial portfolio reviews. Although he will be able
to ask finns to investigate some matters, on other
matters he will be constrained by contractual and tender
arrangements. As the Leader of the Opposition said,
after I July the Auditor-General will not be able to
direct his resources. His previous powers, which
allowed him at any time to direct resources to matters
requiring action, will be limited.
The motion should be supported by the government. It
will allow the government to reflect on its proposals in
the second half of its four-year term so that it can
become a kinder, gentler, softer government that listens
to people, communicates and consults. We have seen
no evidence of that to date. Unfortunately, in his reply
on behalf of the government the honourable mernber
for Box Hill said the government will not change one
iota. That is good news for the opposition. It is pleased
with that outcome. It does not want the government to
change; it can continue in the same direction. It suits the
opposition and it will suit Victorians, because if the
government remains on its present course they will get
a Labor government.

Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (Benambra) - It is
extraordinary that from the time the Leader of the
Opposition commenced debating the motion there have
been at the very most only two members of the
opposition present. If mernbers opposite really had their
hearts in their attempt to cany the motion two
fundamental issues are apparent: they would be present
in the chamber and would be debating it.
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The Leader of the Opposition led the charge by
attacking the government. His comments were not
strictly related to the two issues fundamental to the
motion - namely, the repeal of the Audit Act and the
changes the opposition considers necessary to the
Accident Compensation Act. Those issues took up
only a minor part of his contribution to the debate. His
speech was largely comprised of personal attacks on
individuals. I found it extraordinary that he was
allowed to attack the situation in the Shire of Moira.
What does that have to do with the motion? Opposition
members did not have their hearts in it. They did not
want to debate the motion because they know that on
both issues the government stands tall.
There has been little opposition in the public forum
since both pieces of legislation were passed at the end
of last year, yet a shell of an opposition tries to deride
the government for what it is doing. It was an attack on
the Prernier and an attack on individuals. It was an
attempt to crow about the success of the by-election
result in Mitcham. It was another attempt by the Leader
of the Opposition to shore up his leadership position.
I have to advise the honourable member for
Williamstown, who is obviously a chief contender, that
the ranks were not fully behind him when he was
giving his speech - however, to his credit at least he
returned to the main points of the motion. I was
astounded when, in trying to attack personalities, he
attacked the chairman of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee,
MrForwood.
Mr Dollis - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member for Williamstown at
no time attacked the chairman of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee. He - -

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perton) - Order! I
have heard enough. That is not a point of order. It is an
attempt to make a personal explanation.
Mr A. F. PLOWMAN -

In his attack on

Mr Forwood, the honourable mernber for
Williamstown suggested that Mr Forwood's positions
as a member of the executive and the chairman of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee were totally
incompatible. The truth of the issue is that Mr Forwood
is not a member of the executive. The honourable
member for Williamstown is not only unsure of his
facts, he is trying to mislead the house about the
position of the chairman of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. The chairman of that committee
with the assistance - '
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Mr Cooper inteIjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perton) - Order! I
ask the Minister for Transport to allow the honourable
member for Benambra to proceed and be heard.
Mr A. F. PLOWMAN - The performance of the
chairman of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee has been exemplary. The committee has
conducted itself in a manner that has drawn praise from
the Auditor-General. The honourable member for
Williamstown is right off track when he suggests that
the latest appointment, which is on merit, is totally
incompatible with Mr Forwood's role as chairman of
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee.
When the honourable member for Williamstown
returned to the issues before the Chair he said that the
reason for the review of the Audit Act was the policy
directive of the state government concerning national
competition policy. In that respect he is correct.
However, it was premature of him to then line that up
with the fact that in future - nothing to do with what
the government has already done - there may be a
possible privatisation of Audit Victoria.
The honourable member went on to refer to the
privatisation of part of the current Workcover
administration. Again, any such debate is premature,
and it is totally misleading to line it up with the
legislation passed by the house at the end of the last
session.
The honourable member for Williamstown also talked
about the changes to Workcover that were introduced
after 1982 when he said there was an aggregation of
risks. I agree that drawing all employers into one
industry group provided the opportunity to share the
risk - that is, the premium increase. What he did not
say was that it led to a massive increase in premium for
all employers. He failed to say that although some
employers were hard hit by the premium changes
before 1982, after that all employers were hit with an
extraordinary increase in premiums. That approach has
no credibility.
The two main issues in the motion moved by the
Leader of the Opposition are the request to repeal those
parts of the Audit Act that were changed when the
Audit (Amendment) Bill was passed during the last
sessional period, and to return to the situation that
existed in the Accident Compensation Act prior to the
changes made in the last sessional period, as contained
in the Accident Compensation (Miscellaneous
Amendment) Bill.
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I refer briefly to those two matters. One thing of
significance about the Audit (Amendment) Act is that,
to his credit, the Auditor-General has determined to
ensure the changes are introduced in a way that
maximises their chance of success. This reflects two
things. Firstly, it shows that the Auditor-General, who
was public in his opposition to many of the changes,
has now seized the responsibility of making sure those
changes work. Secondly, it indicates that the changes
are workable, and that the criticisms that were levelled
across the board, including those of the
Auditor-General, cannot be sustained.
It is important to note also that the major editorial
comment about the changes was that Victoria was
single-handedly taking on the Office of the
Auditor-General and that the government was saying
that changes could be made under the national
competition policy. The Victorian government had the
courage of its convictions and said, in effect, 'We have
no sacred cows. Every arm of government must stand
up to the scrutiny of the national competition policy'.
Victoria certainly leads the way in showing that all
states can look at the Auditor-General's office and ask,
'Can the work of the Auditor-General's office be done
more efficiently? Can it be done in a more competitive
manner?'.

As I said, most of the concerns expressed in the
community were about two things. The first was
whether the independence of the Auditor-General
would in any way be sacrificed by any of those
changes, and the second was whether any change might
lead to the Auditor-General not being able to do his job
under the new regime as well as he could in the past.
The individual aspects of the work of the
Auditor-General are, firstly, the conduct of financial
audits. In the past 75 per cent or thereabouts went out to
tender; now 100 per cent will now go out to tender.
Secondly, performance audits were restricted to being
undertaken by the staff of the Auditor-General' s Office;
now they can be done by any experienced people
anywhere in the world. That opens the net and gives a
far better opportunity for performance audits to be done
by people with the expertise and the experience
dernanded by any matter on which a performance audit
is requested.
Another area is portfolio reports. In the debate in the
house in the spring sessional period it was obvious that
performance reports give the Auditor-General the
strength, power and opportunity to bring into question
any public body or any issue before a public body. The
opportunity for the Auditor-General to conduct a
portfolio report has not changed. The independence and
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responsibility of the Auditor-General have not been
compromised in any way.
The question that remains to be answered is whether
Audit Victoria will perform more or fewer audits of the
public sector. If the experience in New Zealand is
anything to go by it is likely that Audit Victoria will
increase the number of public audits it undertakes.
The second part of the motion before the house, moved
by the Leader of the Opposition and supported by only
one or two members of the opposition, relates to the
accident compensation system. The principal issue in
the debate on this matter was the abolition of access to
common law for injured workers. It was inflamed by
members of legal firms that had a preponderance of
their income paid for by the work they did in this area. I
can understand that if you were in a profession that was
likely to lose a share of its income that you, too,
Mr Acting Speaker, would oppose that change. Those
legal firms went far beyond their charter in inflaming
workers by engaging in a campaign of deceit that did
not point out the true position about access to common
law. In many cases, members of those legal finns and
their advertising put injured workers in an intolerable
situation where injured workers who were worried
about their future, their positions, their income and their
ability to overcome their injury, were faced with
advertisements showing an injured worker with his
house up for sale and the 'Sold' sign across it, as if to
say that once the legislation comes in those injured
workers will have no rights at all, that their chance to
receive compensation will be lost. The approach put an
enormous extra pressure on the people we want to look
after, that is, those who have been injured at work, and
in many cases it had a disastrous affect on their lives
and on their families.
Since the act was passed, no comment on or approach
about injured workers has been made to my office. The
whole issue has ground to a standstill; all opposition
has stopped. Now people who were concerned can see
that the changes obviously do not impact on their lives.
One of the chief reasons for that is that when we
introduced the act we ensured, through a few
amendments to the original act, that there would be
absolutely no retrospectivity.
The fact that we were successful in ensuring that no
retrospectivity was introduced in changes to the
Accident Compensation Act means that almost all
injured workers are happy with the way the Accident
Compensation Act now operates.
The issues in respect of common law are quite simple.
Fewer than 2 per cent of injured workers used to obtain
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payments as a direct result of going to common law.
Common law was the major cause of a blow-out in
expenditure in the Workcover agency, and increased
Workcover costs were the main reason the government
examined whether common law was a legitimate,
necessary and valuable part ofthe Workcover means of
compensating injured workers.

In many cases injured workers who received payments
by common law were worse off not only in the amounts
of money they received but because they had to wait up
to three years for the common-law ruling before they
could get payments, whereas if they had not used the
common-law process the payments due to them may
well have been the same and certainly would have
come much earlier.
I therefore fmd the motion totally unsustainable on all
counts. Firstly, members of the opposition have not
debated their point about the need to repeal or make
changes to the Audit Act or the requirement to change
or return the Accident Compensation Act to the way it
was prior to the changes made in the last sessional
period. Secondly, that is exemplified by the fact that in
their way they have done a character assassination of
whomever they could rather than sticking to the subject
of the debate before the house.
Mr DOLLIS (Richmond) - I pick up the fmal
point the honourable member for Benambra made in
his contribution to the debate on the motion when he
said that the opposition is interested only in character
assassination. Let me repeat what I tried to say in the
point of order I made: in no way did the honourable
member for Williamstown make any personal
reflection on Mr Bill Forwood, the member for
Templestowe Province in the other house. It is
important for the honourable member for Benambra to
understand that the honourable member for
Williamstown talked about the importance of ethical
standards and about a government that is perceived to
be denying any opportunity to anybody and, more
importantly, one that refuses to have any ethical
standards.
The question of the appointment ofMr Forwood has
nothing to do with his competence or lack of it; he is a
proven performer. Rather, it has to do with perceived
conflict that exists between the appointment of the
Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier as an assistant
when at the same time he is the chair ofthe Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee. If the honourable
member for Benambra does not understand the
difference, he does not understand the ethics needed to
guide any government. It is that same lack of ethics
that brought about the demise ofMr Bruce Atkinson
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because it was incredibly difficult for people out there
to understand how any government could defend what
is incompatible in terms of the activities of the former
parliamentary secretary.
Mr Finn inteIjected.

Mr DOLLIS - The honourable member for
Tullamarine is sufficiently well read, at least in certain
aspects, to know the difference between an ethical
standard that must be observed and a personal attack. I
make that point because the honourable member for
Williamstown in no way wanted to reflect negatively
on the actions ofMr Bill Forwood. That should be
made very clear.
Let me come back to the question of Mr Bruce
Atkinson. I have been involved in this debate for quite
some time, and in following it I can see the standards
that were observed in attempting to justify what were
clear conflicts of interest. It is important for the house
to understand that differentiation, because the people
of Mitcham were failed in terms of the standards that
the government was prepared to observe. A
government that supposedly enjoys a comfortable
majority does not get a 16 per cent swing against its
sitting member unless the people voting are sick and
tired of that government's arrogance, lack of
accountability, lack of ethics and lack of standards.

Government members interjecting.

Mr DOLUS - I assure the honourable members
on the opposite side that they are important ingredients
in making certain. That view is very much part and
parcel of the motion.
Government members interjecting.

Mr DOLUS - I thought a point of order might
have been raised, but the first 6 minutes of the
contribution ofthe honourable member for Benambra
were spent in discussing what the previous speaker, the
honourable member for Williamstown, had said; at
minute 7 he referred to Workcover and then went off on
another exhibition of dialectics between his
contribution and that of the honourable member for
Williamstown. At approximately minute 10 he returned
to the motion.
My interest in the motion lies in the part that talks
about the massive swing. The fact is that the Premier
and the government must display a less arrogant and
more consultative approach to government. Unless
they are prepared to listen to the views of ordinary
Victorians, the result of the Mitcham by-election will
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be repeated time and again against those in
government who are not prepared to listen.
Let us take the portfolio that I shadow and consider the
meeting that took place last night in Hawthorn. More
than 1000 people attended a Save our Suburbs meeting.
A government member inteIjected.
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Mr Finn inteIjected.

Mr DOLLIS - No amount of disruption will divert
attention from the simple fact that this is an arrogant
government that has to change if it wants to have any
credibility between now and the next state election.
Mr Finn inteIjected.

Mr DOLLIS - They attended simply because
there is anger out there about the government's
arrogance.

been extremely patient with the honourable member for

The DEPUTY SPEAKER relevance?

Mr DOLLIS - Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker; I
tried very hard to ignore the inteIjections.

Order! What is the

Mr DOLLIS - The relevance is that the motion
talks about the government taking a less arrogant, more
consultative approach and becoming a government that
listens to ordinary Victorians. It is that fundamental
point that I want to address - the inability of the
government to listen to all Victorians; the ignorance of
a government that continues to be arrogant despite the
massive message it is receiving.
1 will return to the subject of the meeting last night and
the arrogant approach displayed by the Minister for
Planning and Local Government. I will also return to
the removal of his former parliamentary secretary and
the many unanswered questions that action has left.
The point about last night was that the minister has for
years been going around saying, 'I am the minister; I
am the planning system; I am it and therefore my door
is open for business'. Five years down the track when
the contradictions begin to appear he says, 'Well, don't
look at me; it's those councils, it's local government'.
Yet any local council that is prepared to listen - and
the important word is 'listen' - to ordinary Victorians
is told, 'Unless you do as you're told, you're out'.
Let us now deal with the Good Design Guide, because
this is also something that prompted the people of
Mitcharn to send a strong message to the government.
Planning was a very important issue in that by-election
and the 16 per cent swing that occurred in Mitcham
came as a result of ethics, the Audit Act, the Workcover
act and, more importantly, the fact that the people of
Victoria are sick and tired of having an arrogant
government.
It came as a result of perceived arrogance at every level
of government. The arrogance comes basically from
government members, who are incredibly incompetent
at listening to the wishes and aspirations of the very
people who put them on the government benches - the
ordinary people who elected them.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has
Tullamarine. I ask him to contain his enthusiasm.

Let me return to discussing last night's meeting and the
concept of listening to ordinary Victorians. The Good
DeSign Guide, which the planning minister has put up
as the panacea that will make Victoria the most livable
state--

Mr A. F. Plowman - On a point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, I raise the issue of relevance. The
house has been listening to the honourable member for
Richmond trying to suggest that the Good Design
Guide has relevance to the last line of the motion before
the house. Having listened to him talking about the
planning issue for the past 3 or 4 minutes I fmd his
remarks have no relevance at all to the motion before
the Chair.
Mr DOLLIS - On the point of order, if the
honourable member for Benambra had been listening
he would have heard my attempts to introduce planning
as one of the important areas related to arrogance,
consultative programs and listening to ordinary
Victorians; but despite my numerous attempts to
discuss the Good Design Guide, the honourable
member for Tullamarine made enough noise to divert
attention from the real and important issues. So, given
the chance, I shall explain the relevance of planning to
this motion.

Mr Carli - On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, the motion before the house refers to the
Premier's claims to be less arrogant and more
consultative. The honourable member for Richmond is
indicating the failure of the government and the
Premier to be more consultative and receptive to the
community, and the meeting last night is just another
example of how the Mitcham by-election has not
changed the style of government. I believe it is relevant
to the motion.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! 1 do not
uphold the point of order. I listened to the debate in my
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office before coming to the chair. It has been a
wide-ranging debate, facilitated mainly by the wording
of the motion, which questions various aspects of
government business and public consultation.
Therefore, the Chair is not able to uphold the point of
order. However, the point of order highlights that
speakers will continually need to show the Chair that
the issues they are raising are entwined in various
aspects of the motion. Therefore, I expect that as he
continues the honourable member for Richmond will be
able to relate the content of his remarks to the motion
that is now before the house.
Mr DOLLIS - Thank you for your guidance,
Mr Deputy Speaker. The last part of the motion talks
about a government that needs to be less arrogant and
more consultative and that listens to the views of
ordinary Victorians. The Kennett government's
approach to planning - this is the point I am trying to
make to the honourable member for Benambra - is
having a detrimental effect on residents right across
Melbourne. The government is in danger of allowing
the attractiveness and livability of Melbourne to
disappear.

One thousand people do not congregate in what is one
of the safest seats the Liberal Party holds unless they
are angry. People who have never protested in their
lives will not protest unless there is arrogance in the
way the government is dealing with them. The
government would not change the Parliamentary
Secretary for Planning and Local Government unless it
knew it was in trouble, and it is in trouble because it is
unable to listen.
This motion is part and parcel of the message sent to
the government that a 16 per cent swing means the
people of Victoria are very angry with the government
and want it to change things. There is time between
now and the next election to rectify matters and make
certain it is not an arrogant government that competes
with the Labor opposition. If this process continues, by
the next election the swing will increase to more than
16 per cent. Government members have been warned:
the people of Victoria cannot suffer for the remainder
of this government's term simply because government
members are unable to listen.
I welcome the new Parliamentary Secretary for
Planning and Local Government, the honourable
member for Prahran, into the debate. The problem of
the Minister for Planning and Local Government, the
Premier and the government became very obvious
during the Mitcham by-election - their inability to
listen. I hope the new parliamentary secretary will use
her considerable skills to try to convince an arrogant
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planning minister and an arrogant government that the
people out there are hurting, and when they hurt they
respond, and when they respond governments come
down. This is the lesson government members refuse to
understand.
I shall endeavour to limit my remarks so we can hear
two more contributions to this debate because it is very
important. It is important to note in this new
parliamentary session that the government says it is
prepared to change its ways, yet day in, day out the
same attitudes are being broadcast to the people out
there. When will the government begin to care about
the effect its policies are having on Victorians? When
will it begin to care about what it is doing to this state?
When will it display a more consultative spirit and
ability to listen to the views of ordinary Victorians?

The disasters that are occurring because this
government is allowing the planning system to go out
of control are prompting people to send a strong
message to every single government member: either
listen or you're out. Unless government members are
prepared to listen - -

Mr Honeywood inteIjected.
Mr DOLLIS - I will repeat myself time and again
until the government is prepared at least to pay some
attention to the messages we are conveying in this
house. If repetition is necessary, repetition is what the
government will get because the message we are
receiving from the people out there is that the
government must be made accountable and less
arrogant.
Mr Honeywood -

Have you got a policy?

Mr DOLLIS - Let us start with my portfolio. I
challenge the minister and the government to compete
on policy. The Labor Party introduced Viccode 1; the
minister introduced the famous Viccode 2, which we
said would fail. We made a submission to the minister's
review which basically mirrored Viccode 1. In the end
the government was forced to admit it was wrong and
did what we had been telling it for a long time to do.

Medium-density development is worrying every
Victorian, because the Good Design Guide can be
termed the design guide for greedy developers. But
developers are not happy, and the public is not happy.
People from both sides of the fence are giving the same
message: 'Listen minister, it is time for you' - -

Mr Honeywood intetjected.
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Mr DOLLIS - I have been to Warrandyte more
times than you have been to Richmond! What you have
done since getting into government pales into
insignificance beside the reforms that others introduced
in the past.
In conclusion, I return to the point I made at the
beginning: both the Premier and Mr Atkinson, a
member for Koonung Province in the other place, have
failed the people of Mitcham. The government cannot
refuse to be ethically bound by standards that have
been appropriate for all other governments. Unless the
government is prepared to observe those standards it
will again end up having to deal with issues such as
those raised as a result ofMr Atkinson's activities.
The honourable member for Williamstown warned that
before it is too late the government should pay some
attention to the appointment of Mr Forwood as
parliamentary secretary to the Premier, given that he is
the chairman of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. That is not a reflection on Mr Forwood.
Rather, it is a warning about ensuring that no conflicts
of interest arise in future.
Opposition members gave the same warning about
Mr Atkinson. It took a 16 per cent swing against him in
a by-election before the Premier, in the middle of the
night, decided to shift Mr Atkinson aside, using the
cheap excuse that he had resigned as parliarnentary
secretary to better represent the people of Mitcham.
How can that excuse be acceptable when that is the job
he was elected to do in the first place?
The message the Leader of the Opposition has given to
members opposite is that before it is too late the
government needs to take notice of what the people of
Mitcham have said. A swing of 16 per cent should be
enough for government members to wake up and
remember that what happened in Mitcham can happen
to them.
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concentrating on what he was saying; his address was
punctuated by interruptions from his own side.
Labor continues to fail to appreciate an understanding
of the imperatives of government and opposition. The
lack of depth in the contributions of members opposite
is disappointing. The opposition too often spends its
time trying to please the sectional interests that control
it. It can fairly be said that those who occupy the
opposition benches are enslaved by sectional
interests - and I have seen evidence of that on more
than one occasion.
The contrast in the characteristics that distinguish the
government from the Labor opposition is stark. The
government is determined to pursue the right policies
rather than merely popular policies. It is never easy to
face up to and deal with the hard issues. The two issues
the Leader of the Opposition raised this morning
concerning the amendments to the Audit Act and the
Accident Compensation Act had to be dealt with by
Parliament. The Audit Act needed to be brought into
line with the national competition policy, and the
Accident Compensation Act, an essential piece of
legislation, had to be amended so that it was not only
workable but sustainable.
The Leader of the Opposition used the debate to
indulge in what members of the Labor Party
characteristically indulge in during debates in this
house - that is, free-ranging swings at the government.
Often that simply amounts to character assassination,
with little or no emphasis on the issues it claims it seeks
to debate with the government. The Leader of the
Opposition's lash at Jeremy Gaylard, the chairman of
the Victorian Catchment and Land Protection Council
and the chairman of the assessment panel involved in
national heritage trust grants, was a disgrace. The
suggestion that those appointments have been anything
other than based on merit is just ludicrous.

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - The contribution of the
honourable member for Richmond demonstrates in no
uncertain terms how easy it is to sway the opinions of
the opposition on any of the tough measures that are
introduced into this house. The motion moved by the
Leader of the Opposition seeks to repeal the Audit
(Amendment) Act and the Accident Compensation
(Miscellaneous Amendment) Act. The debate has been
characterised by the lack of attendance of most
opposition members, which clearly indicates how trivial
the issues have become. Honourable members will
recall that the Leader of the Opposition spent most of
his time preaching to his caucus with his back turned to
the government. Even his own members had trouble

Mr SPRY - I take up the interjection from the
honourable member for Monbulk and point out that
Mr Gaylard was on the panel when Labor was in
government, so it is hardly appropriate for members
opposite to launch into a character assassination. But to
go further and suggest that the land management grants
made through the national heritage trust have been and
will be based on something suggesting a gerrymander is
equally ludicrous.
Let us look for a moment at the catchment
management grants. Of course they are directed at
country areas because, believe it or not, that is where
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the catchments are. The rural areas of Victoria are
precisely the areas we are concerned about in seeking
to address catchment management and associated
issues such as weed and vermin control.
It would be wrong to suggest that the government is not
concerned about the 15.8 per cent swing it suffered in
Mitcham. Of course it is concerned. I have already said
that the government is prepared to face up to and deal
with the hard issues. I am more concerned about our
lack of ability to somehow get that message across to
the people of Victoria As the honourable member for
Box Hill demonstrated in referring to some media
reports on the subject, once issues are examined in
detail, the merits of the government's intentions
become abundantly clear.
When the government is not caught up in Labor's
ill-timed criticisms of what it is trying to do, and when
the merits of the issues are explained clearly and in a
measured way, Victorians start to get behind us. That
has been shown in the reactions to these two issues. The
opposition constantly jumps at shadows and
characteristically indulges in a preoccupation with
trivia.
I will now comment on the motion. I do not intend to
pursue in detail the issues we laboured over in this
house in December last year during debate on the
Accident Compensation (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Bill and the Audit (Amendment) Bill.
Firstly, I will outline exactly what the government tried
to achieve with its Workcover legislation. It focused on
four elementary issues. These were: providing fmancial
security for injured workers; encouraging a
retum-to-work mentality; penalising employers who
were negligent in their responsibilities to their
employees; and, finally, the government was intent on
providing a system of compensation and insurance
premiums that did not cripple business, our wealth
generator. and drive it out of the state to the detriment
of people seeking gainful employment.
The legislation on the Auditor-General was based on
the need to conform with national competition policy. I
am sure members from both sides of the house will
agree that no legislation should be quarantined from the
scrutiny and objectives of that policy, the introduction
of which was an initiative of the federal Labor
government. However, it was the Victorian government
that adopted it and pursued it vigorously. I believe we
are now ahead of the game compared with the other
states. National competition policy is one of the driving
forces of economic reform.
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Australia must be able to compete internationally,
thereby improving the employment prospects of its
people. The government introduced the amendments to
the Audit Act to insert an element of competition into
the functions carried out and overseen by the
Auditor-General. The honourable member for
Benambra dealt with the issues competently, so I do not
propose to go into them in detai I.
In closing, I believe it is ridiculous to even consider the
motion. To seek to reverse important legislative
amendments that were introduced for the benefit of all
Victorians is an utterly negative way to behave. A vote
in support of the motion would be completely
misplaced.

Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) - I am pleased to
support the motion moved by the Leader of the
Opposition. It is fair to say that, as the member for
Mitcham, I am closer than most to the events that have
led to its being moved. A true measure of the
government's response to the Mitcham electorate's
overwhelming message on 13 December last year will
be whether it repeals both the Audit (Amendment) Act
and the Accident Compensation (Miscellaneous
Amendment) Act. Absolutely nothing less will suffice.
The events of the past couple of months have some
parallels with that well- known story of the Titanic, the
movie about which is currently doing great business at
the box office. Most Victorians - indeed, most
Australians - remember the story of the Titanic, the
supposedly invincible luxury cruise liner that on its
maiden voyage unfortunately hit an iceberg, with
disastrous consequences. The Mitcham by -election
was not dissimilar. The government, despite feeling
invincible, struck an obstacle called reality, and the
effects of that have also been grievous.
In recent days the Premier, in the role of captain, has
started to clear the decks ofthe ship of state, which, he
has recognised, has developed a list. The former
Parliamentary Secretary for Planning and Local
Government has been asked to walk the plank, which is
most unfortunate for him. He clung to his position like
a barnacle, but he has now been dislodged.

Yesterday in this place we saw the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services keelhauled by the Premier and
thrown in the brig. We saw the ballast of the casino
high-rollers tax break rolled overboard, and we also
saw the Minister for Education being forced to get his
own ballast into shape and take up my invitation to
leave his plush ministerial seat and visit schools in my
electorate.
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Mr Honeywood - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, although new members are given some
latitude in referring to copious notes, particularly in a
maiden speech, I put it to you that the honourable
member has been reading his analogies to barnacles and
other witticisms verbatim.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order!
Unfortunately, the Chair was distracted just prior to the
minister rising to his feet, so I do not uphold the point
of order. However, I remind the honourable member
for Mitcham and other honourable members that
although some latitude is granted to members making
their maiden speeches, from then on they are virtually
on their own. I point out to the honourable member that
he cannot read from a detailed speech but he can refer
to notes.
Mr Batcbelor intetjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! We can do
without the help of the honourable member for
Thomastown, who might go and have an early lunch!

Mr ROBINSON - I have, of course, been
referring to notes and to the notice paper. The activities
of the Premier in recent days show that the message
from Mitcham might get through to the government. I
say 'might get through', because there is no guarantee
that it will. Nevertheless, we live in hope. However, his
problem is that although his hands remain on the wheel
of the ship of state, the mutinous voices around him
continue to grow.
Earlier I heard the honourable member for Box Hill
suggest that members opposite understood that the
electorate's dissatisfaction with the changes to the role
of the Auditor-General and Workcover was costing the
government support. But in making that assertion the
honourable member omitted to deal with the obvious
question that raises. He did not say whether the
understanding on the other side that those issues were
costing the government support was something he and
others were keeping to themselves while the
government was pushing ahead regardless, looking to
learn the lesson at great cost.
My recollection of the Mitcham by-election is that the
Liberal Party went into the campaign believing that if it
ignored the political realities in the eastern suburbs of
Melbourne they might go away. What a novel approach
to campaigning: if you ignore a problem, it might go
away.
How unfortunate it is that the captain of the Titanic and
its crew and passengers were not able to rely on that
theory in the early part of this century. If they had just
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pretended that the iceberg did not exist, they would not
have hit it and there would not have been a problem.
And if they had pretended there were enough lifeboats
to go around, nobody would have drowned. What a
novel approach! Of course, over the past few months
the former member for Mitcham and the former
member for Gippsland West both made a beeline for
the lifeboats. They got off safely, but the question is:
who will be stranded?
While talking about the technique of denial employed
by the government during the Mitcham by-election
campaign, I point out that my distinct recollection is
that on the very first day of the campaign the Liberal
candidate - with the blessing of the Premier, I
understand - decided that the Auditor-General and
Workcover were not issues the party had to deal with.
The Liberal candidate and the Premier said publicly
that the people of Mitcham were not interested in the
Auditor-General and Workcover issues and, therefore,
they were not going to worry about dealing with them.
That was an extraordinary revelation because there has
been a great deal of community dissatisfaction about
the changes to the Audit Act and to the Accident
Compensation Act. Any intelligent observer of the
campaign, anyone who had tried to understand what the
electorate was talking about, would have understood
the seriousness of those two issues.

It is one thing to insult the intelligence of voters by
telling them what issues were not important when the
community held a totally dissimilar view, but the
Liberal Party was not satisfied with that. Having
insulted the intelligence of Mi tc ham voters it then
determined to rub salt into their wounds by trying to
deceive them. The Liberal Party distributed two
pamphlets throughout Mitcham - one on the
Auditor-General and one on Workcover - designed to
disinform the community about the effect of the
changes. The interesting thing about the pamphlets is
that they bore no obvious logo that they were Liberal
Party material; they were dressed up to look like fact
sheets, which of course they certainly were not.
I am not sure who was running the Liberal Party's
campaign, but I know it was not well run if this was the
sort of tactic employed. I expect even Jeremy Gaylard
could have done a better job. Even he would not have
been so foolish or short-sighted as to try to deceive the
people of Mitcham as the Liberal Party did; even he
would not have committed such a grievous error of
judgment. You might not trust him with taxpayers'
money but I think he could have been trusted with the
Liberal Party's money in Mitcham.
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Two months after the by-election the Premier's hands
are still on the wheel of the good ship and the icebergs
are starting to loom up on the port side. The question
that arises is: does the Premier have the capacity to
change course or will he take his party to a crashing
collision with reality? The government has had a taste
of reality in Mitcham. One thing is certain: if it does not
change its course the government will cop more of the
same at the next election.
All members of the opposition understand there is room
for improvement in the Premier's style. He could
improve in many areas. The most important thing he
has to learn is to respect the views of people when they
are not in accord with his. He also has to learn to say
sony and to admit that on occasions he gets it wrong. I
know it would be new for the Premier, but I think we
can encourage him to do that. He will also have to learn
that his first instinct - to crash through - is not
always correct: it does not always augur well for him or
Victoria to be crashing through the way he has in the
past. He may also have to learn to reorder his priorities.
If the Premier can do all those things it may bring him
to the conclusion that he needs to repeal the two pieces
of legislation the subject of this notice of motion; he
will then understand they do not enjoy the support of
more than a quarter of the community. That fact can be
borne out by any pollster.
Earlier in the debate a government member talked
about sectional interest groups. If the Liberal Party
wants to paint itself into a corner by backing the 25 per
cent of people who believe this legislation is fine, so be
it; but the fact is those people are helping the Liberal
Party to represent minority interests. I suspect the
Premier will fmd the changes he needs to make to his
style unbearable. I do not believe he can change his
style at this late stage. He will discover that being less
arrogant and more consultative is too difficult to bear.
He will fmd that he is not cut out to be a more pleasant
and intelligent person. If the Premier tries to be more
pleasant in his dealings with the public he will fmd it
tedious, frustrating and uninteresting.
Perhaps the Premier will change, but it will be like
wearing a new shirt: he will wear this new style
uncomfortably, in the same way that you do when you
put on a new shirt, whatever colour it might be. He will
then have a problem with the collar, but he will
discover it is not the label pressing on his neck that is
causing irritation; it is the use-by date - and this
Premier is well and truly past it and ought to go!
When the Premier's hands are fmally removed from the
steering wheel - whether it be by the Minister for
Education in this house, or by the Minister for Industry,
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Science and Technology or the Minister for Health in
the other place - we may achieve the outcome so
desired by the Mitcham electorate: the repeal of these
two despised acts of Parliament which do no credit to
the members opposite who supported the Premier in the
first place.
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - In response to the
minnow from Mitcham, I can say that the Premier will
give his comments all the attention they deserve probably 10 or 15 seconds worth - and then treat them
appropriately.
The Leader of the Opposition made some personal and
totally outrageous attacks on an honourable member
for Templestowe Province, Bill Forwood. The Leader
of the Opposition's comments were completely
ill-informed and unjustifiable. He has no information
to back up his allegations; they were made using the
privilege of this house and in the full knowledge that
Bill Forwood is not in a position - and will never
likely be in a position - to reply to his comments. It
was a cowardly attack but one that we have come to
expect from this man. It is typical of the way he has
operated in this Parliament for the past four years. It is
to be hoped that if anybody is to learn from their past
practices the Leader of the Opposition should learn
there are some reasonable rules for parliamentary
debate and that an unjustifiable attack on a member of
the other place is not allowed and should not be
permitted to continue.
The Leader of the Opposition also misled the house.
The information he presented was incorrect, which is
not surprising as it was given to him by the honourable
member for Niddrie. That member has made a habit of
making misleading comments over the past few years
and of launching personal attacks on people under the
protection of Parliament and never abiding by the
standard of behaviour or the rules this house has always
expected of its members. It is not surprising the
honourable member for Niddrie has misled his leader in
that way; he has done it constantly.
The Leader of the Opposition said the Auditor-General
had recommended that the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee investigate the issues surrounding
credit card use by public sector employees and by a
number of ministers. That issue arose because the
honourable member for Niddrie had made similar
comments. On 9 February the honourable member
wrote to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
chairman, Bill Forwood - and this is the advice the
Leader of the Opposition was relying on - and said:
I reiterate my concerns about the use of state government
corporate credit cards and the view of the Auditor-General
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that this matter should be considered by the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee ...
As overseer of the public purse, the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee has an obligation to all Victorians to
adhere to the recommendation of the Auditor-General and
further pursue this matter.

The Auditor-General has never contacted the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee to suggest the
matter be investigated; nor has he ever written to the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee and
recommended the matter be investigated by the
committee.
The Auditor-General's reply to a letter from the
honourable member for Niddrie states:
In light of the findings of my 1997 report to the Parliament on
this matter and the response provided by the department, I
suggest that the issue of the use of the corporate card be
referred to the Parliament's Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee for their consideration.

A suggestion was made that the honourable member
for Niddrie take up the matter with the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee for its
consideration. At no stage did the Auditor-General
make a recommendation to any department, Parliament
or the parliamentary Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee that the issue be investigated by that
committee. For the honourable member for Niddrie to
allege that the Auditor-General has done so is
misleading. It is an outrageous attempt to politicise a
personal letter to the honourable member for Niddrie.
The honourable member for Niddrie has made several
attacks on the government and government members
for attempting to attack the Auditor-General politically,
yet in a political game play for publicity and press
release purposes, and so he could appear on the
6 o'clock news on Channel 7, where he is well
connected, the honourable member has attempted to
ensnare the Auditor-General in a political brawl. That is
contemptible. It does the honourable member no good,
and certainly does the Auditor-General no good.
The Auditor-General is respected greatly by most
honourable members. Nobody else criticises or
attempts to involve the Auditor-General in party
political discussions. The honourable member for
Niddrie has tried to do it and has been happy to put
words into the Auditor-General's mouth by stating
publicly that the Auditor-General had made
recommendations to a parliamentary committee when
no such recommendations had ever been made. The
honourable member for Niddrie was happy to do that
for political purposes, and on the basis of his statements
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the Leader of the Opposition has made similar
misleading remarks.
Mr E. R. Smith interjected.

Mr McARTHUR - As the honourable member for
Glen Waverley points out by interjection, that is not
unusual. The Leader of the Opposition misled this place
based on advice he received from a member of his
frontbench, a person whom he would wish to be part of
the executive he would form in a future government.
The Leader of the Opposition and the honourable
member for Niddrie have launched attack after attack
on the current executive for being secretive and not
providing enough information to a whole range of
people, yet they regularly mislead people, and ~x~t
to do it with impunity. They have no compunctIOn ill
drawing an independent officer of Parliament into a
party political debate, while expecting to be treated
with respect both here and in the community.
The double standards of the Leader of the Opposition
and the honourable member for Niddrie are appalling.
The hypocrisy they exhibit time and again and the way
they behave here and outside, while expecting others to
behave by a separate set of rules, is outrageous and
should not be tolerated by honourable members or the
public at large. They make a series of allegations,
building one allegation on top of another, all based on
the assumption that the first allegation is proved or
accepted - and people are expected to consider those
issues seriously and assess Labor as an alternative
government.
To understand that one need only consider what the
Leader of the Opposition said in his attack on the
Honourable Bill Forwood in his attempt to politicise the
Auditor-General and to drag the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee into this debate when that
committee has received no recommendation or official
correspondence from the Auditor-General. The
inventions of the fertile mind of the honourable
member for Niddrie should be disregarded by
honourable members.
Mr CARLI (Coburg) - I support the motion
moved by the Leader of the Opposition. When the
former member for Mitcham, the Honourable
Roger Pescott, resigned from this house on
11 November 1997 he called for the by-election to be a
referendum on two issues: the changes to the Accident
Compensation Act and the changes to the Audit Act.
Undoubtedly they were the biggest issues. Anyone with
a feel for people and who campaigned, doorknocked or
conducted street stalls in the Mitcham electorate would
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confirm that. The result of that referendum was a
convincing 16 per cent swing - the second highest in
the history of the state - against the government.
The response of government members in the debate
has been that the government's message was not
understood, and that the people were not educated or
were misled. What government members have really
been saying is that the electorate did not swallow the
government propaganda distributed in the Mitcham
campaign that endeavoured to justify the unjustifiable.
What lessons have been learnt? Ron Walker, who may
have been speaking on the government's behalf, was
upset that some of his casino customers voted against
his government. It is not a question of people being
customers but of people defending their rights as
citizens to live in a democratic system.
Opposition members are nostalgic about democracy,
which is less apparent these days following further
government attacks on Victoria's democratic structure.
Last night at a meeting of the Save Our Suburbs
organisation I witnessed angry Victorians in revolt. The
more than 1000 justifiably angry people who attended
the meeting felt that the Minister for Planning and
Local Government was responsible for making the
suburbs a battleground. The minister's title is a
misnomer. It should be the Minister for Anti-planning,
Speculation or Development. One of the few things the
minister does is be involved in decent town planning in
this state.
The motion demonstrates that despite the Mitcharn
debacle the Premier continues not to consult. We still
have the extraordinary situation of people having their
rights taken away. Probably nothing is more basic than
Workcover rights. The government has not listened to
the people and now intends to privatise the whole
system, as is shown by a review of workplace accident
compensation prepared by the Department of Treasury
and Finance.
Instead of looking at the immense problems associated
with the Victorian Workcover Authority, many of
which relate to mismanagement, the government is
moving to privatise the entire system by putting the
risks back on the insurers and employers at the cost of
fair compensation to injured workers. The section of
working people with the least influence - those we on
this side of politics seek to defend - will be badly
affected by the changes made by the government.
Instead of increasing the efficiency of the Victorian
Workcover Authority the government is washing its

hands of its responsibility to provide a decent
compensation system.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
CSR Timber Products
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - In
directing my question to the Premier I refer to the fact
that he has fmally agreed to meet CSR workers from
Bacchus Marsh despite ignoring their initial letter dated
11 February and not lifting a fmger since to help them.
Will the Premier now do something more than talk and
visit the factory at Bacchus Marsh, as I have agreed to
do, and address the fact that 130 jobs are to be lost in a
regional area already suffering from unacceptably high
double-digit unemployment?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - The Leader of the
Opposition cannot tell the truth. I have never refused to
meet the CSR workers from Bacchus Marsh.
Mr Brumby - That is a stupid thing to say.
Mr KENNETT - I made provision to meet with a
delegation of CSR workers after question time today
once it was known they were coming to Melbourne. I
reiterate what I said yesterday, that this enterprise has
been assisted by the government consistently recently.

Mr Brumby inteIjected.
Mr KENNETT - What is the matter with this little
man? You are such a little person! The Minister for
Rural Development has been meeting with the
company to see if anything can be done to retain its
activities in Victoria The meetings took place some
time ago. CSR has decided to sell the plant.
Mr Brumby - I will get the Hansard to see what
you really said yesterday.

Mr KENNETT - No wonder the man is in
opposition, which is an appropriate place for him. The
company tried to find a buyer for the plant but was
unsuccessful. Approximately six months ago CSR
announced to its staff it was reviewing its plans based
on the particular demand for the product produced by
the plant. I said yesterday, as honestly as I could, that
there was no way any government could prop up a
private enterprise organisation that has no market for its
product. The manufacture of this product is
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concentrated at the Queensland plant. More
importantly, with new generational equipment a new
product that has been developed is selling at a high rate.
Obviously the Minister for Rural Development has
indicated the company has assured him the site will be
available for purchase if anyone is interested.
The government is committed to doing what it can to
attract a buyer but at the end of the day a commercial
decision will be made. If the Australian Labor Party is
saying that it would keep the site alive by using
taxpayers' money, that represents a real difference
between both sides of this house.
I also said yesterday that when the opposition
complains about the loss of jobs, which is obviously a
concern, it often reflects the changes in the business
environment. Today I attended at the launch at
Cheltenham of the new Southland Shopping Centre.
That highlighted clearly that although we have some
industries changing because of competition and the
nature of new businesses others are coming on stream.
The beauty about the South land Shopping Centre is that
over the next few years it will create 2000 permanent
retail jobs and 1800 construction jobs.
It is important that the government create an
environment in which industry can grow. Changes will
always occur in the mix of businesses because of the
quality and relevance of the product. Unfortunately,
that seems to be the case with the CSR plant at Bacchus
Marsh. I look forward to meeting a delegation of
workers from Bacchus Marsh immediately after
question time.

Taxes: NSW comparisons
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - In light of the release of
recent Commonwealth Grants Commission figures, will
the Premier inform the house of the government's
achievements in reducing taxes and charges in Victoria
to below the level of our major state competitor, New
South Wales?

Mr KENNETT (Premier) - In recent times two
lots of economic statistics have been issued, one from
the Australian Bureau of Statistics that was quoted
widely in the media early last month and, more
recently, yesterday or the day before, the
Commonwealth Grants Commission released its figures
for 1996 and 1997.

Mr Thwaites interjected.
The SPEAKER the Opposition!

Order! The Deputy Leader of
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Mr KENNETT - Both those figures have
conveyed different outcomes for the latest year 0:1
which they are reporting, which is 1996-1997. The
Grants Commission's figures indicate that Victoria is a
higher taxing state than New South Wales. But tt.e
figures do not reflect the fact that since they were
closed off on 30 June 1997 there has been a subs:antial
reduction to costs in Victoria - for example, there has
been a further $103 million reduction in payroll tax;
$106 million in petrol franchise fees; $30 millior: in
land tax; and there will be an 18 per cent reduction in
Victorian household water bills from 1 January bis
year.
Mr Thwaites inteIjected.
The SPEAKER the Opposition.

Order! The Deputy Leader of

Mr KENNETT - Last week through the
Governor's speech the government announced a
$60 winter power bonus for households and small
business each year for the next three years. At the same
time the Carr Labor government in New South
Wales-Honourable members interjecting.

Mr KENNETT - It has increased taxes by
$692 million. At the same time as Victoria was
reducing its taxation, the Labor government in New
South Wales was raising it.
Mr Dollis interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable nember
for Richmond should behave himself.

Mr KENNETT - I can understand the Laror
opposition not being interested. Those who observe this
place on a day-to-day basis must always question
whether those opposite are in any way suitable for the
high office of managing the affairs of the state. One can
only conclude that they do not justify the trust of the
Victorian public.
During the past nine months in the same national
environment in which Victoria has significantly
reduced taxation, New South Wales has substantially
increased taxes. Victoria is clearly no longer the
highest taxing state in Australia, and with the passage
of time that differential will increase.

Mr Leigh interjected.
The SPEAKER for Mordialloc.

Order! The honourable member

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 25 February 1998

249

ASSEMBLY

Mr KENNETT - Those are the dividends that the
government committed itself to when it won office in
1992. It is true that the government had to take some
corrective action when it came to office to get the state
back on its feet. I am happy to say that we are in the
process of doing that and that all Victorians,
particularly small businesses in this state, will benefit
substantially.

The SPEAKER - Order! I call the honourable
member for Niddrie.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! Members on the
government benches will come to order.

serious question about the use or misuse of taxpayers'
funds. I asked the Premier who authorised the use of
$1600 of taxpayers' funds at the Imperial Hotel?

The SPEAKER - Order! The question was clear
and there is no point in the honourable member
repeating it. I uphold the point of order and ask the
Premier to address the question.
Mr KENNETT - I am not aware of any
expenditure. I remind the honourable member that
under the previous government. which can all be
brought to account, all the press officers of the Cain and
Kimer governments had expense accounts and they
used them in order to fulfil their duties.

Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr Elder inteIjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Ripon.
Mr Elder inteIjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Ripon will cease inteIjecting.

Premier: credit cards
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer the Premier to the
fact that on 19 December 1996 his press secretary,
Mr Steve Murphy, and his chief of staff, Ms Anna
Cronin, spent $974 and $679 respectively at the
Imperial Hotel on their taxpayer-funded credit cards
and I ask: who authorised this expenditure of more than
$1600 of taxpayers' money, and what did it relate to?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I thank the Marriage
Wrecker for his question; it is an honour that he wears
with a great deal of dignity. In the period that he has
been a member of the house it is about the only thing he
has done that has had severe ramifications.
Mr Brumby interjected.

Mr KENNETT - The Leader of the Opposition
interjects and says, 'You poor thing'. I say to him, as I
have said before, that the only thing Victorian ALP
members are good for is the politics of personalities.
They have not once put up an alternative policy idea.
When the Leader of the Opposition makes public
appearances he says the honourable member for
Niddrie is a marriage wrecker.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Hulls - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, the
Premier is clearly debating the question. This was a

The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will cease interjecting and asking questions
across the table!
Mr KENNETT - I remind the honourable
member that that practice was adopted by the previous
Labor government. Members had credit cards and were
able to entertain up to a certain limit. What the
Marriage Wrecker is now - Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Thwaites interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! I have asked the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition twice now to cease
interjecting. Ifhe does not cease inteIjecting he will
leave me no alternative but to name him. I suggest he
accept that as his fmal warning.

Mr KENNETT - The practice that has been
followed is consistent with that set by both the Cain and
Kirner governments, and I suspect that it would be a
practice that would be followed by him ifhe were ever
elected to office. If it is not to be a practice, he should
say so now.

Planning: suburban amenity
Mrs SHARDEY (Caul field) - Will the Minister
for Planning and Local Government inform the house
of government initiatives to ensure a balance between
the demands of Melbourne's population growth and the
preservation of inner suburban character?
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - The initiatives required to
provide a better balance between the demands for
variety, diversity and choice in housing, especially in
already settled parts ofMelboume, and the demands for
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the protection of the character of certain areas require
careful planning.
I am delighted that a community organisation is
emerging under the Save Our Suburbs banner. It will
give everybody an opportunity to consult with a central
organisation regarding those issues. I am in a position
to advise the honourable member that we will be
moving to improve design to complement
neighbourhoods in a number of ways.
Councils, builders and developers will have to place
greater emphasis on the preliminary planning and site
analysis of their applications to ensure the best possible
design outcome for individual neighbourhoods. One of
the weaknesses of many of the applications that have
been put forward has been the inadequacy of site
analyses. The government will support councils which
reject applications where the rejection is based on the
inadequacy of the site analysis - a matter raised by the
honourable member for Sandringham in this place, and
to which I now respond.
The administrative tribunal will be asked and advised to
ensure that an appeal before that tribunal, where that
appeal relates to a site analysis which has been
submitted to council for approval, is certified as being
in accordance with the requirements of good design.
That will be done by departmental submission to the
appeal, which is entitled to be made in the name of the
minister.
A further pride-of-place initiative will take place with
$500 000 being set aside from 1 July next for specific
projects to improve urban design and to demonstrate
quality decision making in the selection and
development of sites that may be demonstration sites
used to show how it can be done properly, together with
a suitable education and information program for
councils and the development industry to ensure that
their capacity to make good planning decisions and to
submit quality applications is improved.

In the case of environmental care, it is intended we will
encourage councils to retain significant landscape
features, as has been the case in Ringwood for many
years. Honourable members from that area have fought
long and hard to get appropriate vegetation controls
over appropriate areas of municipalities, which will
certainly lead to a better retention of the character and
quality for which those suburbs and suburban areas
have become famous. I am sure all honourable
members will support that approach.
There will be administrative workloads and difficulties,
but the retention of the overall green and treed nature of
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our suburban environments, where those are the
appropriate characteristics to be retained, is to be
encouraged, and overlays suitable for the retention of
individual large trees and general garden screening will
be put before councils for their consideration.
Councils will need to ensure that designs complement
neighbourhood character. That responsibility will rest
squarely in the hands of councils. We will assist them,
where possible, to apply good design principles and
take into account particular local needs of special sites
and special community interests in urban character.
Councils may wish to make local variations to the
Good Design Guide; they have been invited to do so for
more than two years.

Mr Baker intetjected.
Mr MACLELLAN - One council is formalising
its application or is about to make applications. I do not
know whether the Brimbank or Wyndham councils
from the area of the honourable member for Sunshine
are about to do so, but if they have not undertaken those
sorts of works, they should do so. If the honourable
member ceases to intetject I will seek to limit my reply
to the question.
We will seek to encourage neighbourhood agreements
whereby, as the honourable member for Sandringham
said in this place - -

The SPEAKER - Order! The minister has been
speaking for 4112 minutes. I ask him to round offhis
answer.

Mr MACLELLAN - We will be positive in
having regard to section 173 agreements that lead to the
retention of single dwellings only or single storeys only
or the retention of character gardens in inner suburban
settings.
We will look again at the questions of overshadowing
and overlooking where privacy issues are involved to
determine whether the codes can be strengthened to
give greater emphasis and greater power to councils to
intervene and effect the reconciliation of the conflicts
that inevitably arise between redevelopers and existing
residents on those issues.

Prenner:credUtcards
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer the Premier to the
fact that the honourable member for Polwarth was
forced to resign as Minister for Finance in May 1995
because, as the Premier stated, he signed a document
that was not in accordance with govemment guidelines.
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Given the fact that government guidelines on taxpayer
funded credit cards explicitly prohibit personal
purchases, will the Premier apply the same standards to
any minister or staff member as he applied to the
honourable member for Polwarth and demand his or
her resignation if they breach the guidelines?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I truly thank the
honourable member for his question. Not only is he a
marriage wrecker but he cannot even get his facts right.
I clarify the first answer I gave to the honourable
member's earlier question when he asked whether
something like $1600 had been spent at the Imperial
Hotel. The answer is yes. About $1600 was spent at the
Imperial Hotel - but it was the Imperial Hotel of
Tokyo!
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! I will not continue
question time until the house comes to order. If the
honourable member for Doncaster interjects again, he
will be named.
Mr KENNETT - It was during one of the
Victorian government's fmancial road shows to that
country. They have been very beneficial not only to this
government but to the people as a whole throughout
Victoria. It is absolutely typical of the honourable
member for Niddrie. He would have known what that
was for but he did not wish - Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! the house, including the
Deputy Premier, will come to order.
Mr KENNETT - As I understand it one of the
major items included in that $1600 was the purchase or
hire of mobile phones because Tokyo operates on a
different system. That country charges about $100,
$150 or $200 a call. It was deemed by my officers to be
a lot cheaper and more beneficial for Victorians if two
officers hired telephones during the period of their stay.

This individual opposite comes into this house with a
grubby reputation. He is without doubt one of the most
unattractive members of Parliament we have seen for
many years. He was a major contributor to their loss at
the last election - The SPEAKER - Order! That is not relevant to
the question.
Mr KENNETT - He will continue to be a
contributor to the ALP's loss because this man has not
one policy idea in his head. As to the second part of the
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question, which has been raised on a number of
occasions, a number of guidelines affecting a whole
range of interested parties - whether they be members
of Parliament or public servants - are in place. The
important thing with all those guidelines is that they be
applied with cornrnonsense, that they be used and that
they be implemented with common sense as its base.
We will continue to do that, as we have in the past. The
only thing paramount to us is that we continue to
deliver good government to Victorians based on
policies that are clearly enunciated and increasingly
supported by the community of this state because of the
actions of the honourable member for Niddrie, who
stands as an absolute disgrace in all his performances in
this place and outside.

Women's budget
Mrs McGILL (Oakleigh) - I refer the Minister for
Women's Affairs to the fact that the women's budget,
which in previous years has been tabled, was not tabled
last year. Will the minister advise the house on the
government's proposals for future reporting on
women's issues?

Mrs WADE (Minister for Women's Affairs) - I
am sure you would be aware, Mr Speaker, that the last
women's budget was tabled in Parliament at the end of
1996. No women's budget was tabled in the last
session. I had been waiting for a question from the
opposition as to why that was the case, but the
opposition apparently did not notice that a women's
budget was not tabled in the last session. That
epitomises the opposition's approach to women. It is all
about talking about but not looking to action that might
be taken with regard to women in this state. I am
grateful to the honourable member for Oakleigh for
raising the issue this afternoon so that I am in a position
to advise both honourable members and the women of
Victoria generally of the government's proposals for
the future.

In the past the women's budget has been a lengthy
document covering everything that might in any way
affect women in Victoria. It has been a very dense
document to read and it has been difficult to obtain
information from it. The format of the budget was
reorganised a couple of years ago, but it was still not
the most helpful document in assisting an
understanding of the government's approach to
meeting the needs of Victorian women.
This year the government will produce a two-year
action plan for women. A much more strategic
document, the plan will set out the government's
understanding of the needs of women in Victoria in
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both metropolitan and rural areas and the ways in which
the government intends to meet those needs. Four key
themes are proposed to be covered in the action plan:
women's health and family structures, an environment
where women feel safe, women in decision-making and
leadership positions, and economic security.
Four reference groups have been established to look at
opportunities, risks and likely scenarios on a whole
range of issues for women in the future, including such
matters as ageing, the work environment, technology,
health, family structures and safety.
The new, pro-active approach has met with great
enthusiasm across all portfolios, and a large number of
people in all portfolios are involved in the development
of a draft policy. However, that is not enough. The
government does not want to tell women what they
need. Input is needed from the women of Victoria on
what they believe are their needs and where they
believe government services can be improved.
The draft document will be released when it becomes
available. I will be asking all coalition members to
consult with their women constituents. Following input
from everyone who is interested, it is hoped towards the
end of this year to have a fmal document that represents
the government's understanding from that feedback of
the needs of Victorian women, as well as an action plan
to meet those needs.
I expect that the opposition, in its usual way, will
promise to reintroduce the old format of women 's
budget. I advise the opposition that no Australian
jurisdiction continues to produce a women's budget.
The author of the first budget, Dr Rhonda Sharp - she
introduced the first women's budget in South
Australia - has stated that documents of that kind are
useful only in a developing economy. Given the
vibrancy of the Victorian economy, the government
wants to be in the forefront of a much more strategic
approach to meeting women's needs.

Schools: class sizes
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I refer the
Minister for Education to the fact that, despite his
department agreeing to supply class size figures for
individual schools to the opposition under FOI on
19 September 1997 and despite the opposition's
payment of a $200 deposit as requested by the
department, the figures have not been provided. Why
have the minister and his department breached their
agreement to release the figures?
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I understand
it is necessary for a table to be constructed to meet the

FOI request. The process is somewhat complicated, I
assure the honourable member that as soon as the
department is in a position to provide the material to the
honourable member, it will be done.

TRANS-TASMAN MUTUAL
RECOGNITION (VICTORIA) BILL
Introduction andfirst reading
Mr KENNETT (Premier) introduced a bill to adopt the
Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition Act 1997 of the
commonwealth and for other purposes.
Read first time.

ELECTRICITY SAFETY BILL
Introduction and first reading

Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill relating to the safety of
electricity supply and use and the efficiency of electrical
equipment., to repeal the Electric Light and Power Act 1958,
to amend certain other acts and for other purposes.

Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) for a short explanation of the bill.

I ask the Premier

Mr KENNETT (Premier) (By leave) - The bill
concerns the quality of electricity supply. It is to make
sure that under the Regulator-General the safety of the
supply of electricity to the state is at the highest
standard we can possibly predict.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction andfirst reading
Mr KENNETT (Premier) introduced a biD to amend the

Financial Management Act 1994 with respect to accrual
output budgeting and for other purposes.
Read first time.

EDUCATION (fEACHERS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) -

I move:

SUMMARY OFFENCES (AMENDMENT) BILL
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That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Education
Act J958 to provide for the disqualification from teaching of
teachers found guilty of sexual offences involving children
and for other purposes.

Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I ask the
minister for a brief explanation of the bill.

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) (By leave)The bill brings into synchronisation what happens in
government and non-government schools concerning
the dismissal or disqualification of teachers who are
found guilty of sexual offences. The honourable
member would be aware that the provision already
applies in government schools. For whatever reason
that is not the case in the non-government sector. The
government believes it is appropriate in the interests of
the state's children that there be a common approach
across Victoria.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

SUMMARY OFFENCES (AMENDMENT)
BILL
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TERTIARY EDUCATION (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Introduction and first reading

Mr HONEYWOOD (Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training) - I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Tertiary
Education Act 1993 and for other purposes.

Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - Will the minister
give a brief explanation of the bin?

Mr HONEYWOOD (Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training) (By leave) - The bill
proposes to ensure that the government is able to collect
information about student enrolments and overseas
student participation rates from private tertiary
institutions as well as from public institutions. There is
currently a deficiency in the legislation because the
government cannot obtain such information from
private institutions.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Introduction andfirst reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
amend the Summary Offences Act 1966 and for other
purposes.
Read fIrSt time.

PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Introduction andfirst reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
amend the Public Prosecutions Act 1994 and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

GEOGRAPHIC PLACE NAMES BILL
Introduction andfirst reading
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) introduced a bill to make provision for the
naming of places and the registration of place names, to
amend the Survey Coordination Act 1958 and the Local
Government Act 1989 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 24 February; motion of
Ms McCALL (Frankston) for adoption of
address-iD-reply.

Ms CAMPBELL (pascoe Vale) - When the
debate was interrupted last night I was stressing the
importance of every Victorian family having the right
to live with dignity and to be provided with essential
services such as health, education, community services
and real employment opportunities. The Kennett
government is neglecting Victorian families and further
alienating them by the empty promises that are trotted
out in the government's extensive publicity and PR
programs.
I will address particularly the provision of early
intervention services. The lack of sufficient places in
early intervention programs is but one of many
examples of the Kennett government's neglect of
families. When children are diagnosed with serious
disabilities, families go through a range of emotions. It
is important that when parents are trying to come to
tenns with such diagnoses, they understand that early
intervention programs are available for their children.
They need practical support at that time.
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My research reveals that Victorian parents searching for
early intervention places for their disabled preschool
children often meet an awesome brick wall. That brick
wall exists because the programs are full, the waiting
lists are long and when they finally fmd programs for
their children they generally get only a small
component of what is required. Parents understand only
too well that a range of early intervention services is
essential for their children's future. The key to success
in early intervention programs is that the range of
services - speech therapy, physiotherapy, cognitive
development, behaviour management and social
skills - is provided as soon as possible in children's
lives once the diagnosis is made.
How accessible are Victoria's early intervention
programs? There is virtually no immediate access to
early intervention programs for children diagnosed with
disabilities. They often have to wait 12 months or
longer. Victoria has 52 early intervention services. In
December 1997 a survey 0[20 of the 52 early
intervention centres in Victoria revealed that a total of
213 children were on waiting lists and three of the
agencies were completely full for the 1998 school year.
In February, following a number of calls to my office, I
surveyed half ofthe early intervention services, 26 of
the 52. There were 134 children on waiting lists. Two
of the centres were full, but because so many people
rang up they did not even bother to have a waiting list.
In metropolitan Melbourne the situation is extremely
serious. In the centres I contacted in the eastern region
there were 42 children on waiting lists. In the northern
region there were 36 on waiting lists. In addition the
Melbourne Citymission and Sunbury early intervention
programs were full, and although they did not have
waiting lists, their advice was, 'Don't bother ringing
back for at least another term'. Of the southem region
centres I surveyed, the Elwyn Morey Centre at Monash
alone had 21 children on its waiting list. In the western
region the situation is just as depressing. In one
Yarraville centre alone, the Coverdale Early
Intervention Program, there are 25 children awaiting
places.

Notwithstanding the fact that some children do obtain
access to early intervention programs, I found that the
optimum number of hours available was 20 to 24 hours
per week. Most children who were fortunate enough to
have a spot in the programs were lucky to receive
12 hours assistance.
I will highlight one of the most dramatic examples of a
family with a disabled child who cannot access an early
intervention program. The family I refer to does not
wish to be named in Parliament, but I have written to
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the Minister for Youth and Community Services about
the case. The child is a little boy I will call Jason. He
was initially referred to the Broad Insight Group in
April 1996 and had to wait 10 months before he was
given a place at the beginning of the 1997 school year.
In April 1997 he was diagnosed by Travancore as
having autism. His mother at about the same time had
delivered a baby. The combination of Jason's diagnosis
with autism and the new baby's arrival meant that the
mother was under extreme pressure. It was pressure the
Victorian community could not support. The
government did not have enough support to help her
and she ended up returning to her homeland. When she
arrived in her homeland a bereavement occurred in the
family and she returned to Australia. Upon her arrival
she found that her son Jason could not get into Broad
Insight because there was a long waiting list. The
harmony of family relationships and the mother's
health are at extreme risk. Because the state has failed
to provide an early intervention placement the
implications for that family are grave. It is terribly
important that early intervention services are provided
for the children and families that need it.
The absurdity in the management of the early
intervention program by the Department of Human
Services becomes obvious when a child with a
disability wishes to enter kindergarten. In most cases it
is necessary to have the support of an integration aide to
enable them to do so. In its wisdom the department
requires that the child can have the services of an
integration aide ifhe or she has a case plan which will
ensure that the integration programs are helping the
child A family with a child diagnosed with serious
disability when he or she begins preschool will find it
extremely difficult to access an integration aide to
ensure that the child is safe at kindergarten and able to
access the available educational programs.
After speaking to some of the families involved, I have
gained the overwhelming impression that the early
intervention and integration aide exercise was designed
by the Kennett government to break their spirit.
Families have enough to contend with without having
to go cap in hand to the department. A parent of a child
with a disability who attended a meeting with others in
his centre drew up this memo and asked me to pass it
on to Parliament:
Memo: to the Premier and the Minister for Community
Services
From: families requiring early intervention programs for their
child with a disability
Re: early intervention program
Deeds not words are what we want.
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I turn now to the impact on my electorate of the poor
provision of educational services in this state. I shall
describe particularly the effects of the closure of a
number of high schools and the current provisions
relating to special school buses and distance education.
In my electorate ofPascoe Vale one secondary school
is continuing to operate, that is, the Pascoe Vale Girls
Secondary College. Hadfield and Oak Park high
schools have closed; Coburg Secondary College was
amalgamated with Preston Secondary College; and the
Coburg tech was closed. The implication for students,
particularly those in the Oak Park and the Strathmore
Heights area, has been particularly dramatic.
Last year I spoke extensively with people at
Strathmore Secondary College, Oak Park Primary
School and Strathmore North Primary School to try to
work out how the children in my electorate could
access their closest secondary schools. For children in
the Oak Park and Strathmore Heights area their closest
school is the Strathmore Secondary College. I have
been approached by the school council president of the
Strathmore Secondary College, Christine Rydberg, and
the school council president of the Strathmore North
Primary School, Heather Kennedy, to raise the fact that
Strathmore Secondary College is grossly
under-resourced in tenns of permanent buildings.
Currently, the college is 2100 square metres short of
pennanent building space, 1400 square metres of
pennanent teaching space and its non-teaching space is
700 square metres below entitlement.
For many years the school has been stacked with
relocatables, which cannot be used for specialist rooms.
They are short five technology rooms and two personal
development rooms; they lack a general purpose room;
they are short on library space; there is no student
lounge; and they are short six lecture rooms.
The feeling in my electorate, which I strongly support,
is that the government needs to spend the profits from
the sale of the Oak Park, Hadfield and Coburg high
schools on local students. The view expressed by
people in Strathmore North and Oak Park, who cannot
access Strathmore Secondary College because of the
government's closure of other local schools, is, 'It's our
money, Ralph!'. They believe their children deserve
proper education and that the proceeds from the sale of
school sites should come back into the community to
enable their children to access their closest secondary
colleges. However, at the moment the closest secondary
college is full and therefore unable to take additional
students. The school council and the staff have no
objection to taking additional students, but they are
unable to provide the necessary spaces because of a
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lack of physical resources. They have the energy, the
excellent staff and wonderful programs needed, but
Minister Gude has yet to do something to improve the
atrocious position with school facilities.
The second aspect that affects education in my
electorate is the special school bus zones that the
Minister for Education dreamt up over perhaps another
bottle of whisky. Special schools provide education for
children from age 5 to 18 years. My area has a range of
children who have very different needs. Some wish to
access the Ascot Vale Special School, local special
schools or Concord School in Watsonia Previously the
Department of Education provided buses to enable
children with disabilities to access the primary or
secondary schools which best met their needs, but that
is no longer the case. If a child without a disability
made a choice between Pascoe Vale Girls Secondary
College, Box Forest Secondary College or Strathmore
Secondary College - if there were places - they
could do so because they could ride, walk or catch
public transport.
However, children with disabilities provide a different
picture. Minister Gude has shown very poor judgment
and absolutely no knowledge of education for special
needs children because he decided that buses cannot
pick up children outside their zones. For example,
Joshua Rudnicki of Oak Park attends Ascot Vale
Special School and he is collected by the school bus.
Although there is a vacancy on the school bus for
another child who lives a block away from Joshua and
attends the same school, the education department
prohibits the other child getting on the bus. Instead his
parents must make a special trip to the school every
morning and collect him every evening. That is hardly
fair to the family. It does not allow a child in my
electorate to access the school that provides best for that
child. In short, it is blatant discrimination.
Dianne Miller is another lady who came to my office
and spoke to me about her daughter, Lauren, who
attends Concord School. She was enrolled on the
understanding that she would be permitted to travel by
bus, but now she has been told that she cannot do so.
Her parents are prepared to drive to another location
where the bus picks up another student going to
Concord, but with sheer bloody-mindedness the
department says that its rules stand and the child cannot
get on the bus.
Mrs Miller put it to me in the following terms. I refer
to an earlier newspaper article in which she is quoted
as having said:
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It is discriminatory because all children should be able to go
to the school of their choice and there is only one special
school in my area

Mrs Miller said she visited five schools and took into
account the many factors associated with her
daughter's educational needs. She decided on Concord
School because of its emphasis on integration,
full-time classroom assistance and the use of
curriculum that was close to that used in government
schools. Lauren should not be denied an education that
best meets her needs because of Minister Gude's poor
decision in relation to special school bus zones.
I have also been contacted by Ann George from
Maltravers Crescent, Cranbourne, who seems to have
spent a considerable period of her life advocating on
behalf of her son, Daniel, who, incidentally, came into
Parliament and enjoyed a milkshake here.
Unfortunately, he is not enjoying too much goodwill
from the Minister for Education who, again showing a
callous and cold-hearted approach to children at special
schools, said that Daniel was not allowed to use the
school bus that collects children near Daniel's home
and then travels to Glenallen School in Glen Waverley.
Daniel is a delightful little boy with mischievous eyes,
and not only have his parents done a great deal of work
but he has battled hard to get as many opportunities as
possible. His parents have decided on Glenallen School
and, after listening to the reasons, I can understand
Why. The dilemma for the George family is that they
have five children - two at secondary school; Daniel
at Rangebank Primary School; and two preschoolers.
Just so that she can get Daniel across to the Glen
Waverley school on time using her own transport,
Mrs George has to wake up the younger children, aged
three and two, at 6.30 a.m. She wonders what will
happen when her preschoolers reach kinder and school
age. It is a nightmare for the family, a nightmare that I
am sure contains recurring visions of Minister Gude.
The Minister for Education needs to change this
discriminatory practice that does not provide special
school bus access for children who live outside the
zones allocated. Families should not have to beg for
basic school public transport. They should not have to
have their cases raised in Parliament - but,
unfortunately, they do.
The final point I raise is distance education. I have been
approached by Michael Smith ofPascoe Vale who
attempted to access the distance education program
only to find that metropolitan students over the age
of 21 have been denied access. He is a shift worker
with the railways and wishes to do his VCE by distance
education. Ifhe enrolled to do his VCE with the
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Council of Adult Education he would be unable to
enrol for the full program because of his shift work.
The Department of Education brochure on distance
education states:
In line with current policy. T AFE colleges and regional
councils of adult community and further education have
prime responsibility for educating adults - that is, students
who are aged 18 years of age or over on I January.

That is a very clever cost-shifting exercise from the
state to the federal government. It leaves yet another
group of people discriminated against by this
government - namely, those who require distance
education. I would have thought Minister Gude would
like to ensure that distance education remained for
those over 21 years of age purely out of self interest. If
he is unsuccessful in his attempt to become leader of
the coalition he may wish to return to study and
distance education may give him access to the VCE he
has not as yet attained!
Finally, I refer to the double standards of the
government with City Link and the Upfield line. A
couple of weeks ago a tragedy occurred at the Box
Forest Road rail intersection. It was another example of
an accident that should not have occurred. The
government should have ensured that boom gates were
installed at that crossing as it promised. I suggest that if
Minister Cooper wants to let northern suburbs residents
know that the government wants to do the right thing
by them, he put boom gates on the Box Forest Road
intersection as well as at the Fawkner cemetery
crossing and Barrys Road intersection. The
bloody-mindedness of the government is revealed when
one finds that the person who witnessed the accident
was denied T AC counselling.

Mr J. F. McGRATH (Warmambool) - I welcome
the opportunity to participate in the address-in-reply
and on behalf of the electorate ofWarmambool pass on
to His Excellency's predecessor, Mr Richard McGarvie
and his wife, Lesley, our appreciation for a wonderful
term as Governor. They provided great leadership.
They told me very early on that one of their challenges
was to demystify the role of the Governor so that
people could understand that the Governor was very
much a part of the people.
The McGarvies constantly interacted with
communities throughout country Victoria as well as
with those in the city. They visited Warmambool about
four or five times during their term. By visiting many
primary and secondary schools and other groups they
positively progressed the office of Governor. Their
open days at Government House involved the
community in that particular path.
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Sir James and Lady Gobbo have certainly fitted into the
role very quickly. I congratulate them both on their
appointment and look forward to working with them.
Following discussions with His Excellency at the
opening of Parliament I understand he will be visiting
Warmambool and south-west Victoria to see what
activates the citizens in that great part of the state.
As a 'home-grown product' of the area I feel privileged
to represent WarmambooL I am unashamedly biased
about the positive strengths it provides Victoria. For
that reason we are always keen to invite people from all
parts and positions in Victoria to come and look at what
we have and what we are doing. In that way they can
make any suggestions or provide advice as to how we
can progress in the future. When they fmd the time to
make that trip His Excellency and his wife will be
welcomed by Warmambool's citizens.
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place do it justice and do not seek to downgrade the
importance of the responsibility of members of this
place because, unfortunately, if one looks at the magical
chart that sets out the public credit rating, if you like, of
the various professions, it shows that parliamentarians
and the media rate similarly right down the bottom of
the scale. That is unfortunate. I am sure that members
of the media take on that professional role with great
enthusiasm, a vision and a wish to be successful at what
they are doing. The challenge for both parliamentarians
and members of the media is to seriously think about
what we are doing and how we are doing it, and to lift
the image we have in the community so that we can
start to gain the sort of respect we want. Unless one
provides people with the opportunity to give respect,
one will not gain it. Currently we are failing dismally in
that regard.

An honourable member intetjected.
There was much discussion earlier in a motion before
the house about parliamentary behaviour that degrades
the level of debate and the standing of parliamentarians
in the community. I consider that to be unfortunate. I
happen to have a very strong view about behaviour in
this place. I believe it behoves us to behave in the same
manner that we would behave in our own
constituencies. When I look at the behaviour of some
members of this place I do not believe that is the way in
which, generally, we conduct ourselves. Sometimes
when I am sitting in here, whether in this seat or in my
role as the Deputy Speaker in the Chair, I am appalled.
Sometimes I am ashamed to be a member of this house
when I look up and see in the gallery a group of
children from either a primary or secondary school and
wonder what we are doing to those young people by
sending them away with a vision of the parliamentary
behaviour of this place.
With those few words, I trust that those members of this
house who are listening or who might read this speech
at some time in the future will start to think seriously
about the responsibility that each of us has in respect of
parliamentary behaviour.
As the elected member for Warrnambool, I am here
today representing 33 500 registered constituents and
many thousands of other people who for a variety of
reasons are not on the electoral roll. We have a
responsibility, particularly to our young people, to set a
pattern of behaviour that will encourage them to be
forthright and honourable citizens in the years ahead. I
am not sure that we are doing that now.
As part of that process, I challenge the media to become
more informed about parliamentary process and
political activities so that the reports of activities in this

Mr J. F. McGRATH - I will leave that
intetjection alone because that can also be detrimental
in terms of the code of behaviour. I hope the
honourable member for Pascoe Vale will think about
the sort of things that happen in this place and what we
can do collectively to lift the image of people in our
profession and in the media. It is all very well to throw
around innuendos and other remarks but unless we can
support and substantiate them they should not be
expressed in this place.
The electorate ofWarrnarnbool which I represent is
principally a dairy farming area. It has a wide range of
both primary and secondary industries. In the south
west of the electorate dairy farming is by and large the
biggest contributor to the economy and it is recognised
as the fastest growing dairy region in the world. In
recent years milk production has increased by 8 per
cent. If one looks at productivity across all the various
sectors of industry, whether it be primary or secondary
industry, retailing or whatever, one can see that no
other industry sector has provided productivity
increases - I am not talking about market increases
but about productivity increases - of 8 per cent.
The Minister for Agriculture and Resources has said
that in Victoria we intend to grow as a government and
to increase exports from $2 billion to $6 billion by the
year 2001. Western Victoria is recognised as the area
that could contribute significantly to that growth,
particularly through the dairy industry. Four major milk
companies or processors operate in the area:
Murray-Goulbum Cooperative, Nestle, Bonlac
Cooperative and a local manufacturer called the
Warrnambool Cheese and Butter Factory which works
very closely in cooperation with Kraft Foods, an
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extremely large processor. In recent years those four
companies have spent tens of millions of dollars in
upgrading their technology. I am delighted that
$90 million more will be invested by those four
companies for the further growth of this industry.
If one considers the investment in the herds of the 2300
Victorian dairy farms, which in this day and age are
stud bred herds of excellent producing quality, one
must take into account the value of the herd, the
property and the infrastructure and then start to address
the issue of the productivity gains and the sort of
pasture management and techniques farmers have had
to utilise in recent years to remain competitive. I can
remember that when I was growing up as a young boy
on a property milked a cow to the acre, which was a
pretty substantial effort. In those days very few
chemicals and no water apart from the natural capacity
of the property were used. Today we see a significant
improvement in pasture growth and the technology that
can be used has resulted in the capacity of a property to
be increased significantly.
Much interest has been expressed from across the
Tasman, from New Zealand, which is recognised by
many as the best dairy fanning country in the world.
Over a long time Victoria's production and technology
will be equal to, if not better than, the technology
coming out of New Zealand. The fanners are very good
at what they do. Many New Zealanders are coming to
western Victoria, paying huge sums of money for
properties and consolidating properties to go into
farming in a very big way. Such production will be
significant. In western Victoria the generation of jobs
and cash flowing into the economies of the cities and
towns will be significantly enhanced by the growth in
the dairy industry.
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Labor did very little to improve road funding at state or
federal level. The only major achievement the Labor
Party could ever claim for road funding was the move
by the then Treasurer of Australia, Mr Paul Keating. to
index fuel taxes on Australian motorists. That turned
approximately $980 million that was produced in 1983
as a result of the national fuel tax and excise to a pool
of about $30 billion.
Unfortunately, the original concept of that fund, which
was that it be used for roads, was never carried across.
As a result, over a period of time a declining percentage
has come back to road funds, which have now been
depleted to less than 10 per cent. For that we can thank
the federal Labor government. People are now paying
significant fuel taxes but more than 90 per cent of that
money is going into consolidated revenue for other
purposes.
The Victorian coalition government made what many
believed to be a brave move in imposing the
3-cent-a-litre Better Roads Victoria Fund levy. It was
brave because it followed the dreadful Pyramid tax that
had to be imposed for goodness knows what reason.
Why a government would attach the failure of a
financial institution to motorists is beyond my
comprehension, but that is what Labor did, as the
records prove. People therefore were very nervous
about any sort of a levy on motorists; my own
constituents argued vigorously at branch and public
meetings about the 3-cent-a-litre Better Roads levy, but
it has been an absolute bonanza. It is a credit to this
government that it has been bold enough to introduce
Better Roads Victoria. Of the millions of dollars in
revenue 28 per cent is collected from country Victoria,
but in recognition of the importance of country Victoria
at that time the government allocated 33.3 per cent of
the fund to country and regional Victoria. Right back
then there was recognition of the importance of the role
played by regional Victoria - despite the lack of
numbers in the database - in production and
particularly in export earnings for the state, and of the
need to acknowledge that importance.

As a result, many issues need to be addressed. The
government has looked at several ways of improving
the infrastructure. Because there are several I will not
have time to talk about all of them, but I need to
mention one significant issue: road funding and Better
Roads Victoria. It is not unusual now for someone to
get into a car, drive to Melbourne - which for me is a
three-and-a-half-hour drive - and be stopped a couple
of times, not by a policeman but because of roadworks
on some of the off-highway roads. Imagine going to a
meeting and being held up for 15 to 20 minutes by
roadworks: a person could become anxious or
intolerant. On the other hand, isn't it fantastic that that
sort of work is going on?

I am grateful for Better Roads Victoria. The challenge
is to try to pick up on the many roads that have been left
to deteriorate and the bridges that have been neglected
by previous state and federal Labor governments. This
government will continue to lobby its federal coalition
colleagues for a better share of the fuel tax excise so
work can commence on the many good road projects
that need to be undertaken.

Much more work needs to be done. Part of the road
funding problem we now face is caused by the neglect
that was obvious after 10 years of Labor government.

Moving on from industry and roads to health I point out
that many may say that there are problems with health
facilities in regional Victoria. I say, what's new? From
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time immemorial there have been problems with health
services as society has moved from one technology to
another or from one era to another. However, it is the
response to each challenge as it comes that has to be
acknowledged.
As a result of provision of improved technology,
changes in directions of funding and the building of
incentives into the system during the past five years the
health system is now providing more help and
opportunities for help and treating more patients than
ever before. Significant savings have been made. They
came with some pain, but hospital CEOs with whom I
meet regularly tell me they would never have believed
they could fmd the savings to the system that they
found; they would never have believed those savings
were there.
In Warrnambool there is a large regional hospital which
provides a whole range of special services. The advent
of telemedicine will be an absolute bonanza for country
people, particularly those in Warmambool, because not
only will it be possible to utilise the services of
specialised people practising in Melbourne using
telemedicine diagnosis and so on, but those people can
also be used in the training of others. It is hard to
estimate the value of telemedicine in training but the
amount of time doctors spent on the road in country
Victoria travelling backwards and forwards is
enormous. Even more enormous is the financial,
physical and emotional cost of taking people out of the
health system to travel to Melbourne for appropriate
training. A Warrnambool health worker attending a
9 a.m. to 5 p.m. meeting in Melbourne would
effectively have to get up at 4.30 a.m., leave home by
about 5.30 a.m., drive to Melbourne for a 9.00 a.m.
start, sit through a training course, get back into the car
at 5.00 p.m. or thereabouts and arrive home at around
8:30 p.m. That is a big day in anyone's life, physically
and emotionally. That person not only has the trauma of
driving down and back, which people find a tiring and
challenging experience in itself, but must undertake
8 hours of training in between. Telemedicine will
provide wonderful opportunities for country Victorians
to tap into the services of the specialists who,
understandably, locate themselves in high population
centres. Health care in the country areas is, to coin a
phrase, in a healthy state.

A new acute psychiatric care unit has just been built in
Warrnambool, moving away from an old 140-bed
institution. Because we never want to go back to the
style of treatment where people were medicated, put
into their rooms and left there day in, day out; year in,
year out, a new style of community-based treatment has
been instigated. New acute care units are designed for
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modern-day nursing management of the whole client
base. The unit is not connected but adjacent to the base
hospital where the service has been main streamed, so
the savings made on managing the former facility have
now gone back into hospital funds, providing more
resources for community work and infrastructure. I am
not saying it is right yet; there is still much to be done,
but there has been a tremendous shift from an
institution-based service to a community-based service.
The funds must be brought from the institution to the
community, and the infrastructure and the right support
mechanisms must be in place in the community to
make sure the service is as good as it can be. We have a
long way to go in that regard, but the government and
the Minister for Health acknowledge that; the minister
does not resile from that and will continue to work on
it.
There will be a $5 million theatre and accident and
emergency upgrade at Warrnambool and District Base
Hospital, so the emphasis is on regional health.
Hospitals and health services in Terang, Mortlake and
Port Fairy are catering for local needs and working
cooperatively with the regional hospital. It is important
for them to be able to work together and share
resources.
Timboon, east ofWarrnambool, is to all intents and
purposes an isolated community. It services an area of
the Great Ocean Road where many road accidents
involving overseas tourists have occurred, so it is
important to have a good health facility. The
government has allocated funds to set up a service in
Timboon as an extension of the hospital service that has
been there for many years.

In 1956 the then Chief Commissioner of Police stood
on the steps of the Warrnambool police station and said
words like, 'This is an appalling station and I will see it
replaced'. Like the 1956 Olympic Games, that event
has been and gone and the police station has been on
and off the priority list on many occasions. To the great
credit of the coalition government and the former
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, now
Minister for Agriculture and Resources, a new
$6.05 million police station is now appearing on the
landscape at Warmarnbool. That is a good-news police
story and will bring together into one building police
officers who are now working in four different
locations. Administration will be much better and the
interaction between members of the foot police, the
cm, the mobile police and the general uniform branch
will be much improved; they will be in a common
meeting place.
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A multimedia centre has been set up in Wannambool
as a pilot program. The claim has been made on more
than one occasion, and no-one has disputed it, that this
is the fIrst government in the world to have a Minister
for Multimedia. Students, the unemployed, people from
the TAFE college or members of the general
community can go to the centre and learn the basics of
multimedia and computers, the Internet and all the
wonderful opportunities that exist and will challenge us
in the years ahead. At my vintage I am challenged by
the technology of today's multimedia, but we must
accept the challenge because that is where we are
heading. It has been fantastic to have the multimedia
centre established at Warrnambool with the
government's support. The people ofWannambool are
really using the facility. I had the privilege of opening it
along with my federal colleague David Hawker because the commonwealth government also
contributed towards its establishment, we had the
pleasure of jointly opening the centre. It is of great
benefIt to the local community.
I shall make some comment about the Great Ocean
Road.
Mr Hulls intetjected.
Mr J. F. McGRATH - It is a lovely place for a
trip. Imagine driving down the Great Ocean Road
today! My electorate encompasses the majority of that
road, which includes the Twelve Apostles, the gorge,
what was London Bridge, and what is the best kept
secret along the Great Ocean Road.
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I am proud to be the member for Warmambool and a
member of a coalition government that is delivering
services right across the Victorian electorate.
South-western Victoria is well placed to take up the
challenges of the Minister for Agriculture and
Resources, who in his former ministry provided it with
the opportunity to take export earnings beyond
$6 billion after 200 1. The farmers of the area are well
placed to do that.
I look fotward to continuing to serve in this place and to
the forthcoming budget presentation. I believe the
government has a focus on the whole of Victoria and,
so far as the south-west is concerned, Victoria is
certainly on the move.
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) -It is a pleasure to join the
debate in reply to the Governor's speech. It is important
to note that such speeches are supposed to set out the
road map of the government's priorities and initiatives
over the next few years. A great deal of community
disquiet and concern has been expressed about the
direction in which the government is heading. This
culminated in an almost 16 per cent swing against the
Kennett government at the Mitcham by-election.

Victorians require a newer, softer image of the
government and the Premier. Not only ordinary
Victorians but backbenchers and ministers require a
much softer approach from the Premier. It was hoped
after the Mitcham by-election that the Premier had
learnt his lesson and would stop acting a way that
make a former Queensland Premier Joh
Bjelke-Petersen look like a freedom fIghter.

Mr Thwaites interjected.

Mr McNamara interjected.
Mr J. F. McGRATB - The honourable member
for Albert Park has just assisted me - the Bay of
Islands. I have often asked tourists whether they have
been down the Great Ocean Road, and they say they
have. But when I ask whether they have been to the
Bay ofIslands they say no and ask, 'Where's that?'. Let
me tell everyone: you have not seen the Great Ocean
Road until you have been to the Bay of Islands. It is
fantastic. When honourable members are asked if they
have been along the Great Ocean Road they should tell
people to make sure they go to the Bay ofIslands
before they come to Warrnambool.

The new work at the Twelve Apostles to provide
services for visitors is a wonderful innovation in one of
the most outstanding national parks and coastal areas
of the world. There is no doubt about it. Those who
have travelled overseas would see how the scenery in
that area rates in comparison with that in other parts of
the world.

Mr HULLS - It is interesting to note the Deputy
Premier believes Joh was a freedom fighter! That is an
indictment more of the current Deputy Premier than the
former Premier of Queensland. It was hoped the
Governor's speech would give a clear indication that
the government was prepared to change and that the
Premier was prepared to be more consultative and
transparent with Victorians. Unfortunately, as eloquent
as it was, the Governor's speech did not deal with the
real issues that concern ordinary Victorians.

The issues on which Labor campaigned in the
Mitcham by-election and on which it will campaign at
the next state election have by and large been ignored
in the government's road map for the next few years.
In fact, there was no admission of guilt from the
government over the crisis it has created in Victoria's
health and education systems. There was no apology
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for sacking some 9000 teachers and closing hundreds
of schools.
There was no apology in the Governor's speech for the
government's undermining of a world-class hospital
and ambulance system. There was no explanation for
the government's overseeing a huge increase in
unemployment and no apology to those young
Victorians who have little or no chance of gaining
employment under the current Kennett regime. There
was no plea of guilty from this undemocratic Premier
for tearing apart many of the basic tenets of a
democratic society. There was nothing about the
reinstatement ofthe independence of the
Auditor-General or the reinstatement of common-law
rights for seriously injured workers. There was no
apology to those victims of crime who have had their
compensation for pain and suffering stolen from them;
and, of course, there was nothing about the
reinstatement of those independent watchdogs that are
so essential to a free, democratic and civilised society.
Unfortunately, a leopard never changes its spots. It does
not matter what sort of soft cuddly words he uses in
trying to set out his new agenda or who he tries to
blame for his own problems, the Premier cannot
change. He has not changed, cannot change and will
not change. Since the Mitcham by-election his
arrogance has worsened, not diminished. He has
become more dictatorial and more of a mirror image of
that now disgraced and known to have been corrupt
former Premier of Queensland, Joh Bjelke-Petersen.
The events of the past few days confmn that the
Victorian government is in decay. I have often warned
government members that unless they take a stand
against the Premier they will be tarnished for all time,
just as those ministers and members of Parliament who
were part of the corrupt Bjelke-Petersen regime are
now tainted for the rest of their lives. I advise
government members that their time of reckoning has
now come.
An interesting article in the Weekend Australian of29
and 30 November makes it clear what future
generations will think of the actions of this government.
The last paragraph of the article says:
Says one well-known businessman: 'leffKennett remains in
the ascendancy, despite some poor opinion polling recently.
While it stays that way, you won't hear too much criticism of
him ... But when things turn against him, as they inevitably
will, everyone will he saying his behaviour was pretty
disgusting' .

The behaviour of the Premier and the government has
been obscene. When the history of the demise of the
Kennett regime is written, people will refer to the huge
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mandate and the huge goodwill that came with the
election of the first Kennett government in 1992. They
will also note that it was the Premier's failure to
understand the notion of conflict of interest and the
importance of keeping the office of Premier separate
from any of his private interests that became the cancer
that all the chemotherapy in the world could never
cure. Whether it was the KNF affair, the Guangdong
share scandal or other controversies involving the
Premier's using his public office to line his pockets,
the rot started to set in a long time ago.
There are three tests that can be used to ascertain the
extent to which a government has lost the plot and its
respect for democratic processes and has started the
slippery slide down the path of corruption. The first test
is whether a government so fears criticism and dissent
that it silences its critics and gets rid of independent
watchdogs. That has been evident over the years, and
the opposition has cited examples of it time and again
in this place, whether it has involved Moira Rayner, the
former Commissioner for Equal Opportunity, the
former Director of Public Prosecutions, the attacks on
judges or the proposal for a super tribunal that gives the
Attorney-General the power to sack its members if she
believes they have shown bias or for any other reason.
That is another extraordinary example of a government
wanting to silence its critics. The government has
passed the test of silencing its critics with flying
colours.
The second test of whether a government is in decay is
whether it bends over backwards to look after its mates
at the expense of ordinary Victorians. That can also be
confirmed by whether a government goes into bat for
shonks and charlatans at the expense of ordinary
Victorians. The fmal test that shows absolutely whether
a government is in decay is whether it gives up on good
governance and decides to line its own pockets and to
loot the joint before it is voted out of office. I will refer
to each one of those tests shortly.
In examining whether this government is bending over
backwards to look after its mates, one need look no
further than those two characters who have been in the
media over the past couple of days - the good friends
of the Premier, Lloyd WiIliams and Ron Walker. Why
was the government even considering giving tax
concessions to its mates at the casino, and why has it
still not made a decision on whether it will take action
against the casino for a fundamental breach of the
licence? We all know Ron Walker is the federal
Treasurer ofthe Liberal Party. He has been described
time and again as the party's chiefbagman. He goes
around knocking on doors and collecting money for the
Liberal Party to try to ensure it gets re-elected. Of
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course, the wealthier Ron Walker gets, the more able he
is not only to directly fund the re-election of the Liberal
Party but also to guarantee the party's debts - as he
did for the last federal election.
Lloyd Williams has a close friendship with Premier
Kennett that goes back many years. As we know, in
their earlier days the Premier was a suburban ad man
and Lloyd Williams was a suburban property
developer. Now they have formed a partnership that
transcends the normal standards of good, open and
accountable government in the best interests of all
Victorians. The Premier has obscenely championed the
cause of his mates, Lloyd and Ron, and in so doing has
abrogated his responsibility to the wider community.
A number of articles have been published recently
about the relationship between the Premier and the
casino, including the fact that the Premier was
considering giving further tax concessions to his mates,
despite the casino's opulence and despite the waste and
mismanagement ofthe past. Those tax concessions
would have been immediately siphoned off to the
shareholders in Hudson Conway.
This matter is not at an end.
Mr McNamara intetjected.
Mr HULLS - The Deputy Premier says it did not
happen, but the matter is not at an end. One only has to
look at the press release put out by the Minister for
Gaming yesterday, in which he makes it clear that the
matter has not been fmalised. Honourable members
should have no doubt that when circumstances
change - they are the words used in the press
release - the government will give further
consideration to granting the tax concessions. How
could circumstances change? If, for instance, the
Sydney casino is given similar tax concessions to
Crown casino, will that mean Lloyd and Ron will come
cap in hand to the Premier, knock on his door and say,
'We want further concessions. '? You can bet your life
it will.

The Leader of the Opposition and the press have
described Lloyd Williams as the Pharaoh. Given the
waste and mismanagement and the changes Lloyd
Williams has made, it is fair to say that the casino's
opulence makes the efforts of Ferdinand and Irnelda
Marcos look like those of small-time impoverished
painters and decorators. Lloyd Williams spent
hundreds of thousands of dollars removing staircases,
and if he did not like his golf course he spent hundreds
of thousands of dollars changing it. It has all been
extraordinary.
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A look at the favours that have already been bestowed
on the casino should send alarm bells ringing in the
head of every coalition member. There has been change
after change and favour after favour. For instance, the
original tender documents made it clear that a specialist
casino operator had to be part of the consortium.
Federal Hotels was part of the original Crown Casino
consortium, but immediately after Hudson Conway
won the casino tender it got rid of its partner. Who did
it put in to manage the casino instead? None other than
itselfl A suburban developer with no experience at all
of running a casino suddenly became the manager of
the biggest monopoly cash cow in town!
A number of other changes have taken place, including
those to the casino's design. The owners have been
given handouts, such as the $174 million gift that the
Auditor-General identified as a result of the casino's
being undercharged for an increase in the number of
gaming tables. The Premier sought the extra tables
himself. How extraordinary that the Premier was
running around saying that he wanted more gaming
tables at the casino. The government canned
anti-gambling advertisements, but it also passed
legislation to ensure that if somebody associated with
the casino was charged with a criminal offence the
other people associated with it could remain in
business.
The Premier has attacked the commonwealth
government's airport privatisation legislation, which
would have allowed a casino to be built at Tullamarine
airport. He also vehemently attacks anybody who asks
important questions about Crown Casino. Of course the
Premier has always denied he is closely involved with
the casino. At one stage it applied to increase the size of
its hotel from 350 rooms to 1000 rooms, which was at
first knocked back by the Casino and Gaming
Authority. An article in the Age of25 February 1994
states in part:
... If leffKennett's mates were getting favourable treatment,
don't you think this process would have been approved.

But guess what? A couple of weeks later the approval
was given, which absolutely confirmed that his mates
were getting favourable treatment. The press release
put out yesterday by Roger Hallam, the Minister for
Gaming in the other place, makes it clear that the door
is still open for the granting of further favours to the
casino.
How obscene would it be if the government decided to
do further favours for its mates while the propriety of
those running Crown Casino is being investigated.
People may have forgotten about the continuing fraud
squad investigation into Hudson Con way and its
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subsidiary, Gleem, which involves serious accusations
that Gleem and Hudson Conway defrauded the state
government to the tune of $6 million. Unless and until
that matter is cleared up, under no circumstances should
this government consider, fIrstly, granting any further
favours to the casino, and, secondly, waiving the casino
licence conditions.
Crown's failure to build the second tower by
30 November 1999 does not only mean it should have
to pay a fme of$50 000 a day. It is all well and good
for government members to say it would be unfair to
impose the fIne, but we keep forgetting that the building
of the tower is a condition of the licence. If Crown
breaches the condition and members opposite say that
is okay, what other conditions will they allow it to
breach and get away with? Another investigation
involves insider trading and the failure to disclose
certain information about casino shares. I do not want
to say anything that may prejudice that investigation,
but it is serious and ongoing.
These matters must be cleared up before the
government even considers doing any further favours
for the casino. We all know the Premier has handcuffed
himself to the mast of the casino and aligned himself
with people like Lloyd Williams and Ron Walkerand he has to live with that. In fact, his views have a
fair amount in common with those of people like Ron
Walker.
It is interesting to read an article by Sue Neales in the
Age in 1994 entitled 'Casino bidder had a flying start',

because it contains Ron Walker's views on conflict of
interest. He was accused by the media of having a
conflict of interest because of his association with the
casino and the Grand Prix Corporation. He is reported
as saying:
The grand pm to me is bigger than the Olympic Games for
Victoria, and I'm so proud of having won it. Anyone who
wants to level conflict of interest against me can go to hell'.

That is his view of conflict of interest. Talk about peas
in a pod. The Premier's view is exactly the same.
Another comparison can be made between the
Bjelke-Petersen regime in Queensland and the Kennett
regime in Victoria. Joh Bjelke-Petersen continually
defended people of dubious character, including the
members of the white shoe brigade, which in
Queensland was headed by a property developer named
Mike Gore. He was able to persuade the then
Queensland Premier to help him out with a
$10.6 million loan. At that stage one of Mike Gore's
best mates was none other than Mr Kerry Packer. In
fact, they went to the gym together - without much
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success, I suspect, for either of them. Mike Gore was an
absolute shonk, and he kept going cap in hand to the
government for favours.
It is interesting to note the sorts of people the Premier
continues to defend - without making any
comparisons between them and Mike Gore. The
Premier continues to allow Ron Walker to arrogantly
park his car at the front of Parliament House without an
appropriate permit, as though he is the
Premier-in-waiting and the Premier is a de facto
director of Crown Casino. Time and again the Premier
has publicly defended people like Brian Quinn, Bruce
Mathieson - Mr Bojangles - and Bill Farrow as well
as Marie Tehan, the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management, and Bruce Atkinson, who
represents Koonung Province in the other place. The
list goes on. The Premier ties himself to the mast of
those people, but if they happen to be brought down he
too will suffer the consequences and be brought down
with them.
The last aspect of a decaying government is when it has
given up absolutely on good governance, realises it is in
the last throes of governing and decides to line its own
pockets. As I said, it is a bit like the distasteful and
disgraceful looting that takes place when a city faces a
disaster such as a fIre or a flood. Honourable members
will recall the dreadful Los Angeles riots some time
ago. When looting takes place good government is
thrown away and criminal activity occurs, which is
exactly what has happened with this government.
The coalition has given up on good government and
realises it is in decay. It is in the last throes of governing
the state and has decided to loot the joint. The
government has decided to get what it can out of it! It
may involve the approval of your own overseas trip and
the spending of thousands of dollars that can be
assigned to you in your official capacity, despite what
the relevant guidelines say. It may mean using state
government corporate credit cards for private purposes;
it may mean giving yourself a very healthy retirement
package. It paints the picture that the government has
decided to loot the show. 'Loot the show before we go'
is this government's motto.
I have raised the important issue of corporate credit
cards many times before. Government members do not
seem to understand how important it is. I continually
refer to what happened in Queensland a few years ago
because I do not want to see similar circumstances in
this state. As a Victorian I do not want to see this state
disgraced, which is what happened in Queensland.
Ministers went to gaol for using their taxpayer-funded
corporate credit cards for private purposes - and we
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know who they are. People like Leisha Harvey, the
fonner health minister, went to gaol for using her
taxpayer-funded corporate credit card for private meals
and going to the theatre - perhaps even the opera! It
rings a bell. Don Lane, the fonner transport minister,
went to gaol for 15 months for using his
taxpayer-funded corporate credit card for private
purposes. Brian Austin went to gaol for 12 months for
the same thing. GeoffMuntz, the fonner tourism
minister, used his taxpayer-funded corporate credit card
for private purposes and went to gaol. Just recently in
Queensland a minister got the sack for using his
corporate credit card for private purposes. Why
shouldn't you be punished? Of course you should be!
The guidelines in this state are crystal clear:
Under no circumstances may the corporate card be used for
personal purposes.

You can't get simpler than that. Even if you repay the
money you can still be charged under the Crimes Act.
In the Department of Justice before they get their
corporate credit cards people do not just walk up to Jan
Wade and wait for her to say, 'We like you; here is a
card; do your best; go to the opera; do what you like'. A
person must sign a form which says:
If! misuse the card (that is, use it otherwise than in
accordance with the instructions given to me) I understand
that proceedings may be instituted against me under either the
Public Service Act 1974 or the Audit Act 1992 or the Crimes
Act 1978 or by action under all acts.

The Crimes Act refers to obtaining a fmancial
advantage by deception - that is, making out a
purchase is official when it is not. That is why the
credit card issue is such an important matter and why
people went to gaol in Queensland. It is why the
opposition will continue to ask questions in the house
day in and day out on this issue.
It is not only in Australia that it is an offence to use
your corporate credit card for private purposes. In 1995
Ms Mona Sahlin made a challenge for the leadership in
Sweden. However, the challenge was derailed. An
article in the Australian Financial Review on
19 October 1995 states:
It may not be clear until late December whether any charges
will be levelled against Ms Sahlin following revelations that
she repeatedly used government credit cards for private
purchases and often took months to repay the debts.

Ms Sahlin was not using her corporate credit card for
alcohol purchases and saunas and massages; she was
using it to buy Toblerone chocolate and nappies.
However, in Sweden it was considered such an
inappropriate act that she was investigated by the
director of public prosecutions!
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This government is now looting the show. It is
interesting to note the comparisons between
Bjelke-Petersen and Premier Kennett. Just a few days
after the Mitcham by-election the Premier was caught
with his hand in the retirement till; he decided in the
still of night to top up his retirement fund with an
additional $200 000. The Premier is already looking at
$2 million on retirement; he will now receive an
additional $200 OOO! The perks include free travel, a
chauffeur-driven car for life and additional staff.
I refer the house to an article in the Sun of
31 August 1989 when Bjelke-Petersen was in the throes
of looting the state. He made fonnal complaints
because Mike Ahern, the then Queensland Premier,
decided to strip Sir Joh of his $120 OOO-a-year retired
Premier perk package. Bjelke-Petersen wanted to give
himself an additional $120 OOO-worth of perks and the
Premier of this state wants to do exactly the same thing.
This bloke is Bjelke-Petersen revisited, no doubt about
it! Members on the other side of the house have two
choices: they can follow him down the path of
corruption or stand up to him. My advice to them is to
stand up to him because they are running out of time.

Mr SPRY (BeUarine) - I should bring a mop into
the chamber to clean up after that last speech: there is
blood and gore all over the place! I intend to introduce
some optimism to the debate and, I hope, an element of
moderation.
I welcome the opportunity to reply to the Governor's
speech to the Parliament when it reconvened last week
on 17 February. I pay a personal compliment to the
Governor, His Excellency Sir James Gobbo, and Lady
Gobbo and advise them that the support and goodwill
of the people of my electorate will continue to attend
their term in office. The proroguing of Parliament has
given the coalition government an opportunity to
reflect on its achievements to date, on where it is going
and where it has come from. In my contribution I will
respond more or less directly to the comments
conveyed in the Governor's speech. In some cases I
will reflect on the issues he raised as they affect the
people of Bellarine and their objectives and
achievements.
The Bellarine electorate is approximately 600 square
kilometres of fertile land surrounded by a 90-kilometre
coastline which, as I have often stated in this house,
gives me a keen sense of the environmental issues that
confront the people of Bellarine from time to time. I,
too, have a heightened sense of my responsibilities in
that regard.
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In contrast to the honourable member for Niddrie's
claims that the government completely ignores
everything other than fmancial matters when it
addresses the way it should govern the state, I remind
him and other Labor members that one of the new
benchmarks contained in the Governor's speech is
social advantage, which this government intends to
pursue in its remaining two-year term of office.
In his diatribe of complete negativity the honourable
member for Niddrie completely ignored the spiralling
costs that confronted the government on its election in
1992. His contribution characterised the contributions
of opposition's members - they seem unable to get off
expressions of negativity and get on to telling us what
alternative policies they would put in place if ever
Labor were elected - God forbid! - to govern this
state in the future.
Victorians will have no opportunity to judge the
opposition on its merits until it reveals its policies.
Instead of indulging in constant abuse and personal
invective, opposition mernbers should get on to the
positives and develop policies, because then the people
of Victoria might start to listen to them. In the
meantime absolutely no notice is being taken of them.
As I said, in 1992 the government had to face up to the
dire financial situation in which the state found itself.
Having turned things around through the use of direct
and strong management, the government has earned the
luxury of stepping beyond its tight bookkeeping
measures and addressing pressing social issues.
Four main elements of social advantage are defmed in
the government's medium-term goals. The government
will focus on benchmarks such as educational
outcomes, employment outcomes, health and safety
issues, and confidence and harmony in society. Those
four elements are designed to focus on achievement and
promote personal fulfilment.
When the coalition came to power the government was
borrowing to fund its ongoing budget. In a domestic
situation such action leads to misery - it is totally
untenable and unacceptable. It defies imagination how
the Labor Party expected to continue to govern under
those circumstances. The former government had no
perception of how to go about managing the state.
When in 1992 the people of Victoria elected the
coalition and when in 1996 they reaffirmed their
confidence in the government, they were certainly
aware ofLabor's shortcomings and its inability to
manage the finances of the state.
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The reduction in Victoria's debt from $30.6 billion, or
around 30 per cent of gross state product, in 1992 to
$11.3 billion, or approximately 8.6 per cent of gross
state product, today has been a major achievement. The
people of Victoria are begirming to concentrate on what
has been achieved in basic housekeeping. That has
involved some very tough measures, but if it had not
been put in order there would have been no opportunity
for the government to develop social advantage aspects
it will be attempting to develop in the next two years.
The people of Victoria have suffered a great deal of
pain, but the government has now achieved its objective
and sustainable surpluses in budgeting may now be
expected. I think that colossal achievement is
appreciated by Victorians.
The honourable member for Niddrie mentioned with
great relish cuts to various departments and some
unfortunate results of those cuts. If the delivery of
services by the big departments of health, education,
social care and public transport had not been
rationalised in line with sensible spending the state
could not have pulled out of the debt spiral. Cuts had to
be made - and they were made very effectively.
I will run through a number of issues as they appear in
the Governor's speech. Many amendments have been
made to existing legislation to ensure an effective focus
on the issues of justice and safety. Victorians now have
good reason to expect delivery of services in those
areas.
In my electorate ofBellarine the police presence
presently satisfies safety requirements, but there is a
need to ensure that people continue to live in harmony
and safety. Police stations at Ocean Grove, Queenscliff,
Portarlington and Drysdale, on the eastern end of the
peninsula, are manned by a total of some 21 personnel
and are not served directly by police headquarters in
Geelong. The residents of those townships have every
right to expect the continuation of the effective
protection they now enjoy. The challenge is to ensure
that sufficient resources are allocated to cover the entire
Bellarine Peninsula and that the deployment of officers
is evenly spread to reduce response times to the
absolute minimum. It is possible some work needs to be
done in that area, and it is something I will be
concentrating on throughout the government's second
term.

Although the government can be proud that last year's
road toll- 377 deaths - was the lowest on record, as
the Governor said in his speech, it is still far too many.
The Bellarine Peninsula is well served by the network
of major and minor roads. The honourable member for
Wannambool drew attention to Better Roads funding
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and how it could be applied in his electorate and
throughout the state. Great advances have been made in
the application of those funds. I would describe the
roads on the peninsula as very good. In particular, the
Bellarine Highway has been extended two or three
kilometres, much to the delight of people who use it.
In his speech the Governor next mentioned women. As
the father of three adult young women - two of whom
are married - and the husband of a very competent,
devoted and energetic wife, I am surrounded on a daily
basis by women's issues. I am very conscious that
women have a powerful place in society and that
women and men march side by side. The government's
achievements on women's issues cannot be denied.

The Bellarine Peninsula is not noted as one of the areas
of the state with significant multicultural diversity.
However, I am proud that there is no indication of
intolerance towards the many people in my electorate
who have come from different parts of the world, speak
with different mother languages or practice different
cultural traditions. The greater Geelong area has a
healthy mix of people from all over the globe. I always
try to attend at about this time of the year the Geelong
Pako fest, a festival that illustrates the value of our
multicultural society.
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Local government restructuring has delivered tax cuts
of approximately $260 million, the state deficit levy has
now been abolished and government port charges have
been reduced by $35 million. I will not mention the
many other reduced charges and tax cuts enjoyed by the
community, but suffice to say they have resulted in
what I described earlier as a lessening by some
$2.17 billion of the burden on Victorians, which is a
major achievement.
One of the targeted areas of price reductions is the
announcement of the 60 per cent reduction for every
household in winter power bills. That news was greeted
with great acclaim in my electorate.
I refer now to education on the Bellarine Peninsula. I
am delighted that education is one of the four areas on
which the government will concentrate with great
vigour in the future, but particularly during the next two
years. It is natural that the Bellarine Peninsula has a
preoccupation with education, given the demographics
of the area as one of the fastest growing
non-metropolitan regions in Victoria. The relaxed
lifestyle and the fact that it is surrounded by water and
beaches are important ingredients in its growth.
Mr Wells inteIjected.

Not enough attention has been given to one of the great
success stories of the government - that is, its record
in reducing taxes over the past four or five years. Now
Victorians enjoy annual tax cuts of approximately
$2.17 billion compared with the level of taxes in 1988.
For example, tax cuts have come in the form of payroll
tax exemptions for charities. The introduction of
Workcover has resulted in an annual $580 million tax
cut for business. Land tax capping and a reduction in
electricity tariffs also have resulted in real price
reductions. Gas bills have been reduced significantly.
Incidentally, the government is assisting in extending
the supply of natural gas to the north-eastern sector of
the Bellarine Peninsula

Mr SPRY - I welcome the inteIjection of the
honourable member for Wantima. The lifestyle that
people can enjoy on the peninsula attracts many young
families, partiCUlarly in the fast-growing regions of
bayside Drysdale-Clifton Springs and Ocean
Grove-Collendina on the surf side. Retirees are also
attracted in growing numbers by the lifestyle and
particularly the excellent health infrastructure. One of
the other attractions is reasonably priced land. As a
former real estate agent, I am in a good position to
know that the peninsula has plenty of well-priced and
well-serviced land

The Leader of the Opposition should acknowledge that
fact, because he visited the peninsula when he attended
a meeting at St Leonards, where he would have heard
expressed the passion that people have for the extension
of the natural gas supply through that region. I hope he
is gracious enough to acknowledge that I have been
working very hard to achieve that outcome.

Mr SPRY - The Minister for Sport takes up the
inteIjection made earlier by the honourable member for
Wantirna that the area has a good local member. I am
too modest to say that myself but I appreciate the
comment from the minister.

The government's water reforms are one of its greatest
achievements. The community is beginning to see
results from the allocation of$490 million for water
projects. In addition, water charges on homes, factories
and businesses have been reduced by $180 million.

Mr Reynolds inteIjected.

The Australian Bureau of Statistics 1996 census
figures entitled 'Population and Housing' published in
the Geelong Economic Indicator Bulletin revealed that
more than 6500 people were employed in the primary,
secondary and tertiary education sectors in the Geelong
region. Those 6500 people service approximately
65 000 full-time and part-time students in the primary,
secondary, TAFE and university sectors. The
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education traditions in Geelong extend back 100 years
or more and have always been regarded as a great
strength of the region. In Bellarine I am extremely
proud of the 13 government and 6 non-government
primary schools that educate some 4500 students.
Currently the two government secondary colleges and
the new non-government secondary college have a
total student enrolment of approximately 2100.

commissioned a working party to investigate the use of
technology as an education communication tool in
Victorian schools. The working party was headed by
the honourable member for Glen Waverley and
included the honourable member for Malvern, the
Honourable David Evans, a former member in the other
place, and me, together with Mr John Collard, who
represented the Catholic Education Office.

On 15 February I was fortunate to attend the opening of
the newly consecrated Roman Catholic facility located
beside the new $12 million secondary college in the
Drysdale area. I do not think the Minister for Sport has
had an opportunity to visit the area recently, but in due
course he will be involved in the provision of services
to it.

The report was delivered in September 1994, and I have
received a great deal of feedback from my constituents
complimenting the work of the task force. I am
staggered to see that some of the information is already
well out of date. The report mentioned networking,
which still has a place in the communications schedule
of some schools, but increasing numbers of students
now use independent PCs.

Mr Reynolds interjected.
Mr SPRY - As the minister says by inteIjection,
I am sure we will solve any problems we have. These
are the challenges we face, embrace and eventually will
solve. The Roman Catholic Archbishop, His Grace
George Pell, opened the complex. My compliments go
to Father Tom Doyle, the head of Catholic education in
Victoria; Father Des Panton, the parish priest; Chris
Malady, the principal ofSt Thomas's Primary School;
Netty Broekman, the principal of the Catholic regional
secondary college; and above all to the people who
made it happen by putting pressure on the relevant
authorities for the development ofthe college in their
Catholic community at that end of the Bellarine
Peninsula. Together with the new secondary college in
that area it will constitute one of the most dynamic
education facilities in Victoria People who have visited
the area and seen the facilities will agree with me
because they would have seen the colossal advantages
of those facilities.
While on the subject of education, I pay tribute to the
majority of teachers in my electorate employed in this
noble profession who are managing change cheerfully
and responsibly. One of the changes they have had to
make involves the use of new technology. For
hundreds of years teachers relied on chalk and
blackboards to deliver their message, but over the past
few decades computer technology has come to the
fore. For many of us, it has not been easy to come to
grips with; but apart from people in business and
industry, teachers are among those at the cutting edge
of the new technology. They are the ones who are
required to instil in their students the technological
knowledge they need and how to apply it.
When the government came to office the then Minister
for Education, the Honourable Don Hayward,

Recently I visited the Bellarine Secondary College to
see the progress being made under the Victorian youth
development program. The college is in the process of
undertaking training with the Ocean Grove Surf Life
Saving Club. I visited the school with the parliamentary
secretary to the Minister for Education, the honourable
member for Ripon. As we walked through one of the
classrooms I was staggered to see 24 different
computers, which the students were working on.

In front of me was a responsive screen, which I had
never seen before. The teacher was using his computer
to bring up on the screen something the students could
follow. The technology training of primary and
secondary school students is beginning to peak and
reach a level one can understand and deal with. The
importance of technology training in Victorian schools
was acknowledged by no less a figure than Bill Gates at
the Empowerment 200 1 conference in Seattle last
week, which was attended by the Minister for
Education.
In his speech the Governor also referred to
employment. One of the significant tasks we must
attend to as members of Parliament is to generate more
employment opportunities. Tax cuts, to which I referred
earlier, are critical in attracting industry to the state to
enable us to gain a competitive edge and employ more
people. As I move around my electorate I am
encouraged by the constructive lateral thinking that is
going on as small businesses try to get up and running.
Health is another significant issue in the Geelong
region. Bellarine is part ofthe region, so some of the
larger service delivery units are focused on the centre of
the city of Geelong. I am pleased to see the
development of an integrated health structure in my
electorate. The integration of the Geelong Hospital, the
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Grace McKellar aged care and rehabilitation centre and
three community health setvices - the Corio health
service, the Geelong community health service and the
Surf Coast health service - means they are now under
the one governance structure. At this stage the Bellarine
Peninsula community health service has chosen to
remain outside the umbrella structure. It will be
interesting to see how it progresses on its own. I remind
those who run the centre that if they ever want to
become part of the overall structure I will be more than
willing to help them get through the transition period. I
wish them well in their endeavours to remain
independent.
Bellarine is not only keeping pace with the rest of
Victoria but forging ahead. Its infrastructure is
generally in good condition, but there is always room
for improvement in the areas of health, education, the
environment, public transport, justice and safety, to
name a few. They will continue to be issues, and as the
member for Bellarine I look forward to having the
privilege of focusing on them on behalf of my
constituents.
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chirpiness of some government members, who refuse to
accept that there is anything wrong - perhaps as a
reaction to what they see as an overdose of negativity. I
should like to see more balance. The reality lies
somewhere in between, and members on both sides of
the house could benefit from noticing that.
An article in today's Age reports that Victoria is still

spending below the national average on its social
programs but continues to levy taxes above the national
average. Although Victorians have recently had a few
tax cuts, they only make up for the tax hikes imposed in
the past. Perhaps the government still has some room
for improvement in which it can manoeuvre.
I applaud the government's move in a new direction
and hope the new direction eventuates. In changing its
direction the government could benefit from a most
important issue - that is, if it genuinely believes it is
doing the right thing by Victorians, it has no need to
continue to stifle dissent. The government does not
need to restrict the access of anybody to public servants
nor does it need to restrict the right of public servants in
a democracy to express an opinion.

Ms DAVIES (Gippsland West) - I am pleased to
take part in the address-in-reply to the Governor's
speech. I congratulate the Governor on his appointment
and on fulfilling his role honourably. Victorian
Governors have generally been well chosen, and they
have served our state well. I suspect Sir James would
have written a different speech from the one the
government wrote for him. However, that is the
tradition, which I respect.

If the government is doing the right thing, ifits
programs are working as well as it says they are,
Victorians involved in those programs must surely
recognise the benefits of the government's actions. If
the government genuinely wishes to change direction, it
should allow the state to become a more open
democracy. It should allow freedom of speech, and not
stifle dissent as has happened over the past few years.

The Governor's speech reflects laudable aims. I am
pleased the government is finally talking about taking a
new direction. It is not before time. I celebrate the
government's wish to start focusing on creating a more
cohesive and confident society. There is no doubt in
my mind that people's confidence has been shaken
over the past few years and that there is a need for
more social cohesion. I also welcome the
government's move towards testing policies against
the creation of social advantage.

The Minister for Education wants to be the next
Premier. He will change the direction of the
government when Victorians realise the Premier is
incapable of making change. The minister is
responsible for setting the tone of that new direction.
He should not fall back into the old habits of treating
dissent and those who wish to express concerns with
contempt. Recently the minister was scathing of
teachers. I hope he shortly drops his bad habit of being
sarcastic.

As I said in a question to the Minister for Education the
other day, I celebrate his aim to achieve 100 per cent
literacy in schools by 2005. However, I suspect that that
may go the way of another government's promise that
by 1990 no child need live in poverty, but we can be
ambitious.

On the subject of education, the figures I am more
inclined to feel secure with are those contained in the
Report on Government Services 1998. The report says
that Victoria was the only jurisdiction to record a fall in
real expenditure on education in the period 1992 to
1995-96; Victoria recorded the largest annual average
increase in student-teacher ratios across jurisdictions,
for both primary and secondary schools; and Victoria
had the highest primary student-staff ratio in the
country.

The honourable member for Bellarine spoke about the
opposition's negativity. I agree that too much negativity
is counterproductive. However, there is something
exaggerated about the almost Prozac-induced, vacant
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The government cannot be proud of those figures. I
agree we need a new direction and focus on education.
Last week I reminded the minister of his literacy aims,
as outlined in the Governor's speech. I asked him about
the reading recovery program, but his response
contained comments about the Keys to Life program
into which the government has put $52 million - and I
applaud that initiative. However, that has nothing to do
with the number of reading recovery teachers in
Victoria.
The Keys to Life funding has been taken over by the
regions and is being used by teachers for personal
development, the extent of which is three rather long
meetings a year. It may be an attempt to improve
classroom management, which I applaud, but the Keys
to Life program which is an adjunct to the reading
recovery program will not pay for the training of
reading recovery teachers nor for the actual placement
of reading recovery teaching programs into schools.
Reading recovery has been shown to be a successful
program. The program is regarded as intensive because
it takes 12 months to train a reading recovery teacher. A
present teacher who may be studying the program is
required to spend 0.5 of his or her time out of the
classroom. A school that has a teacher studying how to
become a reading recovery teacher must pay for that
0.5 salary from its own budget, which can be an
enormous sacrifice. Few schools can afford it.
The Minister for Education repeatedly says it is the
responsibility of schools, not his responsibility, to have
teachers trained as reading recovery teachers. I refute
that. On their current staffmg levels it is extremely
difficult for schools to afford such commitments.
Melbourne University has demonstrated through its
early literacy research project that reading recovery is
one of the most successful programs to improve literacy
levels. The other day I asked the minister whether he
was serious about achieving his 100 per cent literacy
goal. If so, he should make a further commitment to
funding the training of reading recovery teachers in
addition to any Keys to Life program commitment
already made. I remind the house that $52 million does
not go far in the overall school budget.
For the benefit of honourable members who may not
know about the program, the reading recovery teacher
is specially trained to work one-to-one with students at
risk of falling behind with their reading. The intensive
training program is spread over three or four sessions a
week for about 20 weeks.
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Also, I have asked the minister to provide details of
how many schools are providing reading recovery
programs. My electorate does not have a large number
of those special teachers. I would have liked the reading
recovery program to have been available for my child,
but that was not possible.
Mrs Peulich intetjected.
Ms DAVIES - I agree that parents play an
important role. I have been reading to my children
every night for the past 17 years - I regard myself as a
dedicated parent.
The other important aspect about schools concerns the
teacher-student ratios. The Minister for Education is
happy to report that the current teacher-student ratio is
1 to 15. The Minister for Education forgets that that
includes people such as principals - whom the
government has lumbered with so many extra duties
that they cannot put up their hands to have a cup of
tea - specialist teachers, deputy head teachers and so
on. I will quote an example. Currently the
student-teacher ratio is about 11.4 teachers in a school
of roughly 240 kids - and the school might get
another 0.5 or 0.8 teachers with current additional
programs. However, once people such as principals,
who cannot teach, are taken out - Mrs Peulich intetjected.

Ms DAVIES - Principals are so busy working 80
to 90 hours per week that they do not have time to take
part in the classroom. Some schools might have a
0.5 reading recovery program teacher, the occasional
coordinator might be another 0.8, there might be the
occasional fraction of a libraJ)' teacher, the occasional
fraction of a PE teacher and perhaps a science or
technology teacher. Once those specialist programs are
taken out - and I have quoted a particular example a school will end up with only enough teachers to have
a ratio of one teacher to 29 students.
The recommendation - most schools do this - is to
keep the prep and grade 1 classes slightly smaller than
that, and that means that many schools have class sizes
of approaching or more than 30 students. Such large
classes are detrimental to the students involved
particularly in schools in which there are many'
students with behavioural problems, because large
classes exacerbate behavioural problems.
Most classrooms today, including the module 5
classrooms in which many children are taught, are too
small to comfortably fit a class of approximately
30 students. It is very difficult to have a productive
classroom with too many students. Western Australia,
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which has a Liberal government, has now recognised
that large classes are not good for students and has
undertaken to reduce class sizes.
I ask the government, as part of its new direction, to
make more than a token effort to increase education
funding so that there is a genuine chance of increasing
the right of children to learn to read, work together and
have a flexible and enjoyable classroom experience,
rather than the crowded environment that most of us
had to put up with in our childhoods.
The Governor mentioned the electricity industry. His
speech states:
... the competitive Victorian electricity market has produced
substantial gains in industry efficiency and benefits to
customers.

You could have fooled us! The correctness of that
statement depends on the definition of efficiency. The
privatisation of the electricity industry, which was
done under the theoretical aegis of national
competition policy, has not resulted in competition. I
now have a privatised monopoly operating in my area.
It might be making nice profits by having reduced its
work force but there are also fewer local depots.
Electricity maintenance workers travel from my area
up to Melbourne, which is their central base, and are
sent from there to Woop Woop in order to do their
day's work. That is not a very efficient way of
working. Although it might be a cheaper way of
running our electricity companies, I do not think the
system is working more efficiently.
The government needs to accept some responsibility for
governing the quality of supply. Prior to privatisation I
had never heard of a power surge. In particular, I had
never had any experience of people losing their
equipment through power surges - and certainly not
with the frequency with which it is happening at the
moment.
In the early days, when I was living in the hills, the
power went off every time the wind blew because
power poles fell down. The SEC became quite efficient
at replacing the poles in the dark and during storms.
One does not see pole replacement like that these days.
In my area we have a positive glut of little metal pieces
on wonky wooden poles that the power company sticks
on to hold them up for a few more years. I am told they
are now using wooden poles, rather than concrete poles,
which tend to last longer.
I will refer to some problems that have arisen in my
electorate concerning the efficiency of the privatised
power industry. An Inverloch shop owner has told me
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the situation is becoming absolutely ridiculous. In
January he stated that he had had five power outages
since last October. One of the more severe power
outages in Inverloch occurred on New Year's Eve
when the restaurants were full of customers. Firstly,
there was a loss in power, followed by an almighty zap
that seriously damaged equipment. Many business
owners have complained that after waiting all year for a
bit of good trade in January they had suffered power
failures under the new privatised system.
Private operators seem a little chary about spending
money on maintenance. The explanation for the failures
given by the privatised company was that they appeared
to have been caused by 'a gradual increase in load in
the area and the extreme hot weather on each of the
days in question'. I have news for that electricity
company - we often have hot weather in January. It is
not an extraordinary event. It is about time the operators
were able to provide a proper, reliable service and deal
properly with complaints. They do not like to answer
telephone calls.
Some of the complaints received at my office have
involved the problem that even when the company
fmally accepts it is at fault it is months before damaged
equipment is replaced. Often the company is a little
chary about accepting responsibility and very strange
excuses have been made for the damage; for example,
that dead possums caused the damage and that the
company would not pay up anyway because the
damaged stove or other appliance was worth only $20.
If the government intends to continue with privatisation
it will need to improve its regulation of privatised
industries to make sure people have a reliable supply.
The most recent problem with the electricity supply in
my electorate occurred at Rhyll and involved another
temporary power failure followed by a massive power
surge, causing damage to 250 houses and local
businesses.
One resident said he had never seen anything like it. He
likened it to the war years. These problems are not
being dealt with adequately. It is the government's
responsibility to ensure that they are addressed. The
government should look to New Zealand's experience
as an example of why more care should be taken with
the provision of power. Auckland has now been
without power for an entire week. I quote from today's

Age:
In the aftermath of the 1992 corporntisation of the old
Auckland Electricity Board, Mercury has cut its staff in half
and has increased its profit handsomely. Many fonner
workers have jobs with contractors but in the competitive
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tender process the cable joining team was disbanded and the
skill lost to New Zealand.

Perhaps Victoria should take note of lessons learnt.
That has a terribly familiar sound to it!
Another issue mentioned during the address-in-reply
debate was the 'great white hope' of the new Latrobe
Hospital in Gippsland. The honourable member for
Gippsland East - the hidden Treasure - was quoted
as saying that the hospital will be great for all
Gippslanders. The Minister for Health has also talked
about the hospital. I ask them to note that this hospital
will not be good for south and west Gippslanders.
People will not use that hospital rather than go to
Melbourne. Although it might look close to us on a
map, there is a massive hill range between which is
treated as a major alpine way. There are very bad roads
and no public transport going in that direction.
Residents of south and west Gippsland do not see that
as a viable alternative to either their own local hospitals
or the Helimed service.
The honourable member for Gippsland South talked
about the extra $16 million being put into the South
Gippsland water allocation as part of the government's
larger initiative on water. I applaud that initiative. I can
assure honourable members that we need it. Gippsland
has just had another blue-green algae scare. I will not
make any claims about neglect by previous
governments. No government has paid enough attention
to water supply in our area. Before the government
goes overboard discussing theoretical cuts in water
bills, I ask it to note that I do not like being told not to
drink my water because it may be toxic. It is possible
that there is a need to speed up a further water treatment
plant so we do not have any more toxic blue-green
algae in our water. Before getting too enthusiastic about
pre-election water bill reductions, perhaps the
government should stop the water tax Victorians pay in
every water bill. Perhaps the government should invest
some money in a water-testing facility so that when
blue-green algae scares occur the water does not have
to go to Adelaide to be tested as it currently does, with
resultant delays.
In conclusion, I believe there is still a chance for this
government to change direction. I hope its proposal is
genuine rather than just based on propaganda. There is
a defmite need for the government to put its money
where its mouth is.
Mrs Peulich -

Your money!

Ms DAVIES - My money. The government
should stop the expensive propaganda and glossies. It
should stop attempting to discredit anyone who has a
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criticism - which just might be genuine rather than
fake! The government has been achieving some good
things. There is no doubt that Victoria is now in a better
fmancial position than it was five years ago. I do not
want to hear any more nonsense about blaming the past.
Members opposite have had five years in office. They
need to accept responsibility.
I look forward to hearing and participating in the
development of the government's new rural policy.
There is still considerable room for improvement in the
government's attitude to rural areas.

Mr Reynolds intetjected.
Ms DAVIES - I will talk about that later. I only
have 2 minutes left. I genuinely believe this is the
government's last chance. There is no longer a
willingness by Victorians and the media to be taken in
by bluff and abuse. The people of this state do not like
it when the government is nasty. Government members
can make a choice now. I hope they make good
choices. The bottom line is that this government is still
losing support in the bush and in the suburbs. That is
your stick. You choose. Start listening and, as I said,
start putting your money where your mouth is - or our
money where your mouth is - otherwise I do not think
this government is going to last very much longer.

Mr DOLLIS (Richmond) -It is with considerable
pleasure that I participate in the address-in-reply to the
Governor's speech. I congratulate His Excellency, the
Honourable Sir James Gobbo, AC, Governor of
Victoria. I have known His Excellency for quite some
time. He brings considerable intellect to the office of
Governor, as did many of his predecessors. He will
exercise his duties with dignity. More importantly, he is
the first governor truly representative of a multicultural
society. It is a credit to this state that it has appointed to
the Office of Governor a person like Sir James Gobbo,
who I am certain after his tenure as Governor will be an
example of excellence for many years to come. In his
speech His Excellency stated:
The government's approach will lead Victorians as they strive
in their own lives and local communities, admittedly at times
with great difficulty, to improve their position and the general
environs of their lifestyle, and so to balance their own
interests with those of an increasingly demanding world. We
need therefore to examine what we need to do as a
partnership of Victorians to strengthen the freedom and
independence we enjoy, create a more vibrant sense of
community, and mould a cohesive, caring society.

To achieve that His Excellency said we must work
together. That, supposedly, represents the
government's way forward: by defining the way in
which Victoria will be governed and making certain
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that a society that has been divided over the past five
years will be brought together. My experience as
shadow minister for planning and major projects has
been entirely different. A large body of opinion thinks
this government has got it wrong. That is evidenced by
the number of large meetings taking place, including
last night's Save Our Suburbs meeting, which attracted
more than 1000 people into the City of Hawthorn on a
Tuesday night. The reality is that the Kennett
government's approach towards planning is having a
detrimental impact on residents across Melbourne. As I
have said many times, this government is in danger of
allowing the attractiveness and livability of many parts
of Melbourne to be destroyed.
The government should listen to this message carefully.
On many occasions the planning minister has blamed
councils for the problems that have been created and for
his bad planning decisions. Two days ago in his usual
Maclellanesque way he said, 'It's not my decision; it is
the decision of the councils. Of course, I don't intervene
a great deal'. The minister has forgotten his own
rhetoric, which is returning to haunt him at this stage of
his career. As soon as the coalition was elected to
government and he was appointed minister he said, 'I
am the planning system and my door is open for
business'. He created and instituted policies which have
created division and are beginning to destroy one of the
most livable cities in the world.
The Victorian community is beginning to experience
the full effects of his approach, especially in relation to
medium-density housing. We cannot blame municipal
councils if on the one hand they are told, 'Here is my
plan. If you deviate from it you shall be punished', and
on the other hand they are told, 'You are responsible for
every decision based on the orders I have made'.
The minister refuses to acknowledge that the current
problems with medium-density housing are the result of
the way the government has pursued a market approach
to urban consolidation. The minister has not only
dismissed local councils in the past but continues to
threaten to remove their planning powers. This is hardly
the way for the minister to foster a productive
relationship with local government. His ability to
intervene in local planning issues has added to the
malaise, as councils are never certain what this
idiosyncratic minister will do next. That is why his
approach totally contradicts what His Excellency the
Governor said in his speech. If we are going to care
about our lives and for our local communities, even
though we are having great difficulty, and if we are
going to ensure our lifestyle is protected as we live in a
demanding world, to strengthen the freedoms and
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independence we enjoy we must work collectively
because a cohesive society can only come out of a
collective approach and not out of the idiosyncratic
method employed by the minister since the day he was
elected.
The minister has said he is a pro-development minister.
Over the past few days developers and residents have
been complaining bitterly that his approach to planning
is producing disastrous consequences.
The minister instituted the Good Design Guide, but its
main faults are that its language is often open to
interpretation, it applies to any residential land in any
suburb, and it provides for intensive development. No
differentiation is made between one area and another.
The so-called blueprint for the guide has been said to be
the Greedy Developers Guide, because greed and profit
have replaced good design.
The Good DeSign Guide aims to have more houses in
established areas, particularly in the inner and middle
suburbs. The policy, which allows medium-density
housing to be situated anywhere in any street in any
suburb, must be changed. This is the clear message the
minister is being sent by the community and the
developers. The minister cannot blame councils for the
problems because councils are relatively powerless.
They can refuse an application.

Mrs Peulich inteIjected.
Mr DOLLIS - It is time for a few lessons in
planning policy! A council can refuse an application,
but if it conforms to the Good Design Guide the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal will overturn the
council's decision. All the council can do at that stage is
delay the inevitable. It cannot really stop developments
that comply with the government's guide.

Mrs Peulich inteIjected.
Mr DOLLIS - If you do not understand that you
will not understand why more than 1000 people
congregated last night to put the blame squarely where
it belongs: at the door of the minister and the
government. Government members must understand
that unless we address this problem we will continue to
destroy the most livable city in the world.
During the previous decade a bipartisan approach was
taken to planning, yet this minister and the government
have politicised planning to a point where the minister
has said, 'I'm the supremo. I make the decisions, and
the rest of you can like it or hate it'. We understand
that the minister is a colourful personality. His
idiosyncrasies are well known to all those who have
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known him for a long time. However, they are being
used not in a performance in the house but in the lives
of many people.
I shall make some suggestions because it is important
that we reach solutions. As I have said during the past
few days, the opposition will be releasing a discussion
paper on this area with a detailed analysis of the
Victorian planning provisions. The analysis will show
that the government has not told the truth and that the
real story is something else. As far as the Good Design
Guide is concerned, we need to allow councils to
identify where medium-density development is
appropriate and where it is not, such as close to activity
centres, public transport and old industrial sites.
Councils should be allowed to protect existing
neighbourhood character. Unless we do this we cannot
move forward, particularly in areas of heritage and
amenity values. We should vary the Good Design
Guide density controls otherwise it will not operate
effectively. It will need to be revised to require
high-quality developments to relate to the character of
surrounding areas, to give communities an opportunity
for consultation and to provide councils with certainty
and the power to protect community interests.
Four years ago I warned the house that the so-called
McDonalds amendment, which allowed huge
McDonalds restaurants to be established in residential
areas, would come back to bite us hard I warned the
house that the matters of concern would be, fIrst,
McDonalds, next petrol stations and then housing
density. Four to five years later we are dealing with
these problems and there is a revolt in government-held
seats. All members know that the biggest issue
confronting them is that people are uncertain about
what they can do. Local government cannot provide the
answers. Developers do not know how long matters
will take to decide; residents do not know whether their
houses will be placed in shadow when high structures
are built next to them or whether their neighbourhood
will remain the way it was.
As I said this morning, the other change the Premier
made - I presume with the approval of the minister was to change the parliamentary secretary. I welcome
the new parliamentary secretary who I hope will
endeavour to bring some decency into the
decision-making process of the government and will
represent the wishes and aspirations of many people in
the community.
Unless we develop some high standards in the way the
state is governed we will create even bigger problems
for ourselves. The minister is beginning to get the
government into diabolical trouble. You cannot declare
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that you are pro-development and then have the gall to
blame councils for the current urban rage. Over the past
four years the government designed and implemented a
pro-development approach in planning. However, there
is a lack of strategic direction.
For a long time the Labor Party has stated that
development is needed and must be supported in this
state. But developers and residents must be clear about
the rules. We are returning to the bad days where there
was uncertainty both for those wishing to develop and
those wishing to protect their residential amenity.
As a system and a portfolio, planning gives the minister
the ability to enhance people's lives - not destroy
them. Those who went to the meeting last night will
understand the cries from people right across Victoria
who said, 'Our neighbourhood has been destroyed'.
The blame is with the minister and the government.
People are telling the minister that the planning system
should ensure prosperity for all, not just for some; it is a
fundamental lesson in good government.
This government has sought to increase population
densities in Melbourne. That is nothing new. Previous
governments have tried it. The difference now is that
the government has done very little to ensure that
Melbourne retains its reputation as one of the most
livable cities in the world. That is being lost in the
process of urban consolidation.
Planning policies have a huge impact not only on
people's day-to-day lives but also on the long-term
prosperity and livability of a state. It is crucial that
planning, particularly in large cities, is not left entirely
to market forces, as is the case with this government.
As I have stated repeatedly, the Labor Party believes
the urban consolidation policy should proceed, but only
within a strategic and carefully planned framework.
Without those elements you destroy the very area that
should be protected - the neighbourhood street.
There is a role for state government to ensure that
developers and councils are encouraged to achieve best
practice. We must ensure that happens when we
introduce reforms to the urban landscape. Minimal
regulations are doing little to assist developers achieve
good planning outcomes. There are continual
complaints that developers adhere to the bare minimum
of the Good Design Guide. Given that profit is the
motive, greed exists and people believe they can get
rich quickly by abusing the guide, every council you
talk to says that in most cases developers are adhering
to the bare minimum. Often developers' chief concerns
relate to density - that is, how many units can be fitted
onto a single site. The government has failed to ensure
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that truly good design is encouraged to become the
nonn.
Councils must be given appropriate powers so that local
government has and can control development. I hope
the new parliamentary secretary, who has experience in
that area, will be able to at least address some of the
eccentricities evident in the planning portfolio, because
bad design, as a result of ministerial intervention, can
create huge problems for many generations to come.
There are many examples of councils that have been
inundated with planning applications. In the City of
Boroondara applications for medium-density housing
increased by approximately 65 per cent between 1996
and 1997. That has made it very difficult for planning
departments to continue to produce an efficient
planning process. It has also placed a huge amount of
pressure on the resources of planning departments. That
kind of pressure has had a detrimental impact on issues
such as quality and control.
An increasing number of applications are going to the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal simply because they
are not processed within 60 days by local councils. An
important point to understand is that most applications
cannot be processed in accordance with the rules. When
that happens applicants have an automatic right to take
the matter to the AAT, creating a backlog of cases for
the tribunal, more delays and uncertainty for
developers.

In 1995, 1716 planning appeals went to the AAT. In
1997 the number of planning appeals before the
tribunal had blown out to 2132. Is it any wonder
councils are allowing developers to proceed with their
plans rather than having to defend even more decisions
in the AAT? When applicants appeal to the AA T they
must wait for more than three months for their appeals
to be heard. The government promised a more efficient
planning process, but it also promised a
pro-development policy. Developers realise that this
bad system is beginning to cost them money.
Two groups in the community are complaining and
fonning their own action groups - the developers and
residents. The issues raised by the developers are of the
same sort as those raised by the residents. The person
who is not listening to either group is the Minister for
Planning and Local Government. He is incapable of
admitting he has got it wrong. He likes intervening; he
likes being the planning authority and making decisions
that please him. He does not understand that by
continuously intervening in the way he has he has
destroyed the very system he tried to create. And that is
the huge problem.
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I am sure developers in the building industry are
extremely fiustrated with the current delays in the
system and the level of antagonism that is beginning to
emerge in the community. Planning has become a
battleground in middle suburbia between residents,
developers and councils - everybody has a complaint.
Never in living memory have we had a situation where
planning has created the type of furore we see at present
with communities being divided. I ask honourable
members opposite to give an example under any
previous government - Mrs Peulich interjected.

Mr DOLLIS - Dual occupancy created concem.
But we never had the type of division that you have at
the moment. I shall refer to some of the comments
made at the meeting last night, which was attended by
more than 1000 participants from all over the place.
One of them talked about urban conservation zones.
Another talked about developers moving in and cutting
down trees without a permit, with the result that a block
of land that had had a considerable growth of trees was
left with cut off sticks that look like matches poking out
across the landscape. The result was ugliness. People
will tell you that an incredibly ugly picture is emerging
that must be dealt with before too long.
This is the first time in living memory that the same
person has held the two portfolios of planning and
local government, which means it is impossible for
councils to complain to the minister responsible for
local government when they wish to complain about
decisions of the minister responsible for planning. For
the first time we have a minister who has concentrated
an immense amount of power into his own hands. As a
result councils are uncertain about their powers and
how to deal with these matters.
The minister must take note of all these concerns. I am
referring to some of the comments His Excellency the
Governor made in his address to indicate to the
government that the practical application of its policies
does not match its rhetoric.
Unless the government begins to encourage proper
development that ensures quality and provides a
strategic resource approach for councils, we will
continue to witness disaster after disaster. The people
who suffer most are the residents, who believe poor
government planning will result in a fall in the value of
their properties. The family home is the major
investment of the majority of people. When the
government begins to play around with that investment
it threatens the livelihood of every family in this state.
Four years ago the government said that was an
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exaggeration, and it repeated that three years ago, but
now people are mobilising and saying to the
government, 'What you are doing is wrong and
therefore you must change your tack' .
Over the next few weeks we will deal with the issue of
Victoria's planning provisions, which will have an
extraordinary impact on public participation in the
planning process. It will also affect the ability of local
councils to have control over planning. The message is
that the Kennett government has already significantly
altered the urban landscape.

An honourable member inteIjected.
Mr DOLLIS - I will take up the inteIjection.
Communities are feeling powerless, and that is why
they came out in huge numbers to protest last night. If
the government had listened to the voices of the people
yesterday it would know that the huge majority of
people at Hawthorn had never before been to a public
meeting, a demonstration or a protest. They were there
because they are feeling frustrated and powerless and
believe they are not valued by the government. There is
an incredible contradiction between the rhetoric of the
government and government practice in planning.
His Excellency said that a partnership needs to be
established in order to strengthen the freedom and
independence Victorians enjoy, create a more vibrant
sense of community and mould a cohesive, caring
society. He said also that we need to work at fmding
ways to ameliorate the uncertainty that some of us feel
in an era of runaway change. That is the rhetoric. The
reality is that in the area of planning the opposite is
true. The government has already broken one of its
promises; one cannot talk about providing certainty
when the state's planning system produces uncertainty
day in and day out.
I conclude by pointing out that it is not too late for the
minister or the government to listen to the thousands of
residents out there who are hurting and to the
developers, who are beginning to lose money. Before
the government makes another ill-conceived change
that is not well thought out it would be good for the
minister to listen, for the fIrst time in his life, to the
opinions of others, instead of once more, in his
theatrical, idiosyncratic way, telling us what we must
do with our lives.

Mr WELLS (Wantima) - I join other honourable
members in congratulating Sir James Gobbo on his
appointment. We have appointed an excellent man,
who with changing multicultural attitudes in the
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community has worked his way up through the ranks to
become Governor of Victoria.
I have a strong affiliation with sons of migrants,
especially Italian migrants. Since we were in grade I,
Dan Quagliani and Mike Guiliani have been my
closest friends. Through good times and hard times
they have stuck with me, regardless.
Sir James delivered an excellent speech that put
Victoria on course and showed us the direction we will
follow over the next couple of years. He put strong
emphasis on education and health. I refer in particular
to a very important part of his speech when he said:
My government will not waver from the fundamental
principles that have brought us to this point - to provide
strong, but fair, leadership, to plan for the long tenn, to
maintain a consistent policy approach, to work as a
partnership with Victorians, and to open Victoria to a global
environment

That comment is very apt when one considers what is
happening on the wharves. I shall spend some time
talking about the wharves. I do so from a lot of
personal experience, having been in contact with the
wharves as a customer for 12 years before I entered
politics. Many would claim that over the past five
years there have been significant improvements in
industrial relations. The Victorian government took the
bold move of giving up its constitutional rights in this
area by handing it over to the commonwealth in order
to gain greater efficiencies.
Many enterprises have adopted a flexible attitude and
have maintained industrial democracy by which people
on the floor of the workplace play some role in the
decision-making process, so that the days of 'thern'
and 'us' are slowly but surely disappearing. Anyone
who visits local workplaces in the electorate of
Wantima will find that the last thing workers and
managers want is the government and the unions trying
to tell them how to run their workplaces. It is clear that
workers and managers want to work out their own
industrial problems without the interference of the
government and the unions.
One last bastion of the workplace simply has not been
able come to terms with maintaining efficiencies in
industrial relations. That is, of course, the waterfront. It
is also interesting that in the early 1990s the federal
Labor Party spent more than $300 million trying to get
greater efficiencies in the workplace such as trying to
get rid of excess labour and inefficient work practices
so that the wharves would be internationally
competitive.
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Productivity and container handling in Australia is
pathetic, all because the maritime union will not
embrace any sort of change. It is an example of how
federal and state Labor governments lack backbone or
sheer will when it comes to taking on the unions; they
simply will not do it.
The current Webb Dock waterfront dispute between the
MUA, Patrick stevedores and the National Farmers
Federation is more about a new competitor in a
controlled environment and more about a closed
workshop. It will be the last stand by the union
movement, and it has no relevance to today's society
when it comes to borderless global economies.
There are many examples of the overpayments and
rorting that occurs on the wharves. I refer to an article
in the Sunday Age of 1 February that was sent to me by
a constituent. Written by John Elder, the article is
entitled 'Wharfies won't give up (a dollar) and the
hayseeds struggle too'. What wharfies are paid is quite
amazing when compared with payments to the rest of
the work force. Wharfies have an annual leave loading
of 27.5 per cent. In the old days the normal leave
loading was 17.5 per cent but if you worked on the
wharf you were given an additional 10 per cent. They
receive laundry allowance, a telephone allowance although I do not understand why they receive that and a banking fees allowance. While the rest of us pay
a banking fee when we receive our income or salary the
wharfies are reimbursed that amount. The bit that
highlights the cosy deals that are taking place on the
waterfront is that they have a maximum working week
of 31 hours when most people in the workplace work
38 to 40 hours. On top of that they have guaranteed
overtime whether it is there or not. The wharfies are
earning between $74 000 and $87 000 a year, yet a
labourer doing similar work on a construction site
receives around $25 000 to $35 000 a year.
It is interesting to listen to the comments of the
wharfies who say that productivity has increased by
40 per cent. It is amazing where they find these figures.
One fellow quoted in the article says that their stoop
allowance has been done away with; they were given
an allowance for the amount of time they had to stoop
to pick things up. He says that scrapping the stoop
allowance has resulted in an enormous gain in
efficiency. I challenge him and ask if that allowance has
been rolled into the rest of the pay.

They have done away with the dirt allowance. How
terrible! He states:
The dirt allowance has gone. Some of these ships are rust
buckets. They get dirt all over you.
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My goodness! I wonder what John Cleese in Fawlty
Towers would say.
In an article in the Herald Sun of5 February Paul Gray
describes the MUA as a union of silvertails and refers
to the legitimate right of the workers to defend their
hard-eamed rights. He would have a point if there were
a certain amount of consistency; but why, if the union
members are defending workers' rights, are they
picketing Webb Dock where there is a group of
workers who turn up, want to learn a new trade, get
onto the site and be able to work as wharfies without
having to join the union? I would describe the right not
to join a union as a worker's right also. What hypocrisy
from the Australian Labor Party and the maritime
union - 'We will defend workers' rights as long as
you're part of the union. If you don't want to be part of
the union, we have no time for you'! You see the signs
on the 1V every night: the non-union workers are
regarded as scum. On the one hand it is okay to defend
your rights if you belong to the union. If you want to be
a non-union member, you no longer have that worker's
right. It is hypocritical and pathetic.

Peter Reith has called on the wharfworkplace areas to
aim for a work rate of 25 containers per hour, which is
not as high as that of some of our trading partners but is
getting into the ballpark. The highest container work
rate overseas is about 30. Currently Patrick stevedores
is sitting on 19 movements per hour, but a look at the
Australian Bureau of Statistics figures reveals that has
fallen to 18.3 containers an hour, so it is getting worse.
I shall quote an example of some of the blatant rorting
that takes place on the wharf that was given by Chris
Corrigan, the CEO of Patrick stevedores. The wharfies
were off-loading imported vehicles. On a day in August
last year the afternoon shift off-loaded 7.7 cars per man
per hour as compared to 18.4 cars per man per hour for
the midnight shift, but the midnight workers knocked
off after just 3 hours work because they were told that
once the job was finished they could go.
Let me recap on that very small point: 7.7 cars during
the afternoon shift and a sudden jump to 18.4 on the
midnight shift because the workers could go home as
soon as the job was fmished. What can you say? Of
course on the midnight shift they are paid the full
7.5 hours at double time and a half and they can go
home after 3 hours.
A look at the ABS figures regarding the reliability of
the men turning up to work reveals, once again, that
when it comes to disputation on the wharf there are
1250 days per 1000 employees, or 10 times the national
average. It is a set pitch for inefficiencies.
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If Australia is going to succeed as a trading partner it
needs to be competitive on its wharves. Low
productivity and unreliability in Australian ports is
another levy or tax put on to the country's exporters.
Australia has what are undoubtedly the most unreliable
and expensive ports in the world.
The wharf is important to me because, as I mentioned
earlier, I was a customer. I worked for Mayne Nickless
for four or five years as an operations manager and also
for P and 0 Cold Storage Ltd as an operations manager.
The way the wharfies work so rigidly to the union rules
has me absolutely mystified because it is sheer
blackmail.
Australia is an island. Except for planes there is no
other way to get the goods on and off this island. In
Europe goods can be trained and trucked from country
to country but Australia does not have that luxury,
which makes it even more important that Australian
wharves work correctly.
When I was running the transport companies I referred
to earlier there was one hot day of35 degrees. We
received a phone call saying that the wharfies had gone
on strike because it was too hot. We had margarine,
chocolates and ice cream in the containers and had to
fly down there, fill the containers up with dry ice to
keep them going and make sure they were plugged in.
The next day the temperature was 36 degrees. Again
the wharfies would not work. On the third day the
temperature went back to 35 degrees and the wharfies
still would not work. On the fourth day it rained and the
temperature dropped to 25 degrees. We received
another phone call from the wharf saying the wharfies
had pulled out again because now it was too wet. We
lost four days of productivity simply because of three
hot days - while the wharfies were in their forklifts
with nice plush, air-conditioned cabins, may I remind
you - and because on the fourth day it was too wet.
We had no right of appeal; we had nothing. We were
sunk until the next day when we had a reasonable
temperature of 30 degrees and were able to work to get
it going.
The fifth day was Friday. On Saturday and Sunday the
men had to work to remove the backlog; of course that
was on double time and double time and a half, so they
easily made up the money they lost in the first four
days. But someone has to pay for it and it was our job
to pass on the cost to our customers, which makes it
terribly expensive.
I shall talk a little about the queues at the wharf. We
would send a truck, which may cost $100 000 to
purchase, into the queue at the wharf at 4.00 a.m. or
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5.00 a.m. The gates do not open until 7.00 am. but you
have to get there early to get into the queue. Sometimes
I would get a telephone call at 9.00 p.m. or 10.00 p.m.
from the truck driver, saying, 'The wharves have just
closed the gates. We have sat there for the entire day
and have not received one container'. That meant we
had to charge someone again 15, 16 or 17 hours of
demurrage at $40 or $45 an hour - someone had to
pick up the tab. It is not very good for customer
relations to have to telephone customers and tell them
they have to pay more because of the inefficiencies on
the wharves.
The other annoying thing about the wharves was that
the wharfies had a tea break at 9.30 a.m. until
10.00 a.m. Everyone was lined up outside the wharf but
the drivers were unable to drive through until the
paperwork was processed. In any industry that
maintains a certain amount of common sense there
would be shift splitting so that half the workers went to
tea at 9.30 a.m. and the other halfat 10.00 a.m. to keep
the trucks rolling through. That is not the way it
operated at the wharves. If one person went to morning
tea, everyone went to morning tea and everything came
to a standstill. In the morning they had a minimum
half-hour break, then a 40-minute break during the day
and another half-hour break in the afternoon. We would
lose 2 to 2.5 hours when nothing would happen because
of the gross inefficiencies.
On the wharf they have what is called a linesman.

When the ship pulled into the wharf the man on the ship
would throw over the line. The linesman's job was to
grab that dirty great big rope and put it on the hub. That
was the only job he had. He would then go to another
ship. If there was no other ship there that day, that is the
only thing he would have done for the whole day. If
that was not a cosy, featherbedding, inefficient deal I
cannot think of another example. There was no reason
why the wharfie, who was also waiting for the ship to
come in, could not grab the great big rope and put it
onto the hub. No special skill or training was needed; it
was a simple job. As I said, sometimes linesmen would
be called in on a Sunday to do one job, which would
take 10, 15 or 30 minutes; that is all they did, and they
were paid for a full 8 hours on a Sunday at double time
and a half. That was a blatant rort.
The other rort my company had trouble with was that
there would be cut-off times on ships at 4.00 o'clock.
Sometimes, through no fault of our own or perhaps
through a customer's fault we would be running 15 or
20 minutes late. We would ring up the shipping
company and say, 'We need to get this stuff on because
it is fresh apples' - or margarine or butter - 'that we
want to send to Tasmania'. The problem was who
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would pay the bill. We would say, 'We are happy to
pay two men for 2 hours to load the container on'. That
simply did not occur. We had to pay 12 wharfies
another full shift in order to get one truck or
one container on the ship, which would take
30 minutes. It was all in or none at all. How could we
justify paying another gang of 12 men overtime - the
afternoon shift - by another full 8 hours? It simply
cannot be justified. That was just another pathetic
example of what occurred.
The amazing thing is that it was accepted - we just
kept on rolling it over. However, because the Asian
economies are becoming far more efficient there is a
greater need for us to be able to compete. When farmers
have wheat or fiuit they want to send overseas the
wharves need to be efficient so that whatever is taken
down there gets on the ship and out and is not held up
because of a demarcation dispute between the wharfies,
the linesmen or other maritime workers.
I gave the example of the wharfies not working because
of the hot days and the rainy day, their loss of four days
pay because of that and their working on the weekend
and making up that amount and more. Recently the
Patrick wharfies went on strike at East Swanson Dock.
They lost 48 hours work during the week and were paid
$640 each to come back on the weekend to catch up on
the work that was not done during the week. It is all
very cosy, and it is to be expected. The shipping
company has to move the goods. There are perishable
items. Things have to be moved, and once again the
wharfies hold the companies to ransom. There is no
disincentive for wharfies going on strike because they
know they can make up the money they lose at the
weekend.
It is crucial to reform the practices at the waterfront,
and it is in this state's and country's interests to do so.
The public needs to be informed of the rorts that the
wharfies are engaging in. I would be interested to know
just where the Labor Party stands on this issue. I know
there is some support for the Maritime Union of
Australia, but I wonder how other labourers and
workers in the general community feel about the
wharfies working only 31 hours a week and receiving
27.5 per cent annual leave loading and additional
benefits. When they compare their working situation to
that of the wharfies I am sure they simply cannot justify
it. I cannot see how they could be supported. We will
wait to see what develops over the next few weeks.
I am certainly supportive of what the National Farmers
Federation is doing and I hope the federal Minister for
Industrial Relations, Mr Peter Reith, will consider very
closely what work the government can give to the NFF,
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on a competitive basis of course, to kick-start the new
Webb Dock. For example, there is no reason why ANL
cannot unload its ships using non-union labour. That is
something the federal government can do quite easily:
it could make a big impression and start de-unionising
the wharf for the benefit of this country.
I shall now touch on some of the matters with which I
am involved. In 1996 the Premier made a commitment
that drug and alcohol-free entertainment would be
provided for young people on Friday or Saturday
nights. I was very honoured to be given the job of
coordinator of the Freeza program. It was given a
budget of $4 million over four years - $1 million a
year. The program has been a great success to date and
is expected to be an even greater success in the near
future.
The Freeza program targets young people between the
ages of 14 and 18 years and enables them to enjoy live
music or dance parties in a safe and secure
environment. The events have very good security. One
of the highlights of the program is that the
responsibility is given to the youth to bring the events
together. There are youth committees all over the state
whose role and responsibility it is to put together the
event, select the band and the venue, organise other
goodies and freebies, and seek sponsorship to get the
event up and running.
The first event was held in December 1996 and 76
others have been held across the state since that time.
Some 45 000 young people have attended the events. In
some of the smaller country areas there have been
groups of 100 or so. At Eltham, for example, we have
had 1800 young people in one venue with another
400 standing outside the door trying to get in 2200 young people is quite an extraordinary attendance
for one Freeza venue. There is no doubt that Freeza will
continue to encourage young people to attend its events,
so that there is no need for them to try to get into hotels
as under-age drinkers. We need to encourage young
people to attend these events and show them they can
have a good time without the pressure of alcohol and
drugs being forced on them.
Over the past couple of weeks I attended the Freeza
event at Numurkah. It was a sell-out; 220 people
attended - no more could fit in the hall. The
community involvement in small country towns is
overwhelming. Last Friday I was at the Portland
Freeza, which 350 young people attended. They had
local bands and local youth committees, the local
council is involved and they are all doing an excellent
job.
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One of the councillors mentioned that the local police
are convinced that crime in the surrounding areas drops
when a Freeza program is on. I would love to
investigate that further to see whether the same thing is
happening in other areas. The Freeza program is an
important part of the Premier's Youth Life Force
initiatives, and it complements other programs such as
the school corps program, which is headed by the
honourable member for Ripon, the youth job training
scheme and, of course, the Turning the Tide drug
education program. Turning the Tide is teaching young
people that they can have a good time without being
involved with drugs.
When it came to power in 1992 the Kennett
government faced a spiralling public sector debt of
$33 billion, and the current account deficit was running
at about $3 billion. That horrifying problem resulted
from 10 years of irresponsible Labor government. The
Kennett government needed to start somewhere by
making some tough, hard and unpopular decisions. The
results have been amazing. As the Governor mentioned
in his speech, after five and a half years state debt has
dropped to around about $10 billion. That has been
helped by programs such as the privatisation of the
SEC.
Yesterday I received a call from a constituent who lives
in a retirement village. Residents of retirement villages
have only positive things to say about the privatisation
of the SEC because it gives them the ability to shop
around for their electricity. They are now calling their
local electricity suppliers to sit down with them and
discuss what they can offer over the next few years.
There is no need for the gas industry to be in
government hands. Many efficiencies can be gained by
putting the industry into private ownership, but the
government has a responsibility to ensure that people
on pensions and low incomes are well and truly looked
after.
The reduction in debt has saved tens of millions of
dollars in interest payments, which has been poured
back into education and health. The people ofWantima
are fortunate in that the government has set up a site for
the new Knox public hospital. It will be built, owned
and operated by the private sector. Wantirna residents
now have to drive 25 to 30 kilometres into the city to
get specialist attention. There will no longer be any
need for that, because times have changed. Hospitals
are now being built based on population needs. The
specialist medical facilities in the city need to be
untangled and moved out to the outer suburbs. A survey
would show that most surgeons live in the suburbs,
anyway.
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The government has done very well with roads. The
duplication of Wellington Road is complete, and the
duplication of Boronia Road, which was a 1996
election promise, is almost complete. This year will see
work start on the duplication of High Street Road. The
former Labor government forgot about the outer eastern
suburbs when it came to infrastructure projects. It
believed that Melbourne stopped at the end of the tram
tracks. People in the outer east have very long
memories.
Members of the Labor Party need to take on the
Brumby-Hulls leadership and move away from the
politics of personal smear campaigns. It is a pity that
the backbench does not have the guts to stand up to
Brumby and Hulls and say, 'Enough is enough. Let's
move away from personal smear campaigns and get
into policies'. If it does not, it will have nothing to show
Victorians when the 2000 election comes around.
Instead, it will bring out the personal smear file - but
Victorians will not buy it. The Labor Party needs to
have policies that can be compared with ours;
otherwise, it will not stand a chance.
The government's biggest problem for the future is
drugs. It is sad to see 13 and 14-year-old girls hooked
on heroin. As I said in the Penington debate, I am
totally against the legalisation of heroin, but if a
registered heroin addict has been through the
methadone program and every other program without
success and nothing else can be done, he or she should
be licensed and be able to go to a safe place and have a
doctor administer clean, pure heroin. That course
should be taken only as an absolutely last resort. If steps
are not taken we will find more kids in toilets and on
railway platforms dead from overdoses, and it is the
parents who have to cope with that.

MrCAMERON (Bendigo West)- Ijoin with
other honourable members in congratulating Sir James
and Lady Gobbo on the way in which they have settled
into their roles at Government House. At the end oflast
year Sir James and Lady Gobbo visited Castlemaine,
which is in my electorate, and His Excellency took part
in a number of openings. He brought a personal touch
to the places he visited. Everywhere he went he had a
little anecdote to relate, such as speaking of his life as a
migrant child in North Melbourne. At the Castlemaine
library he spoke about how he had an arrangernent with
a bookseller to swap a book every week. In speaking in
that way he brought his office down to a level people
could relate to. I think that means he will be a very
good Governor.
Last week a number of honourable members referred
to the republican debate. That was inevitable because
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His Excellency is a vice-regal representative and the
Constitutional Convention was fresh in honourable
members' minds. I had a week at the beach while the
convention was on, and in the afternoons when the
kids were asleep I lay on the couch and watched it on
the television.

Mr Robinson intetjected.
Mr CAMERON - The honourable member for
Mitcham suggests there were edited highlights, but I
can assure honourable members that at 3 o'clock in the
afternoon there were very few highlights. I also took the
opportunity to have a nap!
The convention debate was a turning point for
Australia. As a nation we have to decide next year
whether to become a republic or not. Equally, the
states will have to decide what constitutional
arrangements they make for the future. Queen
Elizabeth II is the Queen of each of the states as well
as the Queen of the Commonwealth of Australia. In
that sense she is seven times the Queen in Australia,
because the Crown is divisible.
Victorians have to ask themselves about the
constitutional arrangements they want to make for the
future. That can probably be done under two broad
categories. As part of the proposed changes that the
Prime Minister will ultimately put to the people,
arrangements could be made for each of the state
constitutions to change with the federal constitution,
although no doubt constitutional lawyers will quibble
about whether that can be done. The other option is for
the states to do their own thing.

If we were to opt for each state doing its own thing, we
could have a situation in which, while the
Commonwealth of Australia had an Australian as head
of state, each state had Queen Elizabeth 11 as its head.
The house would then have to confront the issues that
would arise. I would imagine the Queen would not
want a half-baked arrangement by which she was
Queen at the state level but not Queen of the
Commonwealth of Australia The debate is interesting
from an academic point of view, but we may have to
confront that situation in the near future.
As a result of the by-election at the end of the spring
sittings, we are fortunate to have a new honourable
member for Mitcham. He brings to the house a
dynamic personality, and 1 am sure he will represent
Mitcham and the eastern suburbs with vigour. His
victory represents a sea change in Victorians' opinion
of the government.

Mrs Henderson intetjected.
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Mr CAMERON - Fear not, Madam, fear not! The
Mitcham by-election was a referendum on two
fundamental issues - the government's changes to the
role of the Auditor-General and its anti-worker changes
to Workcover. Members ofthe public voted with their
feet. They want a stronger and more accountable
government which is not scared to let an independent
Auditor-Generallook over the books and which sticks
up for working people.
In the past whenever the government made changes to
Workcover it always told us nothing more would need
to be done and that, although it had attacked working
people, it would go no further. But at the end of last
year the government yet again attacked workers
unrelentingly.
The Victorian public is sick of it. Victorians hear the
government's rhetoric about a new society, a new
caring-and-sharing approach, and the social dividend;
but they want to see a change in its entire modus
operandi. The starting point must be giving the
Auditor-General back his powers in full and repealing
the changes it has made to Workcover so that at the
very least the common-law rights of seriously injured
workers are restored.

Mr Hamilton - The honourable member for
Shepparton supports that.
Mr CAMERON - Exactly. But unfortunately,
when it came to voting day it was a different kettle of
fish. The government's rhetoric is not new. In March
1996 the Premier told us he would help the less
fortunate and look after all Victorians in a caring way,
but that has not happened. Despite his promise, the
government passed the two pieces of legislation I
referred to affecting the Auditor-General and
Workcover. It also passed the victims of crime
legislation, which is one of the most malicious pieces of
legislation the house has ever seen.
Mr Hamilton - And cruel.
Mr CAMERON - The honourable member for
Morwell is spot on, and I will give a practical example.
The legislation means that a teenage girl who is raped
on the way home from school by a bunch of thugs will
not get a single cent in compensation for pain and
suffering. Even though her life may be in total disarray
as a result, she will not get a cracker. That represents a
degree of cruelty we had not seen until now. If the
government were serious about social issues, social
dividends and looking after people in a caring way, it
would introduce repealing legislation and the
Attorney-General would say, 'I was wrong'.
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Those things were not mentioned in the Governor's
speech - or, more correctly, the government's speech
that the Governor read. That clearly shows Victorians
that the government is not serious about its
commitment to looking after people.
Undoubtedly education is one of the issues that is
foremost in the minds of Victorians. The government
has gone into panic mode and appears to be inventing
statistics about education. When 9000 teachers lose
their jobs and hundreds of schools are wiped out,
community disquiet is inevitable. In country Victoria
nearly 180 schools have been closed and nearly
2500 teachers have lost their jobs. In the
Loddon-Campaspe-Mallee area alone, where I am
from, 500 teachers were lost to the system. Obviously,
when those sorts of change occur, people will be
concerned.
Another significant problem in education is that many
schools must overwhelmingly rely on their fundraising
abilities to see much needed school activities through.
That may be fme for those schools with many students
whose parents are high-to-middle-income earners, but
that is certainly not the case for most country and many
suburban schools.
As an example I point out that more than half the
students in many schools in my electorate are entitled to
the EMA. However, last year the government robbed
those EMA recipients. Half the funds designed to clothe
the students were stolen from them and given to the
schools because they needed the money to survive.
Now there are compulsory levies, particularly for the
most disadvantaged. lbat is why it is inevitable that the
changes in education are on the lips of many people.

Much has been said about computers. Undoubtedly,
they are a significant part of education, although they
are only one part of the broader picture. The
govemment would have us believe it is responsible for
the great surge in computers in schools. In actual fact it
has put in only a fifth or a quarter of the cost, and the
rest has had to be made up by the schools. lbat
demonstrates that the government's claim is not true.
Computers in schools are an essential component of
education. If young people end up IT poor they will be
the new educationally poor, and they may fmd
themselves substantial1y disadvantaged later in life. The
posh schools now arm each student with a computer,
yet other schools have only one in each classroom. The
government must be prepared to match its rhetoric with
action.
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It must also look after students who have problems,
because too many kids are slipping through the gaps in
the system. The reading recovery program has taken off
in central Victoria. Important though it is for very
young students, similar schemes must be made
available for students in the higher primary years so that
every kid who needs help can get it and not slip through
the gaps.

Health will always be a big issue. The government's
attempts to reduce the number of nurses and other
positions in hospitals has undoubtedly worsened the
situation. The government would have us believe it has
had to hack into essential services to get its budget in
order. However, the Auditor-General says departmental
outlays are the same or more in real terms now than
when the government came into office, which would be
the case because this is the highest taxing government
in Victoria's history. Despite enormous departmental
outlays you wi11 not notice it in the operations of
hospitals or schools, yet at the top end of town there
will be social dividends at lunchtime for advertising
agencies, PR finns and privatisation consultants.
The Bendigo Health Care Group faces enormous
problems. It is comprised of many nursing home and
acute beds and it is also responsible for psychiatric
services in the Bendigo region. Last year the nursing
home accommodation in Bamard Street failed the
commonwealth outcomes standard and the chief
psychiatrist gave a damning report on psychiatric
services in the area. In addition, as a result of the
government's budget policies the Bendigo Health Care
Group lost $2 million on public health activities. After
taking into account all its other activities the group had
an underlying budget loss of $700 000, which puts
pressure on the rest of the system.
The proposed new nursing home at Eaglehawk will not
go ahead; the government wants to wipe out 20 jobs.
Despite the government not wanting to provide funds
for essential services in Bendigo and across the state, a
week or so ago it found the funds to deliver glossy
brochures to the letterboxes ofBendigo residents.
Although the brochure reports on the Bendigo Health
Care Group it concentrates on capital development. The
government has lots of money for glossy brochures but
none when it comes to preventing job losses or
providing essential services.
Mr Hamilton - If someone is bleeding there is no
money for the tourniquet!

Mr CAMERON - The honourable member for
Morwell is right, the tourniquet is on and the bleeding
has to be stopped.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perton) - Order! I
ask the honourable member for Morwell to be a little
quieter in his assistance.
Mr CAMERON - The approach of this new
caring government is to distribute brochures telling
everyone they are sharing, but it does not tell them
about the enormous problems facing hospitals. It does
not tell them that the enormous cost of the brochures
could have gone towards helping improve the situation.
Recently I heard a rumour that disability services were
to be reduced in the Loddon-Mallee region. I contacted
the regional director, who said there may be a
productivity saving. The care of the most vulnerable
people in our community may be subject to a
productivity saving! The government talks about a
social dividend but money is being taken away from
those most in need. Some of those funds are being
directed to the Premier's retirement fund; other
amounts may have to be used if the government lets
off Crown Casino from the $50 000 a day fme for
delays in construction, or, to put another way, the
$18 million a year fme for breach of agreement.
It is important to consider how Victoria will fund the
Premier's retirement plan. The government has found a
solution. It will take away the top-up funding for
nursing home beds in state institutions where those
institutions do not come up to scratch. On 1 July the
Anne Caudle Centre in Bendigo will lose $350 000;
Mount Alexander Hospital in Castlemaine, $162000;
Maryborough hospital, which has 40 beds, $116 000;
Dunolly hospital, which the government tried to close
and failed, $26 000; and the MaJdon Hospital, $35 000.

How does that help the elderly? How does it help those
hospitals at aB? It does not. That several hundred
thousand doJlars lets Crown off for a few days. Crown
is right for a week thanks to the elderly people of
central Victoria I have no doubt the government will
sniff around to try to knock off further funds elsewhere,
as I mentioned earlier when speaking about disability
services.
Later this year the government wants to privatise
700 nursing home beds in state institutions in
metropolitan and country Victoria. That will have an
enormous impact on country hospitals because often
they depend on those nursing homes being big enough
to remain viable. The 40 nursing home beds at
Maryborough District Health Service fit into that
category. It is proposed that 60 beds will be privatised,
although at the end of the Dunolly hospital debaclethe hospital is part of that group - the government said
it was prepared to come to the party. The government
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has not made that commitment. I urge the government
to provide that assurance to the Maryborough hospital.
In his speech the Governor said the government will
have a new rural policy. At last, after five and a half
years, the government has recognised that its policies of
closures, cutbacks and winding down town services
must stop.
The opposition wants to hear the words expressly said
that the government will stop because, as I have
indicated, another 20 jobs are earmarked to go at the
Bendigo Health Care Group. The rural community
wants balance between the country and the city. At the
moment the Melbourne, Melbourne, Melbourne
policies of the government are causing country people
to be extremely angry. One would think that after the
honourable member for Gippsland West was elected to
the house the government would have taken rural
Victoria a lot more seriously. Despite experiencing a
good deal of panic at the time, the government did not
get out there; it did not consult with country people.
Only now, after another massive loss in Mitcham, is the
government prepared to acknowledge the problem. I
hope it is for real.
The Governor's speech mentioned the privatisation of
transport services. The issue ofVlLine freight
privatisation has already been raised in Bendigo. In the
middle of last year the government would have had us
believe that was the best thing that could happen.

Mr Hamilton - The best thing since sliced bread!
Mr CAMERON - That is right. Yet, the
government knocked off 14 jobs, and another 8 jobs at
the maintenance freight depot are swinging in the wind.
Country people are sick of being told one thing; they
are sick of this government saying it will consult with
them. I just wish the government would act. I wish it
would listen. I wish it would put its rhetoric behind it
and get on with the job.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.04 p.m.

Mr CAMERON - From the Governor's speech it
is clear the government recognises that a new rural
policy is needed. It is well aware that its policies of
rural neglect have caused enormous problems. I start by
urging the government to meet its promises to people in
country Victoria. During the election campaign the
government promised a new library in my area of
Castlemaine, but that promise has not been kept. The
government must acknowledge that it has deceived the
people of Castlemaine and get on with the business of
building a new library.
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The people of Castlemaine remember only too well the
government's promises when the Castlemaine woollen
mill burned down 18 months ago. The Minister for
Rural Development acted like a knight in shining
armour and promised big things, but nothing was done
to help the town. As soon as the national media
representatives were not around the government went
cold and refused to assist Castlemaine.
Teenage unemployment is a significant issue across
Victoria, particularly in country areas. Government
members will be aware from ABS statistics that in
January this year teenage unemployment had reached
52 000, 10000 more than at the same time the previous
year. Clearly the government must recognise that youth
unemployment is a significant problem and start
listening to the opposition. The govenunent should
follow the opposition's lead and take up its policy
proposal of providing 40 000 new jobs through the Jobs
Now initiative. If the government did that many people
in country Victoria would view it in a better light.
I urge the government to also take up the opposition's
policy development of taking a regional perspective on
major events. The Easter fair is a major event and has
been funded for several years. However, the
government's neglect of country Victoria is so great
that this year funding has not been granted for the
event.
Country Victorians are concerned about what will
happen in the year 2000 when the uniform electricity
tariff is abandoned. Electricity companies will want to
compete in the big Melbourne market and country
people will be treated as second-class citizens.
Government members should consult their constituents.
The honourable member for Swan Hill should tell his
constituents how much more expensive he believes
their electricity will be compared to what will be paid
by Melbumians. The honourable member for Ripon
should tell the people ofMaryborough and Ararat how
much more expensive he believes electricity will be in
those areas than in Melbourne.
The Regulator-General has already admitted there will
be price differentials. It is incumbent on government

members in country seats to look their constituents in
the eye and tell them how much the government intends
to slug them.
Mr Steggall intetjected.
Mr CAMERON - The honourable member for
Swan Hill interjects that that is garbage, yet National
Party members are the champions of ripping apart the
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uniform tariff policy. No-one has let down country
people more than the National Party.
The government has removed 2000 jobs from the
conservation area. Catchment management authorities
are now taking over many of the responsibilities of the
Department of Natural Resources and Environment,
but they are being funded by people being slugged on
their rates. For example, in the West Gippsland area
people are being slugged an extra $25 on their rates $25 extra from a household to replace what the
government should have been doing. It is sleight of
hand.
The government has refused to face up to the Teletrak
issue or tell the people ofMaryborough what it has
against that community. If there is a good reason for not
going ahead with the proposal the government should
send the responsible minister to Maryborough to tell the
community, but it has not done that. The government
must recognise that as long as it continues to govern in
this way the people of country Victoria, and of
Maryborough in particular, will see through it. It may
talk of the social dividend and looking after people, but
the people ofMaryborough and central Victoria know
only too well that is nothing but fiction.

Mn ELLIOTI (Mooroolbark) - In joining the
address-in-reply debate I pay tribute to the Governor,
Sir James Gobbo and Lady Gobbo for the grace and
good humour they bring to the office of Governor of
this state. Sir James Gobbo was an eminent jurist, a
judge of great distinction and a son of migrants from
Italy. It is pleasing to know that people of that calibre
and background can aspire to the highest office of an
Australian state. I also pay tribute to Mr and
Mrs Richard McGarvie, who made an enormous effort
to travel around Victoria to listen to what people were
saying. During Richard McGarvie's years as Governor
they took a real interest in what people were saying.
Mrs McGarvie had an interest in the arts, particularly
singing and the piano, and allowed Government House
to be used for many artistic evenings of great distinction
to which she invited people from all walks of life to
hear music in those beautiful surroundings. This state
has been fortunate to have as Governors Sir James
Gobbo and Richard McGarvie.
Those opening comments lead me to the coalition
government's record in the arts. Robyn Archer, the
director of the Adelaide Festival of the Arts, which
began this week, said that the arts provide a different
way of believing, imagining and living. Robyn is an
example of that herself as an actor and as the festival
director. The arts allow us different ways of expanding
our imagination, of seeing the reality of life differently.
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They teach lessons of tolerance, impartiality and the
nature of love. They can get us away from the
mundane and everyday nature of our lives, if only for a
few hours. Many people may feel indifferent to that,
but the arts have many other aspects.
They are a significant employer of Victorians, with
63594 people or 3.4 per cent of the total work force
working in cultural and entertainment industries as
their major jobs. Those figures underestimate the
number of people who work part time in the cultural
industry, estimated at 118000. A significant
proportion of the work force in Victoria draws all or
part of its income from working in the arts. Art
productions are worth approximately $5 billion to the
Victorian economy, so in terms of economic value and
employment the arts have a major role to play. For
many people the arts give great pleasure and economic
viability through the jobs they provide, and therefore
are worthy of support.

It is a challenge for governments of whatever
persuasion to work out a way to support the most
creative, the most imaginative, the most talented of
people in the community - the ones who, through an
accident of birth, have enormous and real talent. On
Friday evening at the premiere of La Bayadere, the
Australian Ballet spectacular choreographed by the
former ballerina, Natalia Makarova, who danced in
England, I saw Li Cunxin, the young Chinese ballet
dancer, performing the role of Solor. To the casual
observer in a packed house he seemed truly to take
wings and fly. He was an emigre from Russia who
lived briefly in the United States but has made his life
with his family in Victoria, and he shows great grace in
his dancing with the Australian Ballet.
How does government support the arts? During the
Cain-Kirner years ofLabor government from 1988 to
1992 arts funding was marked by little vision, few
policies, low commitment and little interest. A
succession of ministers was unwilling or unable to
convince Treasury to move the major arts organisations
to annual or triennial funding, and without the
assurance of a guaranteed income artistic companies
were unable to thrive, The one major capital works
project completed during that time was Scienceworks.
Other initiatives were stillborn or barely completed
during those rust bucket years. I do not entirely blame
the ministers because the state of the economy was such
that to start building and supporting arts was well nigh
impossible. Several initiatives, such as providing
permanent storage for the Public Records Office - the
history of our state - were mooted but never got off
the ground. Construction of the Museum of Victoria on
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the Southbank site had begun, but only barely, when the
1992 election arrived.
Between 1988 and 1992 spending on the arts increased
little, from approximately $67 million to $87 million. A
$20 million increase over six years is not enough to
keep the arts buoyant, alive or thriving. Compare that
with what has happened under the coalition government
since 1992. The coalition government has had two
ministers during its period of government, the
Honourable Haddon Storey, a former member for East
Yarra Province, and the Premier. Haddon Storey was
an extremely well thought of, committed and vigorous
minister. Even now I see him almost every time I go to
the theatre, the ballet or a play. He still supports the arts
as he did during his time as Minister for the Arts, even
though he is not required to do so.
The last time a minister for the arts was Premier of the
state was during Rupert Hamer's days as Premier.
When I first became parliamentary secretary to the
Premier in his role as Minister for the Arts many people
said that they hoped a period like the period when
Premier Hamer was Minister for the Arts might come
again. Many people looked back to that time as the
golden era of the arts. That time has come again now
that the Premier is Minister for the Arts. Whenever a
head of state, whether it be a prime minister or a
premier, is also the Minister for the Arts, the arts
undergoes a renaissance that contrasts starkly with what
went before.
Governments also need a blueprint or framework for
the arts. One of the problems with the former Labor
government is that its inability to provide any sort of
framework. It never saw the big picture, only individual
wants and needs. There was no comprehensive policy
with which to deliver funding. In 1994, when Haddon
Storey was the arts minister, the Arts 21 policy was
developed
That visionary blueprint to take the arts into the
21 st century was drafted around six major strategies. It
has stood this state in very good stead - so good that
emissaries from New South Wales have come to see
how it is done in Victoria. Since 1994 spending on the
arts has risen from $87 million to approximately
$306 million in the 1997-98 fmancial year. It is all
fully funded; none of it involves one cent of debt. That
vision, combined pragmatism, has produced
outstanding results for the arts and for the buildings in
which they are housed.
Under the Housing the Arts policy the Kennett
government looked at the amazing heritage we have of
19th and 20th century buildings such as the National
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Gallery of Victoria, the State Library with its wonderful
domed reading room, the museum, which was also
housed within that building, the potential of Federation
Square and the possibility for a museum of immigration
to celebrate the contribution and the richness that
migrants have brought to our lives and to our
aspirations.
Under the Housing the Arts policy there will be a
comprehensive redevelopment of the National Gallery,
to which the government is contributing $94 million.
The gallery as it stands is a wonderful building.
Designed by Sir Roy Grounds, it is a Melbourne icon to
which every Melbumian would have probably been at
least once, but the requirements for museums have
changed. The size of paintings has changed, and the
National Gallery is no longer adequate for the arts of
the 20th and 21 st centuries. It is too cramped and there
is not enough room for the curators to undertake their
work; there are simply not the right facilities to
undertake the educational activities of the gallery.
Education and the arts are becoming so intertwined that
they are almost inseparable.
The gallery is undergoing a major renovation that will
take two or three years to complete, but when
completed, for all intents and purposes it will look
similar from the front but inside it will be a different
story. There will be far more exhibition space, a better
flow for visitors to the gallery and a much better
experience for both Melbumians and visitors from other
parts of the state, interstate and internationally. In
addition, $250 million has been allocated to build a new
Museum of Victoria on the site of the Carlton Gardens.
Those of us who as children recall the pterodactyls
hanging from the ceiling and the static displays in the
old museum will feel some nostalgia for the museum as
it was. The dioramas of Aboriginal people in their camp
sites, the stuffed animals and Phar Lap in his glass case
will be missed, but again time has moved on and the
Museum of Victoria was not adequately housed in that
building.
A new, state-of-the-art museum is being built at Carlton
Gardens. If honourable members drive past that area
they will see how advanced that massive project is. It
will enable visitors, particularly young people, to
understand how we interact and relate with our
environment and how important it is to preserve
biological diversity. It will provide a range of virtual
reality experiences that we could only have dreamed of
when we looked at those static dioramas when we were
young.
The controversial blade above the building will house a
gallery of life in which people will be able to walk
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through the various climate zones of the world and see
the bird and butterfly life and the vegetation of those
areas. A substantial part of the museum will be devoted
to indigenous Aboriginal culture so that visitors will
better understand how the Aboriginal inhabitants of the
land lived, worked and interacted with each other. It is
one of the most exciting projects under the Agenda 21
program that is being delivered through Arts Victoria. It
will add significantly to the cultural life of this state and
be a major tourist attraction.
Those who oppose the development of the new
museum at the Carlton Gardens do not know what they
are doing. We cannot build for the 21 st century in a
19th century mode. The old Exhibition Building with
its wonderful Brunelleschi dome is stunning; it is
superb. It was the place where the first federal
Parliament was held. But it is no use building in that
idiom. The new museum is on the same axis as the old
Exhibition Building, but it is in the contemporary idiom
and complementary to the older building.
If we were to continue building as we did in the past, a
move towards more imaginative buildings would not
occur. Buildings such as the Eiffel Tower would not
have been constructed if the French had thought that
way. It was revolutionary when it was built, as was the
L M. Pei pyramid at the Louvre in Paris, which caused
a controversy at the time but is now an accepted part of
the landscape of the Louvre - that wonderful 17th and
18th century building with the contemporary pyramid
placed in the middle of the courtyard We must think in
a contemporary and forward-looking way to serve
future generations.
The other exciting development is the move of the
Australian Centre for Contemporary Art to the
Malthouse Plaza. An exciting copper-sheeted angular
building will help to complete the Malthouse Plaza,
where the Playbox is also based, and make an
off-Broadway contemporary art-contemporary drama
precinct for people who are drawn to that expression of
the creativity of this state. It will be a significant asset to
the cultural life of Victoria.
Buildings are just that - buildings; they are places that
house, as does this amazing 19th century building.
However, in the arts it is the people who matter, it is
they who have the imagination and creativity to provide
us with the experiences I was describing earlier.
The government recognised that to support creativity
and make the arts industry viable it required good
managers. A significant amount of money $1 million - has been devoted to the arts leadership
fund to send talented managers overseas for study
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courses under exchange and travel arrangements to
develop their managing skills so they can demonstrate
leadership in the organisations with which they are
involved. It is an ideology taken from private industry
and private enterprise that that works equally well with
the arts companies and the arts industry as it does with
private enterprise.
I only have to think of Steven Porter, the manager of
the Melbourne Symphony Orchestra. who travelled to
Japan recently. Mr Porter knows how to manage the
Melbourne Symphony Orchestra: he is aware of his
orchestra players, keeps an eye on the bottom line of
the orchestra budget, knows the repertoire of the
company and organises the orchestra playing overseas,
interstate and intrastate. He is a prudent and
experienced manager. Other managers hoping to reach
that level often benefit from professional development,
which is now being provided for them.
Another initiative is the $2.2 million Victoria
Commissions program, which enables the government
to accept commissions for particular structural works.
Last year, with the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management, I had the honour of opening the
migration tower at the Cheetham wetlands. The facility
is really a bird watch in the middle of the wetlands to
which many birds migrate from the Northern
Hemisphere for the southern summer. It was designed
by William Kelly and is architecturalIy quite beautiful.
It is really a sculpture. It traces the history of migration
of not only birds but also immigrants to this country
with a series of plaques and notices on the way up to
the summit of the winding sculpture, from which one
can get a good view of the wetlands.
For 2 hours every night a light at the top of the
sculpture flashes on and off in the same way that
lighthouses to signal ships. It is a place and a work of
exquisite beauty. That development would never have
taken place without the Victoria Commissions program.
It is one of the many works that have been developed
out of the government's vision in developing that
program.
An arts marketing task force was given $750 000 over
three years to discover the composition of arts
audiences: who likes to go to dance or to the theatre;
who likes to hear music; and who prefers productions
such as The Phantom ofthe Opera? Do people who like
AFL football also go to plays, dance or music? That
project enables companies and individuals to get a fix
on who their audiences are, to segment them and to
pitch their pUblicity towards that audience to gain a
greater segment of the market.
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Lest anyone charge that the government does not
properly consider rural and regional areas, I should say
that the Touring Victoria arts program has been the
recipient of more than $2.7 million to ensure an equity
of access for residents of those areas. As examples I
refer to a number of projects funded in 1997.
The Bendigo Art Gallery received $40 000 to stage a
regional tour of Furnish, an exhibition of contemporary
furniture design created by Natalie King. Dance
Compass Melbourne, which used to be Big Fish Dance
Company, was granted $30 000 to undertake a regional
tour. Musica Viva Australia, which would be well
known to many honourable members, received $25 000
to stage the 1998 Musica Viva in Schools program,
which delivered 190 concerts through the school
network and an additional six family concerts in
regional venues across Victoria. The Victorian Arts
Centre Trust used its $35 000 grant for a regional tour
of the children's production Princess Smartypants - a
production I missed!
Further grants included $60 000 to the Dancers'
Company - the young dancers from the Australian
Ballet School dancing with some of the principals from
the Australian Ballet - for it to conduct a tour this year
of Don Quixote throughout regional Victoria. The
Victorian Concert Orchestra received $35 000 for a
regional tour. The Geelong Performing Arts Centre was
allocated $30 000 for its Made to Move dance program
in regional Victoria They are but a few examples of
what the government has done for rural and regional

areas.
In addition, Victoria has the Victorian Rural and
Regional Arts Access program, known as the VRAP9
program, and the Scienceworks Regional and Rural
Access program, known as the STAR6 program, which
enable all years 6 and 9 school children to visit
Melbourne's arts features. The programs are fully
funded by the government. Year 9 children visit the
museum or the arts centre, or whatever combination
they choose. The year 6 children visit Scienceworks.
No child attending government schools does so without
having two days in his or her school life in the city
experiencing the cultural delights of Melbourne.

The government allocates $100 000 to Contempora5, a
contemporary art prize. That award had the arts
featured on the front pages of both Melbourne daily
newspapers for three days last year when discussion
raged loud and strong about Fiona Hall's winning work
of cardboard boxes and carvings from Velvet soap. But
it got people talking about the arts. A man in my
electorate said, 'In build my kids a cubbyhouse from
cardboard, will I win an arts prize?'.
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Mr Hamilton intetjected.

Mrs ELLIOTT - Indeed, the Serrano exhibition
got more publicity! Women artists receive $30 000 in
grants annually, through the women's affairs portfolio.
Included in those awards last year was one to Deirdre
Rubinstein, whose wonderful solo performance in
Confidentially Yours at the Malthouse Theatre received
both critical and popular acclaim; the season has been
extended. I can assure honourable members of an
absolutely wonderful night's entertainment at that
production; Deirdre switches from one persona to the
next by simply turning around in a way that I found
totally unbelievable. Most people probably would never
have heard of Deirdre Rubinstein and would never have
been able to witness her incredible talent had she not
won a women's arts grant to develop her work. I was
delighted to be there when she received the award and
at the conclusion of her performance to see what had
been achieved.
I pay tribute to the director of Arts Victoria, Lesley
Alway. She, the Premier and I form a rather good
team. She is an example of what I have been
describing. She has an MBA and is good at
administration, and she has an overwhelming love for
and understanding of the arts. The former director of
Arts Victoria, Tim Jacobs, a distinguished
administrator, will be taking over as chief executive
officer of the Victorian Arts Centre. Tim said he
missed Melbourne so much after a year in Sydney that
he had to come back. We always like it when people
return from Sydney! I am sure he will have a positive
influence on the Arts Centre.
I am not sure who the shadow minister for the arts is perhaps the Leader of the Opposition with the
honourable member for Essendon as his deputy - but I
fmd it extremely disappointing that both are
conspicuous by their absence at Melbourne's cultural
events. I rarely see either. There seems to be little
commitment or interest on the part of the opposition there is certainly a lack of policy. Apart from some
ill-considered criticisms about the supposed removal of
the water wall at the Arts Centre and the dislocation of
the Leonard French ceiling there, I have seen no
evidence of any arts policy from the ALP.
One would think if they were genuinely interested in
the arts they would at least make an effort to attend the
big and the small arts performances and exhibitions.
They could make an effort. Perhaps they could visit the
Footscray Performing Arts Centre in the western
suburbs and take in a production of the Women's
Circus. They are certainly notable by their absence,
which is regrettable.

287

In the unlikely event of the ALP being elected to
government again, the arts in Victoria would suffer.
Victoria would move from a period of great arts
renaissance to another period of what could be called
the dark ages. Betty Churcher, the former director of
the National Gallery of Australia in Canberra - who is
no supporter of conservative governments - said what
we are doing in Victoria is the envy of the other states;
she said that genuinely and with great feeling.

Recently I was in Tokyo with the curator of the
National Gallery, the curator from the RMIT gallery,
Steven Porter from the Melbourne Symphony
Orchestra, and lan Roberts, manager of the Melbourne
Festival of the Arts. Steven and I each delivered a paper
at a symposium about the involvement in the arts of the
state government and the City of Melbourne. The
Australian Embassy was surprised that between 150
and 200 people turned up to hear what we had to say.
The question-and-answer session at the end of the
symposium lasted about 90 minutes; it could have gone
for 3 hours, so interested were they in the way the
government funds and supports the arts in Victoria and
in the city of Melbourne. Some of the young
contemporary artists in Tokyo expressed
disappointment about the lack of venues in which to
show their works and the fact that their government
appeared to be more willing to support traditional rather
than contemporary art. There was a real sense that they
were hungry to learn what we were doing here.
The commitment of the government to the arts is
obvious but it is never easy. It is hard to convince the
private sector of what it can get out of supporting the
arts. Competition for the leisure dollar is fierce, and the
competition from sport is enonnous. Those involved in
the arts fmd it difficult to make profits or keep
themselves viable, particularly smaller companies and
individual artists. Private enterprise commits only
0.5 per cent of the total spent by governments on the
arts.
Australia does not have the culture of corporate support
and sponsorship that exists in the United States.
However, Telstra has decided to support the Australian
Ballet, and its support was obvious the other night at
the performance of La Bayadere. The theatre was well
badged, and Telstra would have been well satisfied with
the commitment it has made to the ballet.
In concluding I make this plea: that the corporate sector
and the opposition recognise the value to the
community and to individuals of investing in the arts.
Mr IIAMILTON (Morwell) - I was becoming a
little concerned during the discourse of the honourable
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member for Mooroolbark that it was all sweetness and
light and that it would be a bit hard to respond with
something a little more controversial. However, the
honourable member redeemed herself in the end by
having a whack., and that has allowed me the privilege
of returning the compliment.
The arts are important in our culture for providing a
forum for social comment. Criticism of royalty and
governments has often been made via the arts poetry, novels, dance and ballet. We should not forget
the major contribution of the arts in stirring people's
social consciences.
I am pleased to contribute to the debate on the
address-in-reply to the Governor's speech. Rather than
go on with the usual diatribe, I express sympathy for
the Governor. Sir James Gobbo was a well
credentialled and well qualified judge who would have
delivered many judgments, each of which he would
have written himself I therefore respect the good grace
with which he read extremely well a judgment of the
government's performance which was written by
someone else and to which he had not contributed. He
may not have believed a word of it, yet he had to defer
to the government and read it.
I will begin by saying what I would have written for
Sir James to read. I would have started with the
following quote from The Government o/Routines by
G. Davis, which was published by Macmillan in 1995:
Everywhere Australia can be seen going through an
extraordinary transfonnation. Our governments have lost so
much confidence about their place in the world they will no
longer borrow money and are shutting down or selling
essential public services - and stealing from the future
income tax base - to liquidate their remaining debt.

That thrust of that quotation applies to the Kennett
government. It is a great shame to see a government so
obsessed with getting out of governing that it has
turned government into a bread-and-circuses routine. It
is no wonder given that the Premier is an
ex-advertising agent - it is probably the only thing he
learnt. 'Free-market theologians' is probably the best
way of describing the current Victorian conservatives.
They are the direct antithesis of the small-l liberal
governments for which Victoria has been noted almost
from its foundation.
Alfred Deakin, George Higinbotham, David Syme and
Henry Higgins were noted for what they said about
government. They believed and governed in line with
the philosophy that government is not the freedom to
accumulate unlimited economic purchasing power.
Their commitment was to the freedom of the individual
to pursue self-development and aspire to personal
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fulfilment. They did not deride the very idea of society
in favour of unfettered egoism. That philosophy was
also characteristic of small-l liberal governments.
In Victoria today we have an illiberal government in
two senses - 'ill' meaning being sick and 'illiberal'
meaning 'not liberal'. We have an illiberal government
of the highest order. Instead of governing, the
government goes on with the buffoonery, hyperbole
and robust philistinism of the contemporary advertising
executive. It is the sort of government we have; and
these are the sorts of things that will be the downfall of
the government.
Victoria has a Treasurer who has set up the State
Owned Enterprises Act to enable the government to
restructure, deregulate, split, asset strip, sack or sell the
state's public enterprises without reference to the
Parliament that created them and with immunity from
review by the Ombudsman or access under the
Freedom of Information Act. Similarly, the embracing
of the private provision of public infrastructure and
competitive tendering has hidden much of the public's
money behind the doctrine of commercial
confidentiality.
After having liquidated the checks and balances of the
Westminster system and marginalised or thoroughly
intimidated those involved in them, the Premier has
substituted new, much louder and more Victorian forms
of public discourse and participation. Instead of
Victorians actively participating in public affairs, the
benefits of joining in a production line of publicly
sponsored but privately owned events, such as car
races, aeroplane displays, dog and fashion shows,
novelty sports and visiting overseas singers, are
trumpeted to them. It is the promotion of a
bread-and-circuses syndrome - feed them bread and
take them to a circus - rather than a policy of asking
citizens to participate in good government.
Another quote from The Government 0/Routines is
relevant here. Davis states:
This authoritarianism has dovetailed with Kennett's public
highjinks to reinforce the popular perception that he is not
like other politicians -

that's for sure! and to draw the compensating Victorian refrain that 'at least
he is doing things'. 'I think Reagan is probably the nearest
that comes to mind', says the federal Liberal Treasurer
admiringly. 'I think you can describe this as a do-it
government', argues businessman and Opera Australia
chairman, Graeme Samuel. 'He actually went out there and
closed the schools ... He closed the hospitals ... And
everything's been put out to tender in Victoria', said
John Elliott proudly in a speech in March 1997, where he
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argued the case for an Australian Margaret Thatcher.
'Sometimes I disagree with what he says', opines Victorian
RSL President, Bruce Ruxton, 'but ... he is one of the few real
leaders in Australia' 'There is a touch of 100
[Bjelke-Petersen]" says Hugh Mackay, 'when people said,
"There's something murky happening", but look at what he
has done for Queensland. '

We should have a look at what the Premier has done to
Victoria. The government has not been about social
justice and participation at all.
Alfred Deakin, a great Liberal leader, talked about
permanent prosperity. He told the Commonwealth
Parliament in 1903 that:
Permanent prosperity can only be based on institutions which
are cemented by social justice. Under the influence of a sense
of injustice, of inequality, of unfairness and helplessness the
working population cannot be expected to submit to their lot.

Indeed, that is what has happened in the five and a half
years of the Kennett government. People have been
frozen out. The Governor's speech talks of the
government's intention to go:
... on a major wave of investment in food production and
value adding in country centres.

I applaud that. The government has stepped up activity
under its Food Victoria initiative. The state is expected
to exceed its objective to treble food exports to
$6 billion by 200 1. That is a very important initiative.
However, it has created an almighty fuss in the
Macalister irrigation district. Of the 800 irrigators in the
area, this week 500 are without water on their farms.
The Macalister district is one of the most efficient and
productive dairy producing areas in Victoria. Farmers
have increased production and made their farms more
efficient at producing dairy products that are by and
large sold into the Murray-Goulburn factory at Maffra.
That factory is bigger than the new factory currently
being built in Morwell. Because of the uncertainty and
lack of security with irrigation water, especially in a dry
season - at least to this stage this year has been a
l-in-15-year drought that has not ended - the farmers
face the dilemma of two impossible choices.
Firstly, if they live south of the Thomson River they
can buy additional water from Melbourne Water at
commercial rates of approximately $108 a megalitre
when the normal cost of water to their farms is $30-odd
per megalitre. At those prices it is not a choice because
the cost of maintaining production is not viable. The
other choice is to sell otT their herds and shut down
their farms.
Even those who planned ahead anticipating the
likelihood ofa drought because of the El Nino etTect
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are still in an impossible position because the
Glenmaggie Weir is almost dry. The weir is designed
never to run completely dry. The government rightly, I believe - encouraged those irrigators to
invest large amounts of money modernising their farms,
but it did not guarantee farmers any security.

Mrs Tehan inteIjected.
Mr HAMILTON - You cannot run an irrigation
farm without water, Minister. There is a five-year
supply of water in the Thomson Dam. The Minister for
Agriculture and Resources said, 'Melbourne will never
have to worry about having a drought'. That is because
of the Thomson Dam - which, by the way, is in the
Gippsland catchment - yet that water is not being
made available to guarantee the security of the
irrigators on the Macalister. That is the problem.
Melbourne has a five- year supply of water before it
even has to think about having water restrictions, yet
the government will let the farmers go broke. Is that a
government that is guaranteeing security?
It is all right for the people at the top end of CoIlins
Street who don't have to worry about the water
restrictions and for the yuppies out in Toorak to
continue watering their English lawns. The bowling
clubs in Malvern can continue having nice fresh lawns
while farmers get no guarantee! That is the inequity and
hypocrisy of the government's saying to fanners 'Go
ahead and create a good farm' while not being prepared
to guarantee security.
Even worse is the fact that the Honourable Peter Hall in
the other place blamed the whole problem on the
previous Labor government. That accusation is often
made by members of the government. The history of
irrigation water from the Thomson Dam commenced
with an agreement made by a former Liberal Premier,
Dick Hamer, that adequate irrigation water would be
provided.
It is true that in 1985 the Cain government reduced the
amount of irrigation water available from the Thomson
Dam, but Mr Hall failed to tell his constituents - they
already know because they told me - that the present
government further restricted the amount of water
available from the Thomson Dam. At least the
honourable member for Gippsland South was honest
enough not to run the same line in his speech. He knew
it would not carry any weight and he could not visit the
sins of his government upon the former government.
The constituents, the irrigators on the Macalister River,
are not stupid. In a recent letter to the member for
Gippsland South one said:
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A National party voter for 40 years and most of that time a
financial member of the National party today I am neither.
Indeed the role of your party in the whole sony saga of the
Thomson Dam is to say the least very very poor.

In a letter to the Gippsland Times the author - who I
suspect to be a member or former member of the
National Party - states:
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Why were there no screams from the National Party
when they chopped out their branch structures? No
wonder they are going bad! They were so silly they did
not see it coming and did not fight council
amalgamations, which rernoved the National Party
branches that were set up all over the state.
Mr A. F. Plowman intetjected.

Fanners who believe the water shortage is due to drought are
wrong. Never again will the Macalister irrigation area be able
to deliver more than 120 per cent of water right and that only
in a good year. Irrigators believed with the advent of the huge
Thomson Dam our water problems were over. Today, we are
worse off than before the dam was built.

That is a comment by an irrigator who understands
these things. He is directly involved. Farmers are
worse offbecause the government has put the priorities
and commercialisation of Melbourne Water in front of
the needs of the people in the irrigation area. I have not
made up the problem. I have been told about it by the
800 families who are currently in crisis.
I asked the farmers, 'What is wrong with the National
Party?'. I and honourable members who have been here
as long as I have will never forget Bruce Evans's
representation of the seat of Gippsland East. On some
issues he sat on this side of the house on his very
lonesome while the other 86 members sat on the
opposite side. To his credit Bruce stood up for the
National Party members in his constituency. He was
prepared to sit there on his own and do that. When I
him asked that question, the reply I got was, 'The
problem with the National Party is that it took the
'country' out of its name and forgot that it represented
country people. Have a look at who it has in
Parliament. There is a lawyer, a racecourse caller, a
used car salesman and an auctioneer. Where are the
farmers in the National Party?'.
That comment has also been made to me by
constituents who I assure the house are not traditional
Labor voters. They have been very loyal but they feel
let down. It is no wonder that on page 8 of his speech
the Governor made reference to a National Party slush
fund that is to be set up.
Having lived in country Victoria all my life, I was
absolutely amazed by the absence of screams from the
National Party when the councils were amalgamated. In
every area of country Victoria the National Party
branches were funded by the ratepayers because all the
members of the country councils were National Party
members. I have visited the councils and been told that
they did not have problems with politics in their
councils because they were all members of the National
Party - I kid you not!

Mr HAMILTON - The honourable member for
Benambra will share in this because he will be part of
the slush fund. The government has recognised that it
has a large problern in country Victoria - you would
have to be blind not to see it - and it wants to cultivate
some favour in the bush for a change. It has taken five
and a half years to realise that the bush communities are
being destroyed as schools and hospitals are closed
down.
Mr A. F. Plowman - Rubbish!
Mr HAMILTON - The honourable member for
Benambra should look at the map to see where schools
have been closed and think about what has happened to
the communities as a result. Following the lead from
the government the banks closed their branches and
other businesses have done the same. This government
has overseen the greatest demise of country Victoria
under any Victorian government. However, the
government is not absolutely stupid. I have to say that,
even though it hurts, because His Excellency the
Governor said the government will set up a slush fund
to win back the bush. He did not say that in so many
words; in an eloquent manner he said:
In order to build on the work. of these programs and redefine
its longer term vision for country Victoria -

in other words to hang on to a few country seats,
because the coalition keeps keep losing them the government will develop a new rural policy in
consultation with country communities ...

It has taken five and a half years for the government to
develop a rural policy. Shame on you! What a
disgrace! The country Liberal and National Party
members have become almost irrelevant in the Kennett
government. They do not count. The Premier sacked
the Deputy Leader of the National Party without his
knowing about it - that is how much relevance the
National Party has! It is time that members of the
National Party woke up because they are being set
aside by the government.

I cannot let an opportunity pass without making some
reference to the privatisation of the electricity industry.
Indeed, this is the week to talk about the privatisation of
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the electricity industry because this week in
New Zealand the case model that we were followingwe got their experts in here to tell us how to do it closed down Auckland!
Dr Napthine -

They are not privatised!

Mr HAMILTON - The minister does not
understand the difference between the way the NZ
model works and the way this one works. This one has
just been a bit more ruthless.
Dr Napthine inteIjected.
Mr HAMILTON - It is the fault of privatisation.
I think it was the Honourable Bill Landeryou who
described what happened in the most accurate terms
when he talked about corporatisation and privatisation.
He described corporatisation as a little Greek cafe you
call at on the way to privatisation. There is no
difference; the government has undertaken a sack and
bum process in our electricity industry and its actions
will come back to haunt it. Although, thank goodness,
the government will not be in power when it happens,
whole areas of Victoria, including Melbourne, will be
blacked out because the government got rid of the very
people who were loyal to the organisation and knew
how the system worked and made sure it did. You do
not have to go too far in the Latrobe Valley to talk to
the people who know - that is, the workers on the
floor with coaldust on their hands. They will tell you
what is happening under the new overseas ownership.
It was a disgrace to hear the Premier say that it would

be terrible if Crown Casino were sold off to overseas
competitors. I intended describing Crown as a bloody
gambling joint on the hill, but that would be
unparliamentary so I will leave out the descriptive
adjective! Who cares whether someone from overseas
owns Crown Casino - you have the same level of
corruption no matter who owns it. It is rife with
corruption; that is what it is all about.
The government considers that it is all right to sell off
our power stations, our gas and fuel and our water
industries to overseas interests. Country members will
not be able to hold up their heads when water is
privatised because that is when the bush will bite them
hard!
The establishment of university campuses is one of the
most important aspects of the future of regional
Victoria. The government has put an emphasis on
education and training and research and development.
One of the keys to the health and strength of country
communities has been the establishment of university
campuses in Gippsland, Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong,
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Warrnambool and Dookie. I made it my business to see
what was happening on university campuses in country
Victoria To his credit the Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training has been highly critical of the
person in Canberra he calls the Nutty Professor. I shall
refer to Dr David Kemp as the Minister for
Employment, Education, Training and Youth Affairs.
Although the Minister for Tertiary Education and
Training has been critical of what the federal minister
has done to overall university training, he has made no
comment about what is happening on campuses in
country Victoria. You cannot study English at the
Gippsland campus ofMonash, which is the biggest
university in Australia and the second oldest in
Victoria. What does that say about the university's
priorities? Staff, courses and options for country
students have been cut, while they have protected the
campus at Clayton where the bodies are.
In this wonderful new era, the economic fundamentalist

vice-chancellors who have found their way to the top of
the university tree have said that if staff complain to the
politicians about what is happening they should start
looking for a job at another university because they do
not want staff to become political. It is a disgrace that a
vice-chancellor should have said that. It is also a
disgrace that the staff did not lynch him straight away.
One of the signs of a healthy university is the ability to
take part in politics.
Bendigo campus has lost 1()() staff and courses. Ballarat
campus has lost three or four courses, more than
50 staff and many of its postgraduate courses. Deakin
University was planning to shut down the
Warrnambool campus, but thank goodness it did not!
However, it has reduced its emphasis on the
Warrnambool campus.
It is critical to regional Victoria that those icons in a
healthy community that provide the opportunity for
country students to study in their own domain are
protected at all costs. Any government, state or federal,
that lets the health of its educational facilities - from
kindergartens to postgraduate education - suffer or
denies the opportunity for country students to
participate has no idea of the value of the really
important things in this world. I refer to the real living,
breathing people - not the customers, clients or
consumers. That is what counts. If we do not look after
their health, including their psychological health, we
have lost and there is no point in being in government
at all.
Mrs PEULICH (Bentleigh) - I was looking
forward to following the honourable member for
Morwell and praising his comments. Usually his
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contributions are spirited and intelligent. But that
speech sounded like the last hooray of a much
diminished Pledge faction. How the honourable
member for MorwelI can still be so steeped in the
left-wing ideology that has been ditched by everybody
else, I do not know. The rhetoric sounds great, but what
did the former Labor government do? It bankrupted the
state. It looked after only its own people - not the
Victorian people. Yet the honourable member for
MorwelI has the audacity to talk about this government
not looking after Victorians.
Although I could spend the rest of my half hour taking
apart the arguments of the honourable member for
Morwell I will resist the temptation. I will deliver the
speech I planned to deliver because I hope it will
contain some constructive and positive suggestions for
the future agenda of this government which, I am sure,
will be long.
On behalf of the Bentleigh electorate, I congratulate His
Excellency, Sir James Gobbo, and Lady Gobbo on their
elevation to that high office. I was bemused by the fact
that nearly every speaker said Sir James Gobbo's
achievements are all the more notable because he came
from a migrant family. As I am also a migrant, I do not
believe his achievements are any more notable or any
more significant because of that. His achievements are
so because he is an Australian. I would like to correct
those members and give the man credit for his
achievements. At the opening of Parliament Sir James
spent most of his time in the garden. He shook hands
with a lot of ordinary people who came to visit and
spend the day viewing a lovely Victorian asset. The
Governor's address to Parliament is a commendable
effort. It outlines the government's agenda for the
remainder of the term and beyond.
The coalition was elected to office in 1992 on the
platform ofrestoring Victoria's fmancial integrity. Its
policies would not have been so stringent and
disciplined if the Labor Party had not bankrupted the
state and hocked our children's future. It was also
committed to delivering efficient and effective services
to Victorians. Despite all the criticising and harping,
when we look at the future that is precisely what the
government has done. It has turned the state debt
around. It is now $11.3 billion, which is approximately
the same level as in 1982.
The government has made a concerted effort to deal
with unemployment. The Labor Party fails to
acknowledge that that is the greatest cause of poverty in
the community. In the Bentleigh electorate
unemployment has been reduced from 12.5 per cent
under the Labor government to 6.3 per cent. That is a
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50 per cent reduction in the five and a half years the
coalition has been in office. It is a significant
achievement. Just think of the number of families
affected. They have benefited from the fact that an
additional 50 per cent of that original 12.5 per cent
unernployed are now working.
It is much easier to throw money around. The more you
throw, the more you spend and the more you tend to
ignore the problems. Throwing money around does not
resolve anything. The government has done a
commendable job balancing the priorities.

Members of the Labor Party take heart from their two
by-election wins. However, they are sufficiently
politically wise to know that swings of the magnitude
achieved in those by-elections can be attributed to the
fact that people feel confident enough to give the
current government a kick in the backside without
undermining all that it has achieved. It does not mean
that the government will not be listening. It has listened.
The honourable member for Mitcham has shown
himself to be a person who does not treat the electorate
with respect. He did not concede that the government
did listen and that the initial proposals concerning the
Auditor-General reforms were not proceeded with.
They were significantly changed.
Mr Baker interjected.
Mrs PEULICH - People do believe it! I did not
joke when I spoke about the Auditor-General and the
Workcover reforms being bedded down. The
honourable member for Sunshine knows only too well
because of the excellent publication he put together
when he was working as chief executive officer of a
parliamentary committee that reviewed Workcover
legislation and found that common law does not
deliver--

Mr Baker interjected.
Mrs PEULICH - I have always said he was
probably the most talented member on the Labor
benches. It is unfortunate that the Leader of the
Opposition has not found it within himself to
accommodate him in a productive role. The community
at large knows that if a Labor government were elected
it would not be electing honourable members opposite.
It would be electing the union warlords and power
brokers who represent 30 per cent of the labour force.
The Labor Party membership form requires that to join
the party you have to be a union member. That means
70 per cent of the population is precluded from joining
the Labor Party, especially our young people. How can
they vote for honourable members opposite with any
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confidence when they would be voting in a de facto
union. Labor members would be making decisions and
looking after their rank and file rather than ordinary
Victorians.
In his address the Governor said there is no doubt that

Victorians and Australians, along with the rest of the
Western world, are experiencing a fast pace of change
as they enter the 21 st century. Social changes are
taking place. Values are changing and changes are also
being brought about by technological advances. The
baby boomers are ageing, the economy is becoming
globalised and the state and country as a whole are
facing increasing pressures to improve
competitiveness. Change is never easy and there is no
turning back.
Every member on this side of the house would believe
that in responding to the pace of change Victorians
expect social dividends. The honourable member for
Morwell called it a 'slush fund'. He degraded the
expectations Victorians have of sharing in the dividends
from the hard-earned gains they are entitled to receive
for supporting the government they elected to office! It
is an absolute insult. The coalition government has the
capacity to make Victorians feel relaxed and
comfortable about who they are and where they are
going without turning the clock back or undermining
our hard-won gains.
I do not need to go into the detail of the government's
economic achievements, because I am sure that subject
has already been covered; suffice it to say that the
government intends to keep the budget in surplus, to
which I do not believe members opposite have any
commitment. We will continue with debt reduction and
we look forward to the return of the AAA rating for this
state.
The government has made a commitment to continuing
to lower unemployment, increasing business
investment, putting in place industry policies to
improve our competitive advantage, and delivering the
best and highest quality efficient services to meet
community and individual needs. That is increasingly
done through the application of leading edge
technology and wherever possible we are allowing the
private sector to take part in its delivery. Wherever I go
people in small business tell me that the greatest boost
to business has been this government's privatisation
program.
The government has made a commitment through the
Governor's address to goals for 2001, including
educational outcomes, an increase in jobs, promoting
safe and healthy lifestyles, developing confident and
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cohesive communities and continuing to manage the
economy prudently. It is well on track.
Local government reform in my area has been very
effective and some 8000 ratepayers have received
reductions of up to 30 per cent in their rates.
Recently the Glen Eira council established a service
centre in the Bentleigh library which has won a national
award. The service logs complaints, inquiries or actions
required by the ratepayer, enacts it and reports to the
ratepayer. The government has been responsible for
that level of desire to improve.
The Kingston council has had a few hitches with the
planning of the Good Design Guide, which the
honourable member for Richmond said was the
responsibility of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government. The problem with the Good Design
Guide was caused by the delegation by councillors to
council officers of most of the decision-making on
planning proposals without having any triggers that
force contentious or controversial planning applications
to be taken to full council for its consideration. The
honourable member for Richmond knows very well
that element 1 of the medium design height guide
provides that:
Densities may be increased where it can be demonstrated that
the objectives and criteria of the guide as a whole will be met.

It says also that densities may be reduced, and that:
LocaJ variations may replace or add to the techniques in this
element.

The solutions exist. It is dishonest of the honourable
member for Richmond to suggest that concern has
been created by the guide or this minister.
Some time ago I raised with the minister the idea of the
development of a document, perhaps an annual report,
to consider the benchmarks of cost of service
performance of local councils and their core business.
The one such document that was produced before the
amalgamation of the councils made it possible to
compare their efficiencies and effectiveness.
I suggested it was desirable to have such documents
prepared on a regular basis so that all of us could see
how local councils were performing according to set
indicators.
I am happy the minister has taken up this suggestion
which is currently being developed so that ratepayers as
well as policy makers can compare the efficiency and
effectiveness of our local councils, many of which are
doing a marvellous job.
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As a former teacher and person who has devoted much
of her time to the education of young people, I
commend the government on being a leader in
educational reform. There is no better concept than the
Schools of the Future project which basically allows
schools to set their own individual goals in response to
the needs of their community, deliver programs and
consider indicators and measures that judge their
performance and the achievement of those goals. There
is no turning back on that valuable process as the
educational community will not accept it. I am told by
principals, teachers and parents that the annual review
undertaken by each school is the most valuable process
in which they can engage.
The first term of this government was designed to
revamp, restructure and upgrade education, to make
administrative changes, and this term - I must
commend the Minister for Education - has been
designed to beef up the curriculum to make sure our
teachers and children are the best equipped to meet the
challenges of their educational experience. There have
of course been problems, as there have always been
problems. We hear of class sizes being in excess 30. I
believe many of those instances are based on genuine
teachers' decisions. I have investigated them, not only
in my electorate but in others, and some are legitimate.
They have been consciously and deliberately decided
upon by the schools and the teachers concerned. They
are offended when the statistics are bandied about and
they and their performance and decisions are slighted.
Significant research indicates that class sizes above
15 are any less effective in delivering learning
outcomes. I am sure most parents would be comforted
by the fact that their children are in manageable class
sizes. Most schools are staffed to be able to do that
except when they make the conscious decision to be
creative and to deliver a curriculum in a different way.
We should not stop them from being creative. If they
believe they can do it any better they should be free to
make those decisions.
We have seen a review of the VCE; the introduction of
the physical resources management system, or PRMS,
which ranks management programs by priority;
concerted efforts being made to expose children to
information technology as a learning tool; the support
of reading recovery; and the Keys to Life early learning
literacy program. What more does anyone want?
This minister and the government have made a
concerted effort to address the curriculum problems
which have long existed and probably will continue to
exist.
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Given that Victoria has taken a leading role in
educational reform in Australia, perhaps the minister
might consider the introduction of an Australian
certificate of education. It could be a year 12 certificate
called the ACE certificate. The minister could lead with
the introduction ofVic-ACE and other ministers might
embrace the idea. We could take the best of what we
have and without undermining it consider establishing
uniform standards of assessment and look at curriculum
frameworks. We could engage professionals, industry
organisations, academics, students, families and
communities. It is a great opportunity to build
something in Australia that could be of world renown.
I commend the minister for deciding to raise the profile
of science in schools. I have been long concerned about
it. Science has not been given enough emphasis, and
children are missing out. I have recently become aware
that many science graduates are not able to fmd
positions, and if they do they are very lowly paid. I
commend the minister on being part of a government
that has restructured teachers' salaries and given
teachers a career path. The starting salary of $31 000 is
very good in comparison with salaries in many other
jurisdictions and education departments. I ask the
minister to look at ways of encouraging science
graduates to consider being teachers. I spoke to one
honours graduate in biochemistry who was mixing
milkshakes in Myers - teaching is certainly a better
paid career with a better career path than that. We
would need to allow students to undertake part-time
study for a diploma of education through the
universities, which I am sure is possible.
I was glad that a review was undertaken of the TAFE
sector. Barton TAFE in my electorate will benefit from
the amalgamation of the Peninsula and Casey
campuses. It will be extremely well equipped with two
new specialised centres of industry training in the
electrical and electronics, metals and engineering
industry.
Moorabbin is one of the hubs of industry, with more
than 5500 businesses in the area and they will be well
supported by the changes. Perhaps our education
system will have evolved so that in the schools of the
21 st century we will be able to integrate the different
streams of education. The minister is well on the way to
achieving such integration with the various vocational
courses that are delivered through our schools and in
conjunction with local TAFE centres. Perhaps our
schools could become hubs of a lifelong learning
network involving industry, community agencies and
institutions. That is probably the proper concept for
schools in the 21st century.
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The Bentleigh electorate is well served by those who
are delivering health services, such as the Monash
Medical Centre and its Moorabbin campus which is a
specialist in cancer treatment, breast screening and so
forth. The East Bentleigh Community Health Centre is
also developing outstanding services for the local
community.

Perhaps we should add the problems of relationships,
including family breakdowns. Providing a high level of
care, supporting volunteers and providing increased
consideration for others are all notable roles I look
forward to being involved in over the next few years of
government to help resolve some of the problems
families face.

Aged care is obviously a big challenge. I was involved
in the inquiry by the Family and Community
Development Committee into properly planning for
ageing. As 1999, only a year away, will be the
International Year of Older Persons, I commend that
report to honourable members. Certainly none of the
outstanding recommendations will turn the world
upside down, but I hope some of the initiatives
suggested will be taken to raise the profile of older
people and the respect the community should have for
them. It will provide a window of opportunity for
government departments and local communities by
which they can identify programs, activities and goals
that can be implemented next year.

The Governor talked also about strengthening the
freedom and independence Australians enjoy and
creating a vibrant sense of community to mould a
cohesive and coherent society. He referred to the need
to work at ways of ameliorating the uncertainties that
some feel in this era of runaway change. I guess that is
pertinent because as soon as people's economic
wellbeing is covered we turn to their social, personal
and individual needs in the broader community.

I will make two particular points about that inquiry.
Firstly, what came out strongly is that in our
communities there is a unique spirit ofvolunteerism,
which I commend. Recommendations were made on
this issue and I urge the government to do whatever it
can to foster and support that spirit.
Secondly, there is a challenge to reach out to people
who are isolated and alienated from the communitythose who perhaps do not make use of existing services
but stay alone locked away in their homes. Perhaps the
churches could reaffmn their traditional roles and reach
out to some of these isolated people rather than
conveniently forgetting their existence, as we all
probably do.
His Excellency the Governor talked about our striving
to become a confident and cohesive community. In
many of the inquiries I have been involved in through
committee work one common theme emerges that
people find very troubling and difficult - relationships.
Whether they are relationships with spouses, parents,
children or blended families, relationships cause by far
the biggest problems that perplex and burden us in our
daily lives.
As policy makers members of this Parliament should
also consider not just the clear-cut programs that come
from the major portfolios but the more complex
problems I have just referred to. For example, I
commend the government on dedicating itself to
helping to reduce the impact of the problems of drug
and alcohol abuse, homelessness and youth suicide.

There is certainly extensive evidence of a need to
reassess values and clashes of values that are brought
about by intergenerational differences, cultural
differences, geographical differences and even political
and racial differences. I do not believe Pauline Hanson
is evil, because her views are commonly held by many
people. The beauty of this society is that it is tolerant
and allows freedom of speech. For people to be tolerant
does not mean they have to accept or understand the
views of others; it means they tolerate the fact that other
people hold different views from theirs. Perhaps
Pauline Hanson has generated a debate that we as
Australians needed to have. It is not unhealthy for
Australians to unite, acknowledge and reaffmn the fact
that they are tolerant, believe in a fair go and do not
believe in discriminating against others. Again, let me
stress that I do not believe Pauline Hanson is evil. I
think history will show she has generated a useful and
valid debate.
What I do regard as harmful are the views expressed by
people such as Joseph O'Reilly, ALP candidate for
Prahran, the civil libertarian who is not tolerant of
Christian pageants. He believes banning Christian
pageants will contribute to a more tolerant and
understanding society.
A Government Member - And they want to make
him a member of Parliament!
Mrs PEULICH - In fact the Leader of the
Opposition says that this is the calibre of candidate we
want in the Victorian Parliament Tolerance, the fair-go
principle and respect for honest hard work are the
planks of Australian community values. These bridge
the differences, and those differences should be
celebrated. My family celebrates two Christmases and
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two Easters. I have been to synagogues, Anglican
churches, Uniting churches - I have been everywhere.
An honourable member inteIjected.

Mrs PEULICH - I do not remember them. I am a
product of a mixed marriage and I am in a mixed
marriage, and this is why my husband and I are so
grateful that we were able to raise our children in a
tolerant, peaceful and stable society.

This integrated community which is diverse and
democratic and which respects and celebrates its
differences while embracing the shared values that
unite - this is Australia. To achieve an integrated
community it is sometimes necessary to deal with ugly
issues openly and honestly: not sweep them under the
carpet but deal with them up front. President Clinton's
1998 initiative on race is called One America on the
Move. I emphasise the words 'on the move'. It is a
slogan that obviously he adopted from Victoria. What
is sad is that the President of the United States
recognises the merit of a slogan that has the capacity to
unite a state or a country, but the opposition derides it.
Its members take no pride whatsoever in the
community and that sense of oneness. To achieve an
integrated community is an important social goal.
Mr Clinton said that money can't buy it, technology
can't create it; it can come only from the human spirit.
We as members of Parliament should seriously
consider, particularly through work on parliamentary
committees, the difficult non-political issues of how to
advance the human spirit. Respect, which is being
peddled by the honourable member for Mitcham, starts
with awareness and truth and then action. The
honourable member did not tell the truth. He showed no
respect. This government is aware, is committed to
telling the truth and will deliver the action. The
government respects the Victorian community, despite
the loud squeals of the minority.
We should not lose sight of the big picture. The
government has delivered on its undertakings and will
continue to do so. I have great pleasure in being part of
a government that has not squealed, has not shunned
the difficult decisions, and will continue to deliver
social dividends to Victoria
Mr LANGDON (lvanhoe) - It is with pleasure
that I add my contribution to the address-in-reply to the
Governor's speech. However, I suspect there are more
people in the bar that in this house on this hot and stuffy
February evening. No doubt they are enjoying
themselves a bit more than we are.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I hope they
are in their offices.

Mr LANGDON - Of course. I congratulate the
Governor on his first speech to Parliament on behalf of
the government. I also extend a warm welcome to the
newest member of this house, the honourable member
for Mitcham, and congratulate him on his fabulous
by-election win on 13 December, when a 15.8 per cent
swing against the government was achieved. The result
reflects the great job done by all in the opposition
caucus and particularly the honourable member for
Mitcham, whom I again welcome.
The issues highlighted in the Mitcham by-election
reflect issues that are of concern in other electorates,
and Ivanhoe is no exception. For example, many
people have been concerned about the government's
position on the Auditor-General. The former
honourable member for Mitcham made the Mitcham
by-election a referendum on the Auditor-General issue,
and I am sure the people of Mitcham welcomed the
opportunity to vote on it. The constituents ofIvanhoe
have not had the opportunity first hand, but I am sure I
would be returned with a resounding victory if there
were such an election. The honourable member for
Williamstown last year tabled a petition on the
Auditor-General, and 1700 of the signatories were
from Ivanhoe.
Ivanhoe residents are extremely concerned about what
the government has done to the Auditor-General. As
was said earlier today, the government has not been
prepared to address those problems and has learnt
nothing from the 13 December by-election loss.
The other issue raised in the Mitcham by-election
campaign was Workcover, which is also hitting hard in
my electorate, particularly since the passage of the
government's atrocious legislation last year. Time and
again people came to my office with their concerns
about Workcover while the debate was taking place in
this house. Unfortunately, I was unable to get the time
to speak during the debate on that legislation, but if I
had had the opportunity I would have raised quite a few
concerns.
Mr PertoD inteIjected.

Mr LANGDON - The honourable member for
Doncaster says I had not issued anything on
Workcover, but certainly the concern about the lack of
action by the government was raised through the press.
As I said, the government's actions in this area are
hurting people quite severely.
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I take the opportunity this evening not to dwell on the
past, particularly on Workcover and the
Auditor-General, because the government has been
given the message - although it is not listening - but
to talk about the things happening in my electorate and
the things the government is about to do which I know
my constituents do not want. The biggest issue is the
Austin and Repatriation hospitals. Before the last
election the former member for Ivanhoe guaranteed
that the Austin hospital would not close. We know that
was a ruse to avoid saying it would not be sold,
whereas the government now has a clear intention to
sell the hospital.
I shall place on the record a few items that the house
should know about. The first is a copy of a certificate of
land grant for the property commonly known as the
Austin hospital site. This is not a modem copy of a land
title but a handwritten version. The date in the
certificate reads:
This seventh day of November in the forty-fifth year of Our
Reign and in the year of Our Lord one thousand eight
hundred and eighty-one.

The 45th reign was the reign of Queen Victoria. Many
royalists on the other side would no doubt want to
honour such a document. The grant document states:
... intent that the said Crown lands may be and remain the site
of and for the hospital of the said corporation. We of our own
special grace have granted and for us our heirs and successors
do hereby grant unto the Austin Hospital for lncurables and to
their successors ...

This land was given by Mrs Austin to the Crown for a
hospital for incurables. It was given to the
government's predecessors and has been kept by every
government since 1881. However, in 1997
announcements were made in the press that the
government had plans to sell the Austin hospital site.
But the government has a bit of work to do because
this certificate of grant quotes acts ofParliarnent nos
360 and 220, which were in existence in the 1880s. I
have investigated those acts and found the successor
acts are the Health Services Act 1988, the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978 and the Land Act 1958.
If it wishes to sell the Austin hospital site the
government will have to do a bit of homework; no
doubt it will, and it will introduce the appropriate
legislation to sell the hospital. It will be a prime
opportunity for my electorate and for neighbouring
electorates - I am pleased the honourable member for
Bundoora, who is equally concerned about the Austin
hospital, is in the chamber right now - which are very
concerned about the hospital and wish to have their
opposition to the sale recorded.
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Let us get the hospital into perspective. It has been in
existence since 1881 when the grant was made and
fundraising by the local community has continued since
that time. I cannot tell the house how much money has
been raised in the past 100 years or so by the people of
Heidelberg, Greensborough and the remainder of the
electorate for a hospital that the government now wants
to sell. Worst of all, the reports say the government
wants to sell it to an American company. I know that in
his speech on 3AW the Premier said he did not want to
see Crown Casino sold to American interests. So sacred
is the title of Crown Casino, which has been there no
more than five years, yet the Premier is not worried
about selling the Austin hospital, which has been there
for more than 100 years, to the Americans. That is
typical of the government's disrespect for its
constituents.
The Austin hospital is so fmancially strapped because the government has tightened the screwsthat every time a patient goes into hospital for day
surgery a letter from the Austin hospital board follows.
It is basically a begging letter. It is very nice. It says,
'Happy New Year. We hope you have had a pleasant
festive season'. It then tries to extract money from
people. It says, 'We need money'. At the bottom the
suggested donations begin at $500 and go down to $10.
The hospital is in such a fmancial crisis that it needs to
send out letters to everyone who has attended on a
regular basis - the lady who gave me this copy says
she received two letters from the hospital. When
patients get home from recovery they receive a letter
from the board within a week or so seeking donations. I
can understand the need for donations to a public
hospital, but this is a public hospital the government
wants to sell.
No doubt a fair proportion of people who are receiving
the letters contribute to the hospital because they think
it is fantastic. Its history spans more than 100 years
following the donation of the land to the Crown by
Mrs Austin. I agree that it is a fme and worthwhile
charity, but it should remain a government hospital and
not be sold off to the Americans. At the same time as
the government is selling off the hospital, the board is
begging for or borrowing money any way it can. It is a
deplorable act.
One of the fIrst things I did when I was elected the
member for Ivanhoe was to write - -

Mr PertoD - You pinched yourself because you
didn't believe it!
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Doncaster, who is interjecting
and out of his place, is being extremely provocative. I
ask him to contain his enthusiasm.

Mr LANGOON - I think the former minister, the
Honourable Vin Heffernan, pinched himselft I
remember that on election night he said the only reason
I won was that I ran a scare campaign about the
government's sale of the Austin hospital. I have been
proved correct. When the former member was asked
whether the Austin hospital would be sold, his answer
was very definite: he said it would not close. It was an
example of the smokescreens the government likes to
use.
After I had been given a fully furnished office, which
took until 7 May because of the government's carry
on, I wrote to the minister about the future of the
Austin hospital and received one of those vague
bureaucratic letters that do not contain an answer.

In the two years since my election I have turned up to
the hospital for opening after opening of centres that
have been relocated from the old Repatriation hospital.
I no longer do it because every time I turn up I find the
minister there talking about the great work the
government has done - and there is always money to
spend on afternoon or morning teas!
However, the government has missed the point in
moving those centres from the old Repatriation hospital
to the Austin, because they will be moved back to the
repatriation hospital further down the track and sold off.
The Bowen centre, which caters for patients in iron
lungs, was one of those transferred from the Fairfield
hospital. I asked one of the bureaucrats what would
happen to the Bowen centre in five years when it was
moved back to the Repatriation hospital. He did oot
want to say, especially when the minister had just
opened a fme facility that had had millioos of dollars
spent on it.
I have a copy of an advertisement placed by the former
member for Ivanhoe about the government spending
$3 million 00 upgrading the Austin hospital. Now the
government plans to close it, sell it, take it down to the
old Repatriation hospital site and sell the site to the
Americans. This is about a litany of lies - and every
other form of deceit you can think oft The people of
Ivanhoe passed judgment on the government in 1996,
and they will do so again in 2000. I am sure the
honourable member for Bundoora and I will eojoy our
increased majorities.
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I turn now to education. All the speeches of members
opposite have praised the government's commitment to
education. I hear laughter in the background, and I can
understand why. The government is always saying it
wants to improve education, but as the member for
Ivanhoe I have come across a litany of the
government's dishonest statements.
I have raised the situation of Bell field Primary School
on several occasions. The former member gave the
school a commitment that it would receive a second
grant to continue its rebuilding process, but the money
seems to have been frozen since the electors chose me
in 1996 - and the government says it is not one for
punishment.

I would like to read some excerpts from the letter I have
written to the minister.

Mr Perton - Is that your second letter?
Mr LANGDON - The honourable member again
inteIjects out of his place. I will be more than happy to
compare the number of letters to ministers sent from
my office with the number ofletters sent to ministers
from the office of the honourable member any time he
wants. I would win hands down, and he knows it.
My letter to the minister outlines the history of events,
including his visit to the school and his praise of it. My
letter also notes a reply I received from the Minister for
Planning and Local Government during the
adjournment debate, saying I should put my proposals
in a more positive light to improve my chances of
getting a positive response. Representatives from the
school met the former member, who was then a
minister and who gave them certain guarantees. Since
then the minister has visited the school together with
the two government upper house members. What has
happened to date? Absolutely nothing. The letter
states:
The issue I raise is about the commitments made on behalf of
your govenunent. I acknowledge that you were not the
Minister for Education at the time yet you now carry the
commitment. The commitment was not made by a candidate,
not by a backbencher, but by a minister of the Crown and a
member of the cabinet.

I emphasise that the commitment to the school was
given prior to the 1996 election by a government
minister, and it has been reneged on.
The Banyule City Council wants to spend $300 000 to
build a kindergarten on the Bellfield Primary School
site. I commend the plan to the government and hope it
keeps its commitment. I would be horrified if the
government again reneged or failed to see the benefits
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of the proposal, but we will wait and see. I believe
things are still at the negotiation stage.
Last night I attended a meeting on traffic management
in my electorate concerning Rosanna Road, Lower
Plenty Road and Greensborough Road. I was joined by
the honourable member for Bundoora. The meeting,
which was attended by more than 450 people, was
conducted by Vicroads and chaired by an independent
person - although I do not know how independent she
was because she seemed to cut short anybody who
wanted to make negative comments about Vicroads or
the government.

In a nutshell, the government has announced that it
wishes to carry out some work on Lower Plenty Road.
Some $5.3 million has been allocated for the purpose,
but it is a bandaid solution. A north-south corridor
strategy is desperately needed and should be worked
out as soon as possible. The government might ask
what the previous Labor government did. Labor built
the Banksia-Bell Street link and widened Lower Plenty
Road. That is far more than the government has done in
nearly six years in office. Although it has taken six
years, the work is about to be undertaken; but in that
time lots of things have changed and people want more
appropriate action and more thorough planning.
Although most members probably do not know the
area, I point out that the two major roads, Lower Plenty

Road and Greensborough Road, have two lanes going
in each direction, which converge into one lane in each
direction at the Lower Heidelberg Road cutting - and
people wonder why there is a backlog of traffic. Drivers
cannot get onto the Eastern Freeway via Burke Road
North and the Lower Heidelberg Road cutting because
of the backlog caused by the convergence into single
lanes. However, the government is not doing anything
to address that problem.
Vicroads has been obstructionist in not allowing greater
consultation and in not considering any work on
Rosanna Road beyond Burgundy Street. At last night's
meeting Vicroads officers talked about all the work that
was being done to Rosanna Road to Burgundy Street,
but they forgot the traffic flows beyond that point. The
basic problem is access to the Eastern Freeway, which
people now use to get to Springvale Road to visit
Mitcham. Because there is no direct road link between
the Outer Ring Road and the Eastern Freeway, people
are using our local streets to drive through the area.
However, the streets are inadequate and cannot cope
with the traffic.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Under
sessional orders the time for the adjournment of the
house has now arrived.

Northern Pacific seastar
Ms GARBUlT (Bundoora) - The matter I raise
for the attention of the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management concerns - Mr Perton intetjected.
Mr Bracks - Get back in your box!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I advise the
honourable member for Williamstown that the Chair
can take care of the honourable member for Doncaster.
I do not need his assistance.
Ms GARBUlT - The matter concerns the fmding
in January of the exotic marine pest, the Northern
Pacific seastar, in mussel ropes offDromana in Port
Phillip Bay. A sample was sent to the Museum of
Victoria, which identified it. Some time later 10 divers
who were put into the water for the purpose found some
more. Since then another dive has found more seastars,
and I believe five more were found yesterday around
the mussel farm.
I am concemed about the response by the fisheries
division. An article in today's Herald Sun quotes the
director of Fisheries Victoria, Richard McLoughlin, as
saying:
'It's not a plague ... it is a worrying sign, but it's not given us
enough to swing anything into gear in a big way ...

I ask the minister to take immediate action to eradicate
the pest, which can spawn 20 million eggs. The
seastars that have been found are young juveniles.
Although the spawning season in Tasmania is not until
winter, the change in the temperature of the water
coming into the bay means there is no guarantee that
they will not spawn immediately.
The reaction of the Department of Natural Resources
and Environment to the discovery of another exotic
marine pest - Japanese kelp - was hopeless. It was
allowed to get out of control because of the confusion
between two ministers. The Minister for Agriculture
did not know whether he wanted to eat it or eradicate it,
and so it was allowed to spread too far. The Minister for
Conservation and Land Management should accept the
recommendation of the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee that there be an immediate
response to eradicate the seastar.
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This is an environmental issue; it is not within the
province of the fisheries department. The minister
should act in line with recommendation 13 of the
committee, which highlights the need for a rapid
response plan and says that the department with
responsibility for the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act
should be the coordinating body for the identification
and eradication of new species.
The pest has the capacity to take over the bay and to
turnthe--

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.
CSR Timber Products
Mr TRAYNOR (Ballarat East) - I ask the
Attorney-General to raise with the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management this week's
announcement that CSR Timber Products at Bacchus
Marsh will close in April. Given that CSR' s wood
allocation from the Central Highlands region will still
be available, I ask the minister to give early
consideration to allocating some of that timber to those
with existing licences.
The Daylesford area, which is in my electorate, is a
strong timber region, and the Wombat Forest and
Midland regions have supplied timber to Bacchus
Marsh for a number of years. The CSR factory has
been open for 36 years.
I have been approached by logging contractors,
sawmillers and employees who have expressed concern
about the possibility of job losses at the Daylesford
timber mill. I ask the minister to examine the quotas
and give some assistance to the logging industry in
Ballarat East, and particularly in Daylesford.
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As I said, the threat goes back to the government's

1996 election policy. Instead of a public housing policy,
the government had a developers policy. It said, 'We
will not decide how we will renew, replenish or
maintain the public housing and high-rise stock in this
state. We will simply look at property developers'
dreams and sell the housing off'. That was a simple
policy, but not one designed to accommodate residents.
It was designed to accommodate developers.
The result is uncertainty across the state, including my
electorate. Many people have been residents of Nelson
Heights for 40 years. They need the assurance of
alternative accommodation with a preference for
staying where they are. I wrote to every resident in
Nelson Heights - and I can make the document
available to the minister if she so wishes. The clear
indication from the residents is that the facility should
not be demolished. More than 90 per cent of residents
were of that view. Overwhelmingly, almost 100 per
cent said it should not be sold. More than 50 per cent of
the residents of Nelson Heights have lived there for
10 years. All except two want to stay.
The minister needs to ascertain the needs of the
residents to ensure they can be accommodated. She
must not simply look at it from the top down and ask,
'What can we flog off? What is the best real estate to
sell?'. Residents' needs should be the crucial issue. The
minister should examine housing needs across the state
and how the high-rise developments fit into those
arrangements.

Gunnamatta Surf Lifesaving Club

Mini~er

Mr DIXON (Dromana) - I raise for the attention
of the Minister for Sport a matter concerning
Gunnamatta Beach, which is probably one of the most
popular but treacherous surfbeaches on the coastline.
Unfortunately, four young children drowned at that
beach during the recent school holidays. These were not
the first drownings at the beach; there have been a
number over the past 20 years.

~

I take this opportunity to pay tribute to the lifesavers
and the way they conducted themselves in the initial
search; they saved many lives within the one incident.
Things could have been worse. The way the lifesavers
conducted the search over the ensuing four days and
worked with the families and other services was
tremendous; their dedication is exemplary.

Housing: Nelson Heights, Williamstown
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I raise with the
for Housing the future of the Nelson Heights
housmg complex in Williamstown. The minister, as
part of the government's 1996 election platform,
proposed that one high-rise public housing facility is to
be pulled down in the Melbourne metropolitan area.
The likelihood is that Nelson Heights in Williamstown
will be that complex.
seek from the minister an assurance that the complex
not Nelson Heights. If it is contemplated that Nelson
Heights will be pulled down, I ask that a proper study
be done of alternative equivalent accommodation in
which to locate those residents - not just in the
municipality, but in the locality.
IS

Gunnamatta is a tremendous club; it has been busy
fundraising and helping itself for years. The club has
well-equipped clubrooms, radio equipment, rescue
boats and motors and other equipment. It is part of the
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community; it gives to the community and integrates
well. The surf lifesavers need better access to their
clubrooms, which are located at the bottom of a steep
sand dune at the other side of the beach some distance
from the car park. The lifesavers have significant
difficulty getting their personnel and equipment to and
from the beach. If there is an emergency it is difficult
for the ambulances to get access to the clubrooms. In
many cases ambulances have been bogged, which can
be horrific for an injured person in the ambulance.
Because of the steep sand dunes the main storage is
underneath the clubrooms. However, nothing can be
stored on the ground because the water run-offfrom the
sand dunes often causes flooding. The club was very
pleased to hear the Premier's announcement ofa
$2 million grant, and it appreciates the government's
concern for the work lifesaving clubs do. I ask the
minister to favourably consider Gunnamatta's
application for funding under the Lifesaving into the
21 st Century program. The club deserves its share, and
it will be used well for the good of club members and
people visiting that busy beach.
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411 Dorset Road, Croydon, listed in the Yellow Pages
as the Abortion Advice and Counselling Centre of
Melbourne.
Section 10 of the Crimes Act is the relevant law in
Victoria, and I am told the ruling of Justice Menhennitt
in the 1969 case of R v. Davidson is possibly not
applicable. I imagine many of these abortions are in
breach of the law. Obviously, this is a politically
incorrect issue to raise, but I have received a letter from
a vascular surgeon - I am sure every member of this
house has received the same letter - highlighting some
very contentious issues that can affect women who
undergo this type oftennination. Briefly, the letter
states that maternal mortality and morbidity is affected.
It continues:
Secondly, instrumentation within a very vascular ... uterus
without direct visualisation to grasp the child's leg risks
uterine perforation with the instrument.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.

BaIlarat: Begonia Festival
Health: late-term abortions
Mr SAV AGE (Mildura) - I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Health in another place. In
June 1997 I wrote to the minister with regard to a
Or David Grundmann reportedly moving from
Queensland to Victoria to conduct late-term abortions,
also known as partial-birth abortions. It appears that
Or Grundmann was encouraged to move to Victoria
because of a reluctance by Victorian medicos to
conduct partial-birth abortions in the mid-term
trimester.
For those members who are unfamiliar with the
procedure, I point out that these terminations are
perfonned late in pregnancy. The baby is turned in the
womb so that it will be delivered feet first, and all that
remains in the mother is the head. The aborting
physician inserts scissors into the back of the baby's
head, opens the blade, and the brains of the baby are
vacuumed out. The skull collapses and the newly made
corpse is then removed. If the child were alive during
this procedure it could possibly be infanticide. The
US Congress banned partial-birth abortions and the
ban remained current until vetoed by President Clinton.
According to a letter I received in September 1997, the
issue was referred to the Medical Practitioners Board
Five months have now elapsed, and I ask the minister
what has been done to prevent partial-birth abortions
taking place. This matter is of some urgency. I am
advised that Or Grundmann is now practising at

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
direct to the attention of the Premier in his capacity as
Minister for the Arts the government's promotion and
support for tourism and cultural events in country
Victoria The government places great stock in its
strategy of bringing major events to Melbourne.
However, I have concerns at the way existing events in
country Victoria are promoted and supported. I
particularly mention the BaHarat Begonia Festival. I
have attended this festival on several occasions and
believe it is a great event for the city. Tourists come
from across Victoria and from interstate and overseas to
share in the cultural experiences offered by that
festival - and, of course, to look at the magnificent
flowers on display.
The Begonia Festival brings approximately 100 000
visitors to Ballarat and injects about $5 million into the
city's economy. The Premier is well aware of the
background to the funding of the festival, which was
cut significantly. Following sustained pressure from the
Ballarat community the Premier, also the Minister for
the Arts, reinstated some funding.
I raise specifically a supplement I saw this week that
appears in Leader newspapers throughout Victoria. The
Brimbank Messenger contains 14 pages of
advertisements for events throughout Victoria in March
that are partly sponsored by the government. The
supplement has a foreword by the Premier and
references to the Mansfield harvest festival, the
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Hanging Rock racing and jazz festival, the Kyneton
horticultural flower show, the super bikes world
championship at Phillip Island and many other events,
but there is no reference to the Begonia Festival at
Ballarat. I ask the Premier to investigate this issue and
to ensure that the Begonia Festival is included in future
publications. It is a great event and I am glad it is
supported by local members. Visitors come to it from
interstate and overseas, and I hope the govemment
contributes to the festival in future years.

Government, and in his absence refer it to the
Attorney-General. The minister will be aware that the
most pressing issue concerning the constituents of
Werribee is the proposal by CSR and Brambles to
create a toxic waste dump in the area. My constituents
became aware of the proposal the week before the 1996
election. Since then the community has come together
to oppose the proposal. The process by which it has
done that would qualify as both a triathlon and a
marathon effort.

Rail: Box Forest Road crossing, Glenroy
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - I direct to the attention
of the Minister for Transport an issue I have raised both
in and out of this place on a number of occasions that is, the future of the Up field railway line, and in
particular the boom gates at the Box Forest Road level
crossing in Glenroy.

As a community we have gone through the process of
formulating a proposal for an environment effects
statement, which has been issued, and numerous
reports have been received by community members,
who formed an organisation called the Werribee
Residents against the Toxic Dump. They have digested
the proposal and put forward submissions and
responses.

The minister will be aware of the recent tragic accident
at the level crossing when a council worker lost his
life. I am sure members would join me in extending
sympathy to his family. Sadly, since that time one
individual has sought great publicity and the
opportunity for personal promotion in what can only
be described as a disgraceful manner. That individual
has scant regard for the truth.

As a community we have fought for public hearings,
which were conducted during the last few months of
1997. As the local member for only the past couple of
years I was pleased to participate with the community
in forming an organisation that has no structure or
budget. Many families and working people have
contributed time, effort, intellect and energy to fight
the proposal.

The Cain-Kirner governments spent most of the 1980s
trying to close the railway line. I am sure honourable
members opposite remember that only too well because
some of them were involved. A question mark hung
over the future of the railway line until this government
announced that the Up field railway line was being
upgraded to a first-class service.

When the minister visited the area recently he made it
clear that he would make available the fmdings of the
public panel, which were supposed to be released on
23 February. Where is the result of those public
hearings? Why have they not been released to the
Werribee residents who have fought long and hard in
opposing this dreadful blight on their suburban living
space in one of the most important growth corridors in
Victoria?

The question of rail crossing safety on the line is
nothing new. Prior to the 1979 election when Peter
Gavin was running for the Legislative Assembly seat of
Coburg, I recall the Labor Party promising to upgrade
the safety of the level crossing. I ask the minister to act
as soon as possible to clarify in particular the safety of
the level crossing and in doing so put down a man who
is self-seeking and his campaign of self-promotion. The
great tragedy is that the individual to whom I refer is
the Honourable Kelvin Thomson, the federal member
for Wills. He has carried on in a most disgraceful and
unjustified manner. I ask the minister to take the
appropriate action to ensure this disreputable individual
cannot continue in the way he has over recent weeks.

Werribee: toxic waste dump
Ms GILLETI (Werribee) - I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Planning and Local

Police: reputation
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - I raise with
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services a
number of erroneous, misleading and patronising
statements made by the honourable member for Yan
Yean on Tuesday that sullied the excellent reputation of
the Victoria Police. I call on the minister to uphold the
fine reputation of Australia's most trustworthy police
force.

Some of the allegations in the speech oftbe honourable
member for Yan Yean related to police numbers. The
honourable member threw great doubt on whether the
government had upheld its 1992 election promise to
increase the operational strength of the Victoria Police
Force. He poured scorn on the crime rate and the
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clear-up rate, but all honourable members will know
that Victoria is at least 19 per cent safer than any other
state in Australia.
He also took great delight in referring to cleaners at the
Greensborough police station, deliberately
misrepresenting the fact that the police themselves had
to clean the police station. Anybody who bothered to
check would know that the contract cleaners operate six
days a week. Any police cleaning to be done would be
only when the local inspector visited the station and
told officers that they must keep the place tidy. But the
honourable member for Yan Yean alleged that the
police were doing the physical cleaning. The
honourable member also misrepresented aspects of the
vehicle maintenance of the police force. In effect, he
said the Victoria Police was underresourced to the
degree that it was running on a shoestring.
Everybody knows that economic steps have been taken
since 1992, but many members of the force are most
indignant about the comments of the honourable
member and have contacted government offices and
members. The honourable member for Yan Yean also
referred to restrictions on the use of mobile telephones
and interstate telephone and computer facilities. I call
on the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to
refute the allegations made by the honourable member
for Yan Yean and at the same time uphold the
reputation of the Victoria Police.

Tabcorp: Albion agency
Mr BAKER (Sunshine) - I direct to the attention
of the Minister for Sport the recent untimely closure of
the Albion TAB in my electorate and the significant
lack of any consultation with the local people who have
lost that amenity. I ask the minister to use whatever
offices he has - he does not have many these days
because of the consequences of privatisation - to take
up with the chief executive officer ofTabcorp the
subject of appropriate consultation with local
communities when an amenity of the kind at Albion is
about to be closed in the way it has.
I notice the Premier and some of his acolytes have been
braying about the social dividend, which is another
knee-jerk advertising expression. Here is a classic
example of the consequences of privatisation. The fact
that there has been a fire sale is easily evidenced by the
value that the share market now places on what was a
publicly owned facility. Tabcorp's shares are now
worth something like two and a half to three times what
the hoons opposite sold it for. Was it a snap? Yes!
What about the loss of amenity to people in small
communities such as Albion? Several hundred people
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have petitioned my office about it. They have been told
they can go to a nearby hotel, but that happens to be
distant from any available public transport. Many,
believe it or not, are elderly people, particularly elderly
ladies, who like a bit of a flutter but who are not happy
about going to hotels to place their bets.

Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BAKER - You may laugh, but it is the ugly
social-dividend face of the policy of privatisation
pursued by your government!

Roads: SbeUey-WaJwa
Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (Benambra) - I direct to
the attention of the Minister for Transport, as the
representative in this house of the Minister for Roads
and Ports in the other place, my concern about the road
between Shelley and Walwa.1t was a forest road but
was converted to a local road, and it is now the
responsibility of local government. The road has
enormous tourist potential. However, in the next eight
years it will potentially carry about 2000 tonnes of
softwood timber, the equivalent of more than
5000 B-double truckloads. The road is short. It has
about 8 kilometres of good seal, then there is
7.5 kilometres of unsealed road, which is untenable for
B-doubles or any timber trucks. The fmal 14 to
15 kilometres needs to be upgraded for the transport of
timber.
I ask the Minister for Roads and Ports to review an
agreement being struck between VPC, local
government and his own department to see whether the
road can be upgraded to take the timber. If it is not
upgraded the timber will have to be transported an
extra 50 to 100 kilometres over country roads - the
equivalent of 250 000 to 500 000 kilometres of travel
by B-doubles.

Responses
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - The honourable member for Ballarat
East raised with me a matter that is a spin-off from the
closure of the CSR mill at Bacchus Marsh. It concerns
workers in and around his area, including Daylesford,
who will be affected by the closure. CSR currently
takes approximately 50 000 tonnes of timber under
licence from the Midland forest management area, and
that harvesting is supported by approximately
14 contractors -loggers and people who transport the
timber.
Not only is the government conscious that it must fmd
other outlets for the timber, the department is keen to
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ensure there is continuity of employment for the
workers at the end of the process. The department has
already started negotiations with other timber operators
in the area in an effort to have them take approximately
25 per cent of the timber coming out of that forest
management area.
The department is hopeful that Midway, one of the big
wood-chipping companies, will be able to take a
substantial amount of the timber, but at the moment that
is limited because of restrictions on the export licences
that still prevail in areas where there have not been
regional forest agreements. It will be some time before
there is such an agreement in that area.
My officers have contacted the commonwealth
Department of Primary Industries and Energy and are
seeking some adjustment to the export licence held by
Midway so that the timber can continue to flow and the
providers of the supporting roles in harvesting can
maintain their activities with a minimum of
interference.
I understand where the honourable member for BaHarat
East is coming from. He is obviously concerned about
the closure of the mill in Bacchus Marsh, and has
similar concerns about the people and the operators at
Daylesford. I can assure him that those involved with
the forest program of the Department of Natural
Resources and Environment are working as effectively
and as quickly as possible in conjunction with the
commonwealth Department of Primary Industries and
Energy to fmd someone to take up the timber and
maintain jobs in that part of the timber industry.

Mr KENNETI (Premier) - Earlier today I met
with the workers from the Bacchus Marsh mill. We had
a very amicable meeting. I have undertaken to make
representations on their behalf, which I will do
tomorrow. I do not want to raise false hopes, but the
government is working closely with the workers to see
whether it can do something constructive to extend the
life of their employment.
The Leader of the Opposition raised with me an issue
concerning the Brimbank Messenger, which looks like
a supplement distributed in and around Melbourne. I
have not seen the publication previously. It is an
interesting document but it is certainly not easy to read
On the front page is the heading 'Baldness treatment
ahead of its time', and inside is an advertisement for
Gutbusters and a range of other highly exciting articles.
The Leader of the Opposition asked why the Ballarat
Begonia Festival, which is held early in March, is not
included in the publication. I have looked at the
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schedule at the back and can only assume that the fax
has been reduced proportionally in size, because it is
almost unreadable. The vast majority of activities
advertised are in and around Melbourne, although one
or two are just beyond it. I imagine that would be the
answer given by those who have collated the
information. That nevertheless does not distract - Mr Baker intetjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Sunshine should remain silent.
Mr KENNETI - There is absolutely no doubt
why the honourable member for Sunshine has lost
support for preselection. It is obvious when the time to
move on has arrived, and the honourable member is a
typical case. Mr Deputy Speaker, the Begonia Festival
is a good festival. As the Leader of the Opposition said,
it has been through some difficult times in recent years.
It now has a new management team led by council
officers and several councillors. The government has
decided to fund it this year to encourage those who are
working to re-establish it. I have told the organisers that
the government will be monitoring its perfonnance
very carefully. If it proves to be successful, I would like
to fund it on a three-year basis so the council can plan
with some certainty and not have to come back to
government every year.
The Leader of the Opposition indicated that the
government has paid $25 000 for this publication.
Mr Brumby intetjected.
Mr KENNETI - Whatever it is, I am glad he has
brought it to my attention, because in tenns of layout
and readability it has failed. It is very, very hard to read
and to derive any real message from. I will take it back
to the department.
An opposition member intetjected.

Mr KENNETT - I believe it was funded and
supported by the tourism department as opposed to the
arts department. Nevertheless, if the Leader of the
Opposition is right and the government has been
involved with it, particularly in terms of cost, I would
want to see a better result for expenditure in future.

Finally, being an avid reader of all publications in
Victoria, no doubt the Leader of the Opposition will
have noticed that on page 49 of this month's Royal
Auto, which has a readership of well over 1 million,
thereisa-Mr Brumby intetjected.
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Mr KENNETT - You remember seeing that? And
what was the headline? The Leader of the Opposition
said the headline was 'A big boost for the Begonia
Festival'. That is fairly close. It is 'Flowers will come
with a $4 million bang'. You are not far off - you
could have been a lot further away! I will take up the
issue and get back to the Leader of the Opposition once
our extensive investigations are completed.

Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - The
honourable member for Benambra raised for the
attention of my colleague the Minister for Roads and
Ports in another place an agreement by the VPC to
contribute funds for the upgrade of a road between
Shelley and Walwa. As I understand it that agreement
was struck between the VPC and local and state
government. The honourable member for Benambra
says that VPC now wants to back away from the
agreement, and he is seeking the intervention of the
minister in this matter. I am happy to draw this matter
to the attention of my colleague and ask him to address
the issues and concerns raised by the honourable
member.
The honourable member for Tullamarine brought to
the attention of the house his concerns about the future
of the Upfield railway line and some of the recent
publicity given to the safety of level crossings along
that line. The honourable member for Tullamarine has
been required to take a significant interest in the future
of the Upfield line because the local Labor MPs in
whose electorates the line is located have never shown
any interest in its future, let alone its enhancement.
The Labor Party has a policy of closing the Upfield
line. It is absolute hypocrisy for any Labor member to
try to portray himself or herself as being concerned
about or interested in the line. While the Labor Party
was in government and after, from 1988 to 1996,
Mr Kelvin Thomson, who is now a member of the
federal Parliament, was a Labor member of this place.
The Upfield line ran through his electorate.
Mr Thomson was one of the members who supported
the closure of the line, and he along with all other
members of the Labor government starved the line of
funds for maintenance and enhancement.
When the coalition government came to power in 1992
the Upfield line was in a disgraceful condition with a
substandard service. To the credit of this government, it
recognised the need for a heavy rail link to Upfield. It
pledged its support for the Upfield railway line to the
tune of$24.9 million, which is currently being
expended.
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I know the honourable member for Tullamarine will be
interested to know that the upgrade will bring the line to
the same level of service as all the other train lines in
the metropolitan area. There will be a general track
upgrade including continuous welded rail, some
re-railing, the removal of redundant assets, drainage
improvements, track duplication of 1.7 kilometres
between Fawkner and Gowrie, a new Melbourne-bound
platform at Fawkner station, the replacement of the
mainly manuallife-expired signalling system - which
I shall get back to in a moment - the rehabilitation of
overhead wiring and high-voltage transmission lines,
electrical traction substation upgrade works, the
removal of three redundant level crossings at Barkly
Street, Tinning Street and Shorts Road and the
installation of boom barriers at level crossings right
down the line.
Honourable members may be aware that there are
14 crossings on the Upfield line; 11 of them are
currently protected by manually operated crossing gates
and three by flashing lights only. One of those is the
Box Forest Road crossing, which recently was the
scene ofa tragic accident. An employee of the
Moreland City Council was sent to that crossing to
clean up following a non-fatal accident the previous
day. I understand the employee was sent in a sweeper,
which is a noisy vehicle. He was working close to the
railway line when he failed to see the flashing lights or
hear the warning bells. His vehicle was hit by a train
and he was killed. Although this is a matter for a future
inquest I am concerned about the fact that the Moreland
City Council sent one of its employees out without
someone to support him by way of warning.
The honourable member for Tullamarine also referred
to the political point scoring that has followed the death
of this unfortunate individual, particularly by
Mr Thomson. In an article in the Hume More/and
Community News on 17 February there is a response by
Mr Thomson to a resident's question to him as to why
the Labor Party had not installed gates while it was in
office. The paper quotes Mr Thomson as saying:
... he had only become aware of the problem 2YJ years ago.
I work in response to requests from residents for action ... the
first time this matter was brought to my attention was in
mid-I99S.

Mr Thomson has either a short memory about this

issue or he was deliberately lying. I have documents
that show he was well aware of the issue prior to
mid-1995 when he said it was the first time it had been
drawn to his attention. The minutes of 3 March 1993 of
the Northern Municipalities Transport Group record
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Mr Thomson as an observer. The minutes state under
the heading 'Observers':
Mr K. Thomson, MLA for Pascoe Vale.

The meeting discussed a number of matters including
the Upfield railway line. The minutes state:
Mr Kelvin Thomson advised that his electorate includes the
Upfield railway line.

It is extraordinary that he said he had no knowledge at
all of the Box Forest Road crossing. In 1993 he
advised that the Upfield railway line ran through his
electorate. The minutes go on to say:
Mr Thomson invited the NMTG to put matters to him in
relation to the Upfield railway line or related transport
concerns so that he may take them up in Parliament.

I suggest a reading of Hansard will show that
Mr Thomson probably did not do the job he said he
would. Going back even further, on 7 May 1991, in a
speech on the Supply (1991-92, No. 1) Bill, Hansard
reports Mr Thomson as having said:
Those measures included the inquiry that produced the Lonie
report, which included a recommendation to close the Upfield
railway line - and it was that and other proposals that
propelled me into local government.

Mr Thomson has been shown to have a detailed and
intimate knowledge of the Upfield railway line. For
him to now say he knew nothing to people who have
expressed concerns about the failure of the Labor Party
to do anything about the Box Forest Road crossing or
to do anything about enhancing, protecting and
continuing the service on the Upfield line,
demonstrates that he has either deliberately set out to
mislead the inquiry he received from one of his
constituents or suffered a very bad memory loss. I do
not believe it is memory loss. I believe Mr Thomson
deliberately set out to lie to his constituents and he has
been caught out in that lie.

Ms Gillett inteIjected.
Mr COOPER - The honourable member for
Werribee asks what we are going to do. She must have
been sitting there with her ears closed; certainly her
brain was out of gear! I have just told the house about
the $25 million this government is currently spending
on the Upfield railway line. That is $25 million it would
not have had to spend if the Labor Party had had the
same commitment as this government to the railway
line. There is probably not a vote in it for the
government because the Upfield railway line runs
through dead-red seats held by the Labor Party. Labor
members are content, safe and happy in those seats
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believing they do not have to do anything for the
constituents who are served by the Upfield railway line.
Members of the Labor Party went into government in
1982 with a clear policy to deprive the people of the
Upfield railway line. Now they have their hands on
their hearts saying this government should be doing
more. You cannot do more than spend $25 million on
it. You cannot do more than provide the same level of
service on the Up field railway line as is provided to all
other railway lines in metropolitan Melbourne. You
cannot do any more than say to the people of Upfield
that this government cares about them when the Labor
Party clearly does not.
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - The honourable member for
Bundoora raised the matter of the Northern Pacific
seastar and the fact that seven specimens have been
found to date. If the numbers of this introduced marine
pest grow to large proportions, they will constitute a
very serious infestation of Port Phillip Bay.

On 19 January the Department of Natural Resources
and Environment was alerted to the fact that two
juvenile specimens had been found off the coast of
Dromana, and it immediately set about looking for
further specimens. A further three juvenile specimens
were found within four days. At this stage no further
infestations have been found. Two more specimens
have been reported but have not yet been properly
identified. The department acted immediately to bring
forward its annual review of the bay, which normally
takes place in April. An intensive search of the sea
floor has now been conducted in an effort to find
additional marine pests. That monitoring will continue,
especially for the introduced Northern Pacific seastar.
Some three years ago the department introduced an
education program to alert both recreational and
commercial fishermen to the problems of the seastar. It
was as a result of that education program that some
time ago three specimens were discovered on mussel
ropes, and the last two were identified. The department
is asking the community, especially the communities
that use the bay, to be vigilant in looking for marine
species that pose a significant threat to Victoria's
marine ecosystems and the sustainable use of the bay
for activities such as commercial and recreational
fishing, aquaculture, coastal tourism and other
recreational pursuits.
It is vital that the general public continue to bring to
the attention of our marine officers any suspected
introduced species. They will then be identified and we
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can keep a serious watch for any incursion into the
state of what would be a serious environmental risk.
As honourable members would know, it is suspected,
and in fact likely, that these species arrive here in
ballast water, and that is why the government gave a
reference to the all-party Environment and Natural
Resources Committee to inquire into ballast water. The
committee reported in October last year, and the
government will provide its response to the report in the
next few weeks. The reference was certainly in
response to the government recognising the potentially
serious impact of introduced exotic species into the bay.
As I said, to date there have been five confirmed cases
of the seastar and two more suspected cases, but
ongoing monitoring is occurring. Departmental officers
are searching on a regular basis, and an effective
campaign has educated people to report any suspect
species, which can then be trapped and removed. It is a
serious matter, and I assure all honourable members
that the department is doing all that could be asked of it
to watch, monitor and control this potential problem.
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - I thank the honourable member
for Werribee for raising the matter regarding the CSR
proposal in Werribee. Firstly, I do not know whether
the panel report has been received Secondly, upon
receipt, I will, as part of the environment effects
statement process, make an assessment in relation to the
report. So it will be necessary for me to have a copy of
the report, to arrange for the publication of copies so
that they will be available to the parties that made
representations - a wide number in this case - and to
then assess the report, which will involve either the
acceptance or rejection or partial acceptance or
rejection of its recommendations.
That will then be regarded as binding on government
departments and agencies. Being part of a
whole-of-government approach, it will not be a
personal response based on my view of things; it will
be the minister's response on behalf of the
government. It would be usual for the report and the
minister's assessment to be printed and made available.
I will fmd out whether the report has been received
from the panel. If it has the honourable member can be
assured that it is receiving attention and being assessed.
Mr W. D. McGRA TB (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - The honourable member for
Glen Waverley raised with me allegations made this
week by the honourable member for Yan Yean in his
contribution to the address-in-reply to the Governor's
speech. Undoubtedly, after hearing those remarks, the
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honourable member for Glen Waverley was very
concerned, as I was, that a shadow minister should cast
such a slur on the command of the Victoria Police. It is
fair to say that a person in a responsible position should
be ashamed of making those remarks because they
were very mean-spirited and, what's worse, were
without any foundation.
I will spell it out. The Victoria Police Force is provided
with a budget, just as any other government
department or agency is. That budget is then under the
control of the Chief Commissioner of Police, Mr Neil
Comrie, and the command group. It is up to that group
to decide how the financial resources are allocated over
the fmancial year. As with all other agencies, it is
required to live within the bounds of that budget
allocation. There is only so much money to go around
and the bids from various ministers, including me, are
always optimistic with regard to what we would like to
achieve. There is only so much collected taxation that
can be passed from government to agencies to deliver
services on behalf of government.
I shall take up some of the points about personnel
numbers. The honourable member correctly quoted the
figure that when the coalition came to government in
1992 it made a commitment to provide an additional
1000 police, and between 1992 and June 1996 that was
actually achieved - the exact figure was 993.
When that increase was achieved, the chief
commissioner then asked for some flexibility in how he
handled the manpower granted to him, which is only
fair and right. It should be understood that during that
period a number of the functions of the Victoria Police
were outsourced. For instance, the operations ofD24 it was replaced by the Intergraph system - were
always undertaken by sworn police officers. That is no
longer the case. In the main, public service people, as
well as some police officers, now operate the
computerised dispatch system that sends vehicles to
given destinations. The transport of prisoners from
police cells to courts and from courts to gaols has also
been outsourced. That task is now performed by a
contractor and no longer has to be undertaken by sworn
police officers.
The helicopter service has been outsourced as well,
except for the pilots on the helicopters, who are still
police personnel. All of that has enabled the Chief
Commissioner of Police to put the largest number of
police officers of all time into operational positions.
Eighty-six per cent of all police are now in operational
positions throughout Victoria.
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Someone may point out that there has been a slight
increase in the state's crime rate. Perhaps that is
because there are now more police in operational
positions who are apprehending more criminals
committing crimes that previously may have been
undetected. Victoria can still boast that its police force
is achieving a crime rate that is 19 per cent lower than
anywhere else in Australia That reflects proudly on the
police, the chief commissioner, Mr Comrie, and his
group. Also, the government, the honourable member
for Glen Waverley - the police and emergency
services bills committee chainnan - and I also feel
proud of our contribution to the work of the Victoria
Police Force.
The honourable member for Yan Yean talked about the
inability to clean the police station at Greensborough.
That is nonsense. All that work is contracted out and all
police stations are kept clean and tidy. I do not know
where he dreams up some of these things from. He also
raised concerns about police vehicle maintenance. All
vehicles are covered under their warranty arrangements.
There is no indication that police vehicles are being
underserviced. The maintenance schedules are set down
by the manufacturers, and they are followed.
I thank the honourable member for Glen Waverley for
raising the matter with me tonight. I hope that in all
fairness, as the shadow Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, the honourable member for Yan
Yean will be responsible about the remarks he makes
and will ensure that his facts are right and based on
commonsense information rather than dreaming up
some story that is totally inaccurate and gives an
impression that he is a mean-spirited man who seems to
be carrying out a vendetta against the police command
and its achievements in maintaining law and order.
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - The honourable
member for WilIiamstown raised for the attention of the
Minister for Housing a high-rise housing ministry
complex in his electorate known as Nelson Heights and
sought an assurance that the residents of the complex
would not be relocated unless equivalent
accommodation was found for them in the same
locality.

I believe the honourable member for Williamstown
was unduly concerned. I have had numerous
conversations with the Minister for Housing about
housing policy, and I have heard her speak on many
occasions. I know she acts in the best interests of those
members of the community who need access to public
housing. She is concerned to ensure that public
housing, which was run down by the former Labor
government, is upgraded and that people with the
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appropriate priority get access to it. Nevertheless, I will
pass on the honourable member's comments to the
minister. I am sure she will be able to reassure the
residents of Nelson Heights that any action that may
affect them or other residents of housing ministry
complexes will be taken in their best interests.
I had some difficulty hearing the honourable member
for Mildura, who raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Health. I understand he referred to a
medical practitioner who has recently moved to
Victoria and who is said to specialise in terminations
during the later stages of pregnancy. The honourable
member spoke of the harmful effects on the women
who undergo the procedure. He said he believed the
medical practitioner has established a clinic in the state.
I will pass on the name and address of that clinic to the
Minister for Health.
The honourable member for Mildura suggested that the
judgment ofMr Justice Menhennitt may not apply to
the procedure. I cannot understand why that would be
so. If that is what he said, I would be grateful if he
would provide me with his reasons because I would be
interested to pursue the matter in my own area of
responsibility. I will also pass those comments on to the
minister.
The honourable member for Dromana raised a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Sport. He referred to
the drownings at Gunnamatta beach and to the valuable
work undertaken there by the local lifesaving club
members. It appears that access to the clubhouse is
difficult, particularly for ambulances. The clubhouse
also suffers occasional flooding caused by run -off from
the sand dunes. lbat would obviously make it more
difficult than usual for the lifesaving club to carry out
its important activities. Although the club is pleased
with the Premier's promise of funding for lifesaving
clubs, it asks that consideration be given to its particular
difficulties. I will pass that on to the minister.
The honourable member for Sunshine was concerned
about the lack of consultation with the local community
concerning the closure of the Albion TAB. He was
concerned about the effect on elderly ladies in
particular who have been customers of the Albion TAB
and who might have to travel considerable distances to
get to some similar service. I am pleased to see a
member of Parliament taking up the case of elderly
ladies who want to gamble. There has been a lot of
publicity saying that elderly ladies should not be
gambling, and I for one have felt rather sorry for them.
Other people seem to believe that elderly ladies should
not have control over their own activities and that they
should not be able to choose between drinking and
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gambling or other ways of spending their money. I
congratulate the honourable member for Sunshine on
raising the matter, and I will pass his concerns on to the
Minister for Sport.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The house
stands adjourned until next day.
House adjourned 11.09 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) took the chair at
10.04 a.m. and read the prayer.

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

Mr Bracks - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I
seek your advice on the continued effectiveness of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, a standing
committee of Parliament under the Parliamentary
Committees Act. I refer particularly to the Premier's
appointment on 24 February ofMr Bill Forwood, the
chair of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee,
to a new position as parliamentary secretary to the
Premier.

We, the undersigned residents of Victoria, respectfully call on
all members of the state Parliament to speak. write and vote
against the current public housing reform package, in that it
will adversely affect housing opportunities and outcomes for
low-income and other disadvantaged members of our
community.

I do not mean to reflect in any way on Mr Forwood,
for whom I have enormous respect; but surprisingly
the Premier has said that Mr Forwood should continue
to hold both positions - that is, as parliamentary
secretary to the Premier and as chair of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee.

We appeal to all members of the state Parliament to reverse
the state government's decision to increase rents, reduce
security of tenure and tighten eligibility for public housing
tenants. We call on our state government not to proceed with
policy changes that will cause irreversible damage to
Victoria's housing system and discriminate further against
people without housing options.

Mr Speaker, I seek guidance from you on the potential
for a conflict of interest to arise when the same person
holds both positions. Mr Forwood's role as
parliamentary secretary will involve him with the
executive. Although he may not be a sworn
office-holder, he will be privy to and be required to
implement executive decisions. He will then be
required to change hats and, on behalf of the joint
parliamentary committee, scrutinise those decisions,
decisions of which he has some carriage.

We are seeking the state government to:

The SPEAKER - Order! I think I understand the
point the honourable member is raising. To be a
member of the executive one has to be a cabinet
minister appointed by the Governor in the normal way.
Being a parliamentary secretary does not involve
executive privilege, although what the honournble
member is raising has to be taken into account.

Housing: reform package
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:

retain security of tenure for all public housing
tenants;
not increase public housing rents by 15 to 20 per
cent as proposed, which will force large numbers
of people to live in poverty;
retain broad eligibility for public housing to avoid
marginalisation and creation of ghettos;
revisit its position on the ability of private rental as
an appropriate long-term housing tenure;
initiate a process for open and ongoing consultation
with the community sector around future housing
policy.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Brumby (2086 signatures)
Laid on table.

I understand the question of whether the chairman of a
committee can receive payment both as chairman and
as parliamentary secretary has been considered.
Clearly he can receive only one; otherwise, he would
be in breach of the salary regulations. But his being
both chairman of a committee and a parliamentary
secretary does not breach the need for a separation
between the executive and the Parliament, in that he is
not a member of the executive. A person is a member
of the executive only ifhe or she is a minister sworn in
by the Governor.

PARL~NTARYSECRETARYTOTHE

PREMIER
Mr BRACKS (WiIliamstown) by leave:

I desire to move,

That this house requests the chair of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, Mr Bill Forwood. to resign as
chairman given his appointment as parliamentary secretary to
the Premier, which puts him in a potential conflict of interest
between his role as a parliamentary secretary and therefore as
a member of the executive and his role as chair of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee in scrutinising the same
executive.
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Leave refused.
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to church! The overpass needs to be adjusted to allow
for greater access.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 17 March
1998.

Motion agreed to.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-m-reply
Debate resumed from 2S February; motion of
Ms McCALL (Frankston) for adoption of
address-in-reply.

Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) - Last night before the
house adjourned I was speaking about the widening of
Lower Plenty Road in Rosanna, the resulting traffic
confusion and the lack of appropriate action by the
government. I will re-address some of those issues and
give examples of the government's lack of foresight.
Lower Plenty Road is now being widened to
accommodate two lanes of traffic from Lower Plenty
and Greensborough roads which will converge into one
road, Rosanna Road. Rosanna Road has two lanes so
automatically four lanes merge into two. Further down
the track into Lower Heidelberg Road and Burke Road
North the traffic merges into one lane. Four into two
does not go very well, but four into two into one is even
worse! The traffic congestion in the area is horrendous
and the government is doing nothing whatsoever to
address the problem beyond Rosanna Road. The work
it has planned for Lower Plenty, Rosanna and
Greensborough roads is only a bandaid solution.

I will use some of the public consultation processes as
an example to illustrate how short-sighted the
government and Vicroads are. Lower Plenty Road,
where the plan is to widen the road to four lanes one
way and four lanes the other, has a pedestrian overpass
which was built in the 1960s. At that time no
allowances were made for prams, the elderly or the
disabled; the overpass has steps up to it which do not
allow for adequate access. No money has been
allocated to amend the problem. The overpass is
situated opposite St Martin of Tours Catholic church
and primary school and is close to the Rosanna Golf
Links Primary School. Many people use the overpass
to cross Lower Plenty Road safely. Why would anyone
want to take a pram to primary school or walk children

When I raised the matter at a public meeting Vicroads
said it had no money and the government had allowed
no additional funds to repair or replace the overpass.
Vicroads suggested people could walk across the eight
lanes of traffic that will make up Lower Plenty Road! I
emphasise: many of these people are elderly or disabled
or have young families. It is criminal that Vicroads
should suggest that in this day and age anyone should
try to cross eight lanes of traffic.
The government has failed to address the matter. I have
written to the minister and have yet to receive a
response. I hope he does not put my letter in the
too-hard basket, as he along with many other
government members tend to do. 1bree public meetings
have been convened to discuss traffic in the area - two
concerning Lower Plenty Road and one concerning the
north-south corridor. I am shocked and dismayed but
not surprised at the action of the two upper house
members for Templestowe Province, Carlo Furletti and
Bill Forwood. They failed to attend the first public
meeting - I had no idea where they were. They also
failed to attend the second public meeting. Both houses
of Parliament were sitting at the time and when I
returned I discovered Mr Forwood and Mr Furletti were
at the President's dinner. I later discovered them at the
bar, drinking.
On Wednesday of this week, because the upper house
is not sitting, I was granted leave by my side of the
house to attend a public meeting of 450 people; neither
upper house member was there - missing in action yet
again! Parliament was not sitting and there were no
functions to attend, yet both upper house members for
Templestowe Province went missing. Clearly Bill
Forwood has new priorities; they include being
generous to the Premier's whims and looking after the
Premier, not looking after his electorate. Rumour has it
that today the two upper house members are touring the
area for a first-hand look. One would have thought that
if they were active members they would know the area
and would not need a special tour. Clearly they are so
behind the eight ball on this issue they are trying to play
catch-up.

When the government announced the proposal there
was a great deal of fanfare and the government
members put a leaflet out telling everyone what a
fantastic job the government was doing. However. as I
explained last night, it fell short. Now they will have to
make up for it. They are not game enough to attend
three public meetings, yet they will work for the
Premier and backstab the Auditor-General. They are
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not prepared to work for their electorate. I am sure it
does not surprise any opposition member that Bill
Forwood, who has been promoted - The SPEAKER - Order! I remind the honourable
member that he must refer to members in this place and
in the other place by their electorate titles, not by name.
Mr LANGDON - It is slightly more difficult to
single out one member because when I mention
Templestowe Province I am referring to both upper
house members. However, I take your point,
Mr Speaker.
Something has to be done about the north-south
corridor. On Wednesday night I wrote to the minister
asking for a strategic plan of the north-south corridor to
be implemented and, more importantly - unlike what
the government has done with other projects - for an
environmental impact study to be carried out. The
government will make decisions but not implement an
environmental impact study.
City Link is a prime example. An overall plan is needed
to address the problems, not just for today but for the
next 20 years and beyond. The residents have copped
heavy traffic and road congestion for too long, and
there has been no overall plan. Worse still, since the
current major road system is not coping with the traffic,
the residential streets on either side of the major roads
are being inundated and rat-runs are occurring
throughout the city. The length motorists go to avoid
traffic jams is amazing. People will go up back streets
and make unlimited right and left-hand turns to avoid
traffic congestion. The problem affects the whole
north-south corridor between Greensborough Road and
the Eastern Freeway. The matter must be addressed
now. I call on the government to do so.
On the adjournment debate last year I complained that
the new police headquarters in Rosanna was not the
purpose-built building in the Bell Street mall in West
Heidelberg it was expected to be. It is another example
of a government election promise for the electorate on
which it has reneged. A commitment made by a
previous minister has been broken. The Ivanhoe
electorate made a wise decision when it elected me in
1996. It wants to be heard on the issues of the
Auditor-General, Workcover, education and broken
government promises.
During my contribution yesterday I referred to Bellfield
Primary School, but View Bank Primary School was
also given commitments. When I visited East Ivanhoe
Primary School, which is located in one of the more
affluent areas of the electorate - in the government's

313

own heartland - and it is a [me school with a fantastic
principal and school council, I was horrified at the
number of portable classrooms and the general
conditions at the school. Some renovations have been
completed. However, the government should step up its
program - not just talk about it - to ensure that
education facilities in all suburbs are brought into the
21st century. The shadow minister for education and
training summed that up well in his contribution in the
debate. I commend his speech and condemn the
government for its lack of support for schools,
particularly in the Ivanhoe electorate.
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) - I have pleasure in
making a contribution to the address-in-reply debate.
The presentation by Sir James Gobbo was very much a
reflection of the man. He is still very much a man of the
people, despite his high office, great achievements and
the enormous accolades he has received. Victorians see
Sir James as a true reflection of the multicultural nature
of our community.

On the day of the opening I felt especially proud to be
a Victorian. As my colleagues and I stood crowded
into the entrance of the Legislative Council I realised I
had waited more than a decade to hear the speech to
which I was listening. The Governor's speech outlined
the program for the second half of the Kennett
government's second term in office. The rebuilding of
the Victorian economy and the reform of the
government's administration and policies have now led
to a change in emphasis and the government's
objective of delivering justifiable and well deserved
rewards to Victorians.
I became active in the political process in 1987. I had
children at school and I was leading a busy and active
life. I had no burning desire to become a member of
Parliament. However, I was deeply concerned at what
was happening in the state and at what needed to be
addressed in the community. Like many my age,
particularly women, I was the first in my family to
benefit from a tertiary education. A tertiary education
provided us with a ticket to secure and stable
employment and the ability to marry - in the cases of
many women, in their early 20s - buy a home and
have children - the true Australian dream.
However, it was obvious that my children would be
unlikely to enjoy such a world. That might sound corny
to some, but as an economics and politics teacher I was
very attuned to the signs around me and had become
acutely aware that all was not well in Australia.
Although global economies had been changing, nothing
was occurring in other parts of the world as was
happening in this state and this country under Labor
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during the '80s and '90s. During Labor's period of
governance we saw record inflation, record interest
rates, record unemployment, record home prices, record
hospital waiting lists, record debt, record bureaucracy,
record lack of confidence - a record not to be proud
of.
In 1992 the Kennett government was faced with the
task of dealing with a budget crisis and designing
policies to reform the way the government and public
sector operated in order to achieve long-tenn stability
for the future of all Victorians. Remarkably the
government has achieved that after a mere five years in
office.

The government will now place emphasis on four
areas: improved outcomes in education, job
opportunities, encouragement of safe and healthy
lifestyles, and the building of confident and cohesive
communities. It augurs well for the future of the state
that those four elements are the benchmarks by which
all legislation and policies will be judged. The process
of reform will continue to ensure the continuation of
stable government and measurable outcomes for
Victorians.
The government's programs are not short-term
programs. They are not focused on a bandaid approach
of just fixing current political problems with an eye to
the election around the corner. They are far-sighted and
visionary. They look to the future of Victoria in the
context of its place in the national and global
economies.
Apart from the very erudite, but somewhat truncated,
contribution of the honourable member for Sunshine,
which was starting to be enjoyed by many people, the
speeches of opposition members have comprised
litanies of burning criticisms. They contained few facts,
merely a lot of rhetoric. The honourable member for
Morwell said he thought the Governor's speech, which
reflected on the government's achievements, was
inappropriate. However, I had waited a long time to
hear the Governor's speech; it gave me hope and I
enjoyed it.
In all the contributions of opposition members there
was not one expression of thought - possibly not even
a syllable or a suggestion - about policy initiatives.
Not one idea was put forward about the way the ALP
would govern the state ifit were given the opportunity.
Should we assume that all coalition initiatives would be
reversed? Would the state return to the great taxing and
spending attitudes of the past - budget deficits,
enormous debt, burgeoning bureaucracy, picking
winners through a VEOC, transport strikes, high
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unemployment and global hospital budgets instead of
payment for performance?
Would we again have a state where the only measure of
success is how much a government spent? The measure
would not be outcomes, performance or achievements,
just how much money was poured into the system. That
was the way state and federal Labor governments
judged their performances. The state Liberal and
National Party government judges performance on
actual outcomes.
Is this what the public has to look forward to under a
future Labor government, a government without any
policy? That is the only conclusion one can draw. I do
not wish to give too many hints to the opposition, but if
one reflects on the coalition prior to the 1992 election,
one sees a different picture. For more than a decade the
coalition played the opposition role, which is to be the
watchdog of government. Members oil this side
remember enduring the trauma of long years in
opposition, but by the time the coalition came to
government in 1992 legislation, policies and strategies
for the transition to government were in place. The
coalition was ready for government and Victorians had
the opportunity of making a real choice. They knew
what they were getting rid of and were very confident
about what they were getting.
The opposition would have us believe the reform
agenda of the government was not necessary, that it has
not delivered what Victorians want, and that the whole
thing has been too painful. It is worth examining that
contention in respect of one portfolio - not health, as
some would wish, but education. What was the reality
that the incoming Minister for Education, the
Honourable Don Hayward, found in coming to
government in 1992? A recently published book, The
Future o/Schools, relates Minister Hayward's first day
in office:
I spent the first morning meeting people and reading the
department's briefing books. From even a cursory glance at
these it became abundantly clear that the Labor Party had
grossly mismanaged the department and had left it with a
horrendous and immediate budget crisis. I therefore
demanded that the senior bureaucrats provide me with a
budget review that afternoon.
The scene that confronted me after lunch will forever be in
my memO!)'. Lined up on one side of a long table in my room
were the senior officers of the department. On the other side
were Roskam-

that is, John Roskamand me. It was reminiscent of scenes from Yes, Minister.
One officer opened the batting with the cheery statement,
'Minister, we are so")' to have to infonn you that the
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previous government made commitments for the recurrent
budget far in excess of the funds available. In fact, it can be
said that there is a black hole in the budget of at least
$40 million, which is likely to get bigger'.
'And then there is the time bomb', chirped up another. 'Time
bomb!' I repeated, in a state of alarm. 'Yes', he said. 'We
have about 8000 teachers out on unpaid long-term leave,
namely maternity leave. When a teacher went off on leave the
previous government appointed a new permanent teacher in
his or her place. We have like a phantom army of teachers out
there. They have the right to come back any time they choose,
and we have to give them a job. As far as the budget is
concerned it is like a time bomb ticking away, and can add
tens of mill ion dollars' expenditure at any time. '
'And we must not forget the backlog', declared a third, almost
joyfully. By this time I was feeling somewhat irritated. 'What
the hell is the backlog?' I demanded. 'Well, Minister, for
10 years your predecessors have starved the capital and
maintenance side of the budget and used the funds to pay for
the extra cost of the work practices set out in the agreements
with the teacher unions. We estimate there is a backlog in
school maintenance of more than $600 million -

that turned out to be $670 million.
It is believed that the physical condition of about half the
schools is such that they do not meet the standards set under
the occupational health and safety legislation.'
... In addition to dealing with 'the black hole', 'the time
bomb' and 'the backlog', we also had to make our
contribution to eliminating the overall deficit in the total
public sector budget of more than $1 billion left by the Labor
government.
The previous government had borrowed to pay recurrent
operating expenses. Even worse, they borrowed to pay the
interest on the borrowings. The effect of this was that nearly a
third of the state's income was being used to pay the interest
costs on the borrowings, and this was compounding each
year. As a result, the percentage of income available to pay
for govenunent services, such as schools and hospitals, was
rapidly declining.

The authors make this fmal point:
Over its I O-year reign, the Labor government failed to
address the issue of demographic shifts in popUlation, and the
effect of these on school enrolments. As a consequence, in
some of the older established areas there was an excessive
number of unused places in schools. For example, in one
inner city area alone there were more than 2000 unused
secondary school places. At the same time the Labor
government had failed to keep up with the demand in the
rapidly growing outer suburbs for new schools, and for
increased capacity in existing schools.

This is the comment from the Honourable Don
Hayward, one of the persons who had to deal with the
crisis left by the fonner Labor government. The
problem he faced in education was compounded by the
fact that it was a centralised system. It was under the
control of teacher union officials, who regulated what
was happening in our schools. In some cases they
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vetoed the decisions of principals. The 24 departments
at the Rialto had taken precedence over the needs of
children, families, the bulk of teachers, who were
highly committed, and the principals, who were
responsible for the running of the schools. Compared
with other states Victoria was spending more in the
delivery of public education with no discernible
advantage in outcomes for students.
The task for the incoming government was twofold:
firstly, to address efficiencies and manage the crisis in
the state's finances; secondly, to refonn and restructure
policies to provide for the real needs of students. In the
case of the efficiencies and the state's budget, this was
first addressed by offering teachers in excess to the
system the opportunity to retire. Unused school places
were transferred to areas of need where students could
enjoy a broader curriculum and greater opportunity. In
pursuit of that first task the bureaucracy was reduced
from 2300 to 600 people.
The need to refonn and restructure the education
system led to the detennination of the Kennett
government to refocus on the needs of children, which
occurred under the banner of the Schools of the Future
program. The Schools of the Future program offered a
number of elements. The first was the curriculum
standards framework. This was to be a curriculum
outline or guidelines to apply to years I to 12. There
had not been any curriculum framework for many years
in those areas. This was to give consistency across the
system, while offering flexibility for individual schools
and teachers to respond to the needs of individual
students.
During 1993 I recall that I was doing some work in
Canberra on education and at that time the federal
Labor govemment and the then federal Minister for
Employment, Education and Training, the
Honourable Kim Beazley, tried to impose on states a
national standards framework. Rightly, state ministers
refused to become part of a centralised locked-in
system, but agreed between themselves to introduce
curriculum standards frameworks which offered the
opportunity for establishing consistency across the
country while at the same time allowing flexibility to
account for the needs of different states, different parts
of states and different schools. That has been a great
achievement.
The second important element was to move to global
school budgets, which meant that almost 90 per cent of
recurrent expenditure was decided by the schools
themselves. Issues relating to capital and maintenance
were decided by the department. Schools would make
application for money for maintenance and inspectors
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would visit those schools, assessing what maintenance
was required. Teachers were to be selected by schools
and a career path was developed through the
professional recognition program - something that did
not exist before. Schools were made accountable to
their communities and to the department through
reports and reviews. Finally, for the first time in many
years, parents and teachers were able to assess the
progress of their children - through the learning
assessment program.
Under the former Labor govemment there was a period
of equality of outcomes, based on the unrealistic policy
that children should not be tested because that is too
competitive an element to introduce into education.
Parents and teachers did not have a good idea of the
achievements of their children or what their needs
would be.
The learning assessment program has introduced a
system where children's achievements and levels are
assessed so that their needs can be properly catered for.
This system was implemented within the framework of
a school charter that sets out the program and the
priorities for individual schools. It represents an
agreement between the school community and the
Department of Education to deliver individual needs for
individual schools. Schools, therefore, have a say in the
values that are being imparted.

In the Caulfield electorate the program has offered
much flexibility in the system. A variety of schools
offer different things to students. One school focuses on
information technology. It has a wonderful computer
program for students and has made a specialty of that
subject. Another school offers Japanese as a bilingual
language, and is one of the new programs being offered
by the department. It is an exciting program for students
and I fully encourage that. I had the opportunity to help
launch that program. Another school focuses on music
and art. It is one that the parents who send their children
to that school are looking for because they believe it
fulfils the needs of their children. Other schools have
wonderful pageants at the end of the year, and I
regularly attend and thoroughly enjoy them.
Additional programs have been introduced to address
the learning and teaching issues that have emerged
since the Schools of the Future program was
introduced. Firstly, there is the Keys to Life program, a
literacy program which represents one of the key issues
of importance to children in this state and country.
Some $50 million was set aside to ensure that all
children in primary schools can read properly. Despite
all the debate between federal and state governments, it
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is obvious there is a great commitment to ensure that
our children are literate.
Secondly, information technology is vital in schools.
Since 1994 the number of computers in Victorian
government schools has increased from 43 000 to
73 000. Victorian students enjoy the best studentcomputer ratio in Australia.
Thirdly, the VCE review that was completed last year,
when implemented, will be less stressful and provide
Victorian students with many options. Approximately
70 per cent of students do not go on to university and,
therefore, we must address the options that are
available.
Fourthly, the review of teacher training was long
overdue. The recently completed report, if
implemented, will radically overhaul teacher training in
Victoria It will elevate the standing of teachers in our
community and will mean that the profession itself will
have a feeling of self-worth and the confidence to deal
with the problems that exist in educating young
children. After all, we put a great deal of trust in our
teachers. In a sense, we expect them to nurture the next
generation.
Finally, following the Schools of the Future program,
the government has introduced the Schools of the Third
Millennium program, a far-sighted initiative which
means that the government is not sitting on its laurels
but looking to provide for the future. That program is
an initiative that looks at improving on the Schools of
the Future model. It offers some flexibility for the
future and invites the community to participate in the
process.
These five additional initiatives demonstrate the
government's determination to continue the reform
process, provide stability and achievement within the
system and focus on the needs of our students.
But what of the opposition? For all the criticism of the
measures taken by the government, many necessitated
by Labor's mismanagement, what is its vision for the
future in education? I took the trouble to read every
press release issued by the shadow minister for
education and training, of which there were not many.
One thing became obvious: the honourable member for
Footscray has made only one policy statement which
called for the introduction of a standard form for all
schools to use when seeking voluntary contributions
and subject fees. I also discovered that the original
thought for that great policy initiative emanated from
his leader, unless we count the policy initiative of the
future candidate for Prahran who tried to make a policy
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statement on behalf of the opposition about the holding
of pageants.
The second thing that became obvious was that the
shadow minister will be calling for a review of almost
every program run by the Department of Education. I
examined the number of reviews he has called for.
They include a review of the act in relation to school
leaving ages; a review of the needs of students with
disabilities; a review of boys education and issues of
equality; a review of computers in schools; a
broadening of the VCE review to include retention
rates; a review of funding cuts; and a review of school
closures. In dug a little further, I'm sure I would have
found more.
The third thing that became obvious was that the
shadow minister would again increase teacher numbers,
despite the fact that Victoria has an adequate studentteacher ratio. As minister, he would also seek to ban
future school closures even if state school councils
wanted to move their children to areas where there
would be greater opportunity. We would see a return to
a highly centralised system with power going back to
the teacher unions. The honourable member has a
problem with his ability to assess statistics - for
example, he is constantly critical of retention rates in
our schools as well as of student-teacher ratios. That is
despite the fact that government school retention rates
are now higher than they ever were under a Labor
government.
Student-teacher ratios are better in Victoria than the
national average; they are better than Queensland and
the more populous state of New South Wales. It
appears that the shadow minister is applying little
intellectual rigour to research and analyses or to the task
of education policy formulation. I have chosen to
examine only one portfolio, but the same probably
applies to all portfolio areas that the opposition is
failing to address.
In conclusion, from merely examining one portfolio
area it is obvious that the reforms of the government
have been successful. The coalition has achieved a
great deal in its term in office and is looking forward to
the continuing stability of the state. Victoria now has a
vibrant economy. The government is considering a
change in emphasis that will contribute greatly to the
lives of Victorians.
However, a number of challenges, particularly in
education, are on the horizon. It is important to examine
the linkages between the needs of the economy and
education. Previous coalition and Liberal governments
were aware of that important consideration but recently
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that has almost been forgotten. We need to align the
needs of and movements in the economy with our
education needs.
In the future new teclmology will apply to all areas of
economic activity, particularly in education.
Information technology plays an important role in
education; in some cases it means we need less hard
copy in our libraries. But we must remember that
computers are a tool with which to learn. They are a
tool for us to learn and must be used in that context. We
must not ignore the important fact that our children
need to be numerate, literate and have the capacity to
analyse, to research and to write. Information
technology is a little like a sophisticated pen: it opens
the world of knowledge to children in an amazing way,
but it must be kept in its proper place.
I have been pleased to make this contribution. As the
honourable member for Caulfield, I am confident of the
direction in which the government is heading and in the
economic returns to the citizens of Victoria and,
particularly, Caulfield.

Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I am pleased
to contribute to the address-in-reply debate. I join with
other honourable members in wishing Sir James Gobbo
all the best in bis new appointment. Amidst all the
parliamentary pomp and ceremony last week we had
the pleasure of hearing the Governor address both
houses of Parliament in a charming and pleasant way. It
is ironic that he had to accord with the Westminster
tradition in that he was forced to read a speech prepared
for him by the government of the day. Despite the
encumbrances imposed, he delivered his speech and
participated in the later social events with traditional
charm.
Victoria has been lucky with its appointment of
Governors and their spouses. I am sure Sir James and
Lady Gobbo will carry out their roles in the same way
that the McGarvies and the McCaugbeys did
previously.
While preparing this contribution I had the opportunity
to reflect on the full and impressive life Sir James
Gobbo has led. He is a very scholarly and learned
person. During the period prior to taking up his
appointment be maintained a commitment and
connection with ordinary people, and particularly with
those from his Italian background. I well remember a
story that adequately reflects his character. Sir James
was opening a legal conference which was a little
stuffy, as legal conferences can be. He commenced his
speech in Italian and continued in Italian for some time
until the audience began to wonder what was
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happening. At the appropriate time he broke into
English.
The point he made to the legal fraternity was about the
importance of their understanding community
languages, of understanding people from
non-English-speaking backgrounds and as a constant
reminder that when carrying out their legal profession
tasks, there is a large section of our community for
which English is not their fIrst language. Indeed, many
Victorians do not speak English. That was an
expression of understanding of humanity that is well
appreciated by the Victorian community, but was
particularly appreciated by members of the
Thomastown electorate of which the Italian community
constitutes such a large proportion.

In his speech to Parliament last week His Excellency
referred to the transport initiatives and objectives of the
government for the next 12 months, during which time
the government had intended to complete its
privatisation program and set in place the automatic
ticketing system.
Within the transport bureaucracy there is now
signifIcant ferment and tension about the privatisation
of the public transport system. That ferment and tension
is ongoing and is damaging the reputation of the public
transport bureaucracy and Victoria The government
has an ideological obsession about the privatisation of
public transport. It intends to do so no matter the
consequences or costs. The government intends to push
ahead and will not be delayed. The only delay being
experienced is the result of the government's own
incompetence and bungling, which has manifested in
the privatisation of the ticket revenue streams through
the outsourcing of the automatic ticketing system.
The public transport privatisation program was to have

been completed by the end of this year but, as
announced by the Governor in his speech last week, it
has been delayed until next year. It is a cowardly
government that uses the Governor's speech in opening
Parliament to announce another bungle and delays in
the administration of its policies - this time, the
privatisation of public transport.
The most important and alarming aspect is the delay in
the outsourcing of tendering processes for country rail
maintenance services. By way of background, on I July
last the Victorian Rail Track Corporation (Victrack)
was established. We do not know much about that
publicly owned body, which trades by the name of
Victrack Access. When people have looked up the
White Pages directory, telephoned the Public Transport
Corporation and asked to be connected to Victrack
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Access, they have been told that such a body does not
exist. But we know it does: it exists in the bowels of the
infrastructure area and trades as Victrack Access.
Victrack was given responsibility for the ownership of
the entire non-electrifIed rail network in Victoria. It was
charged with a number of responsibilities, primarily to
provide and charge for access to that non-electrifIed rail
network. It was also given the responsibility to direct
and control the movement of rolling stock on that rail
network and to establish, manage and maintain the
non-electrifIed rail network.
Following a lengthy process Victrack Access decided it
would outsource the maintenance of its rural tracks. In
October it started discussions with the industry about
what process should be undertaken to achieve the
government's objective. Victrack called for expressions
of interest. Documents were issued on 7 November
1997 and the closing date for submissions was
22 December 1997. At that time the government
approached anybody who might be interested in taking
up the opportunity of providing the maintenance on a
fIve-year contract basis for the whole rural Victorian
rail network.
As at the close of expressions of interest on
22 December, 12 individual companies or combinations
of companies had put forward their names. They
included a very broad cross-section of the companies
that would be expected to be interested in carrying out
that type of work: ABB; Flour Daniel, a consortium
made up of John Holland and GEC; a consortium made
up of Theiss and Queensland Rail; another consortium
made up of Baulderstone and Siemens; a consortium
made up of the New South Wales RSA and Brown and
Root; TransfIeld; a consortium of United Construction
and Barclay; Jarvis International; a consortium
comprising ADI and Motorola; Motorola; and a
consortium comprising AB!, Connel Wagner and
Kilpatrick Green. They were the major players in that
type of maintenance work.
In late January of this year, following a very strict
probity process supervised by Deloitte Touche
Tohmatsu, four companies were chosen to comprise a
short list and invited to put forward proposals. The
short-listed companies were ABB, Flour Daniel, the
John Holland-GEC consortium and the
Theiss-Queensland Rail consortium. The list did not
include the government's favoured company,
Transfield.
The four short-listed companies, which at that date had
already expended large amounts of money, set about
the very expensive process of putting in detailed tender
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proposals. However, to their shock and the shock of
everyone in the industry, on 23 February this year, two
weeks into that six-week tender process, the companies
were advised that the process had been put on hold - it
had been adjourned sine die, one might say.
An official communique from David Knox of the asset

management area ofVictrack Access stated that the
tendering process would close' at a date to be advised. '
The government, having initiated a tender process,
called a halt at 3 minutes to midnight because its
secretly preferred tenderer was not on the short list.
The issues involved in this matter fall into two broad
groups: probity and policy. Dealing fIrstly with probity,
it is clear that the process of interrupting a tender
process will damage the credibility ofVictrack Access.
This was the fIrst big outsourcing or tendering process
that Victrack Access had undertaken and it will suffer
immense damage to its credibility. However, it is not
the culprit in this process - it was directed to do what
it did by the government. Victrack Access was the party
that had to carry out the orders. The generals demanded
that these people carry out their orders, and that is what
they did.
A secret industry briefmg held on 18 Novernber 1997
sets out the attitude ofVictrack Access to the strictest of
probity processes. It placed great emphasis on probity.
In spite ofVictrack Access acting with the highest
probity the government overrode it and halted the
tendering process. The document in my possession,
which was given to industry participants at an
outsourcing of infrastructure maintenance industry
briefmg held on 18 November at the Le Meridien at
Rialto, identifIes the outsourcing strategy.
The document lists a number of objectives of the
strategy, one of which is:
· .. the outsourcing process and ongoing contract management
must present the best value for money in achieving the
objectives of the business.

It further states:
· .. it must be achieved through a competitive process that
satisfies all probity conditions;
· .. it will require transparency of aB transactions in relation to
the contract;

The document states that in detennining the suitability
of proponents the VT A would expect certain things of
the successful tenderer. Two items on the list are:
· .. have a corporate culture compatible with that of VTA;
· .. are willing to work with a completely open book.
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Four tenderers were prepared to accept those
conditions, but that was not good enough for the
government. It wanted other players and wanted other
specifications brought to bear.
The process has all the hallmarks of yet another casino
tendering process. At a critical stage of the tendering
process the government is subjected to very severe
lobbying from industry participants who are not part of
the short list or who do not agree with the tender
specifications and want them changed. The government
then agrees and rolls over - in this case to the eternal
discredit ofVictrack Access. On this occasion the
government was prepared to sacrifice the important
credibility of the new government corporation that has
responsibility for ownership and maintenance of
Victoria's country rail network.
What confIdence can people have in the safety and
ongoing durability of the rail infrastructure if the
management body, Victrack Access, is so easily
crushed and stood over by a government that wants to
achieve some other outcome? The reputation of the
state will also suffer. This has been an issue for some
time in Victoria. Victoria is the corporate state - the
state of cronies, where mates get preference and with a
nod and a wink the tender process is interrupted,
diverted and corrupted. That is clearly what is going to
happen here.
I understand from what went on behind the scenes that
an immense process of lobbying the government was
undertaken by companies that had not made it through
to the short list - by late arrivals led by a series of
overseas companies. I am told that the American
company, Gennesse and Wyoming, advised the
government that what is known in the jargon of the
transport industry as a vertically integrated set of
arrangements was needed, under which one company
would own all of the infrastructure and tender out the
maintenance contracts.
As a consequence, as the new owner it would capture
all the economic benefits from outsourcing rather than
the government, which was the original proposal. It was
originally proposed that Victrack Access would be set
up to own and maintain the tracks and would bring
about efficiencies in maintenance through competitive
tendering. But when push came to shove the ear of the
government was whispered in by other people who
wanted to capture that economic benefit for themselves
rather than see Victorians receive that benefit. They
wanted to see the benefits of outsourcing going into
American pockets rather than the pockets of Victorian
taxpayers.
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I am also told that the government was lobbied by two
other American finns, Wisconsin Central and Rail
America. These lobbying processes included Australian
partners, or included an arrangement that the American
company as the owner of the track would decide who
would get the contract rather than Victrack Access
being the owner and awarding the contract. The
opposition understands that in that process the
government's preferred bidder, Transfield, would then
be able to make its late entry into the tendering process.
It had been excluded by Victrack Access because of
earlier considerations that it did not meet the
expressions-of-interest process and was considered
unsuitable. A tumultuous, sudden turnaround is taking
place within the bureaucracy. It is being driven not
from within the Department of Infrastructure but from
within the Department of Treasury and Finance.
In fact, transport officials and the Minister for Transport
have no any say in the process whatsoever. The reform
process is being driven by a special unit secreted away
in the Department of Treasury and Finance. They are
calling the shots and dictating this process. This reform
unit is the driving intellectual force. It is the one calling
for tenders and determining policy issues. It is
determining that our public transport assets be sold off
not to achieve benefit for public transport users but to
achieve the ideological objectives of the Department of
Treasury and Finance. Once again under this
government the needs of public transport users, whether
in country Victoria or metropolitan Melbourne, and
those who use freight services will be sacrificed
because of the ideological underpinning and madness
that is driving the reform unit deep within treasury.
There are problems for Victrack Access, problems for
Victoria and problems for all the companies that, on the
basis of good faith, have participated in this process
thus far. It costs those companies hundreds and
hundreds of thousands of dollars to participate firstly in
the expressions-of-interest stage and secondly in the
tendering process. To have gone through the tendering
process almost to crunch time and then have the
government pull the rug from under the process will
cost those companies dearly. It may end up backfiring
on the government. Not only will it achieve a worse
outcome but it is likely to be the subject of ongoing
litigation and will suffer a huge cost through a loss of
trust.
Many policy implications are involved in this process,
because what the government is edging towards
secretly behind closed doors is adopting a vertically
integrated model for privatisation. It will reject the open
access model that is implicit if it were following the
Hilmer reform proposals and implementing true
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competition policy. Yet again this government is faced
with a choice between implernenting competition
policy on the one hand and adopting a process that
favours mates and restricts competition. What does the
government do? The government opts for the process
that restricts competition, that supports its mates and
transfers economic wealth and benefit from the public
sector into the private pockets. On this occasion it is
likely to benefit large American-based companies at the
expense of companies that have been operating in
Australia for many years.
The process will also result in the failure of the
government's rail reform program to meet its timetable.
I referred earlier to the cowardly act of the government
using the Governor's speech to announce that the
reform program of privatisation would be delayed. The
process will be further delayed because of the
interference in the tendering process that has occurred
and the implications that will have for the rest of the
privatisation process. Even at this late stage Victorians
are yet to hear from the government as to the model it
will choose for the privatisation of the metropolitan
network. The government has told us it will be broken
up - the worst possible outcome - but it has not told
us what will happen to the infrastructure, who will own
it and whether the government will follow the advice of
its American consultants who recommended that there
be a vertically integrated break-up of the public
transport system in Melbourne.
A pattern of deceit is emerging here. On the one hand
the government claims it is supporting Hilmer
competition reforms, but the reality is that it is trying to
bring about the opposite of the Hilmer reforms by
opting for restricted geographic monopolies that are
vertically integrated. Once again the people of
Melbourne will miss out.
The opposition wants an explanation from the
government. It wants to know why it has interfered in
this process, why the contract tender process for the
infrastructure maintenance program for Victrack has
been interrupted. What will the government do with
Victrack Access? IfVictrack Access is not allowed to
proceed with the tendering process for this maintenance
contract, what is it allowed to do? Does the government
already have secret plans to sell offVictrack Access to
a private owner so that the private owner can capture
this reform? The government already has form on this
in the electricity industry where it said it would keep
ownership of the infrastructure. What did it do? As
soon as the election was over it flogged ofT the
transmission lines. The government has the same sort of
deceitful plans in public transport. The government
does not deserve to get away with it.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Thursday, 26 February 1998

ASSEMBLY

In the few remaining minutes I shall talk about the
automatic ticketing process that is currently bedevilling
Melbourne's public transport system. There have been
numerous reports in the media recently of the problems
with its introduction. Despite the government saying it
would not sign ofT on this contract until every problem
was resolved, clearly it has let the Victorian public
down. It has signed ofT on a contract when there were
still many issues to be resolved The government stands
condemned. Honourable members will have seen the
reports about ticket machines eating tickets, validating
machines not validating tickets, barriers not opening
with valid tickets, and the list goes on and on. We have
heard stories of people being left stranded at railway
stations because of the long queues. I could give a
speech for 2 hours highlighting the problems.

Another issue is the collapse in revenue that has
occurred since ticketing machines have been
introduced. This stands as an indictment of the
government because it demonstrates the severe
endemic problems within the system. Over a two-week
period at the Glenhuntly depot the ticket revenue
dropped from $16 000 to $3000 a day. On 8 February,
because of computer problems during peak periods,
tickets were not able to be sold on trams travelling to
the very popular St Kilda festival, and ticket revenue
was lost.
Customer service officers have been told that they must
book as many fare evaders as they can because ticket
revenue is only 60 per cent of what it should be. Goon
squads of three are to be organised on trams, with one
official standing in front of the ticketing machine not
allowing people to purchase tickets while the other
inspectors moved down the tram to maximise revenue
by booking people without tickets.
During the fIrst week of the Australian Open Tennis
Championships ticketing machines were being used on
the no. 79 tram route, which is serviced by the
CamberwelI depot, but revenue was down by nearly
$10 000. In the second week conductors were used to
collect fares and the revenue bounced back to the
nonnal amount. There are many examples where
ticketing machines are not working.

Mrs McGILL (Oakleigh) - I am pleased, indeed
honoured, to have the opportunity of responding by
way of the address-in-reply debate to the speech given
by His Excellency the Governor, Sir James Gobbo. In
his address he talked about reviewing the progress and
achievements of the coalition government since its
election in 1992. In particular, the third paragraph of the
Governor's speech captures my attention because of its
obvious meaning. The Governor states:
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My government has rebuilt Victoria's inheritance in the past
five and a half years.

Many speakers responding to the Governor's speech
from the opposition side have said they no longer want
to be called the Guilty Party because the coalition
government has been in office for five years, but that
only reinforces the statement by the Governor I just
quoted. His Excellency continues:
Given the state's dramatically improved performance today,
the agenda for this session of the Parliament will see a marked
change in emphasis.

Opposition members have scoffed and tried to decry
this stance simply because it does not suit their agenda.
Of course, it all becomes nonsense because they are
exactly the same people who call out saying that this is
a can-do government! Indeed, it is. The record shows
clearly this is a strong government and a government
of its word.
Earlier speakers have covered the substantive issues in
the Governor's address. They have spoken about the
extensive refonn of the justice system, the safety of
Victorians in their homes and communities, and in
particular the crime victimisation survey results, which
clearly extol Victoria as the safest state in Australia
The Governor also gave a reassurance that the
government will continue to provide strong leadership
on decisions to shape the future and the social,
economic and cultural dimensions of the state. The
Governor talked about the Victorian government
having quality leadership and an enviably tight team of
backbenchers, which distinguishes it from all other
Australian governments.
I turn now to what it means to be a team member in
such a unique government and the way it helps an
electorate to have a member who is prepared to listen to
people and who walks to the beat of her community.
We have all heard many members wax lyrical about the
beauty of their electorates, and as a member of the
tourism committee I can only agree with them when
they talk about the mountains, valleys, fern gullies,
rivers, streams, bayside areas, wineries, food bowls,
history and rugged coastlines of various electorates.
There is no doubt that Victoria has it all!
I want the house to know that in the Oakleigh electorate
there is an amazing community spirit. We also have
more than our fair share of salt-of-the-earth people. We
are a diverse community, colourful and a sight to
behold and envy. Dick Lydiard is a gentleman of
100 who resides at the Christian Guest Home in my
electorate: he recites Australian poetry, sings Welsh
songs beautifully, entertains not just the residents in the
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guest home but also local young people, and has a
remarkable history of helping people throughout his
life - he is a real gem.
One can only be touched by meeting people in the
Oakleigh electorate like Bob Halliday, OAM, who has
had a long involvement with the Monash Community
Health Centre. He was formerly a councillor and mayor
of Oakleigh and has had other involvement in our
community and is a warm and genuine person. There
are leaders in our community such as Malcolm
Brownlee, the former president of the Oakleigh Rotary
Club and chairman of the Police Community
Consultative Committee, who in 1997 won a safety
award from Vicsafe. I shall come back to that and speak
about the total involvement of people across a wide
spectrum of the community who have been involved in
this remarkable and spectacularly successful program.
I can talk about young people in my electorate such as
Darren Mathews from the Oakleigh Youth Resource
Centre. Darren, a young person in his late 20s, has an
amazing ability not only to connect with young people
but also to cross the generations and speak to and liaise
with people from all sectors of the community. We are
very lucky to have him in the Oakleigh area. I can tell
you about a 4-foot 8-inch dynamo, Liz Guiver, who
works with Trinity Youth Services. Liz works at the
very heart of issues in the community. She works with
very young people, often as young as 11 and 12 years,
dealing with drugs, youth homelessness and all the
other problems that life presents in any community.
Then we have Arthur Larson, a Vietnam veteran, who
is involved with the Oakleigh RSL and who works
assiduously with older veterans on all their problems.
He has run many successful health and information
forums attended by hundreds of people right out into
the broader community. He is an unsung hero. He never
pushes himself forward or beats himself on the chest.
My electorate office has called on him for support to
assist people on a number of occasions.
Unique to Oakleigh is a senior citizens register run by
June Plant, who is with the Oakleigh police. It started as
a pilot program that people from all over Victoria have
seen and want adopted in their communities. The
program involves June visiting people's homes, looking
at their safety and security issues, giving advice and
referring the people on to other networks where
assistance can be provided. It is a great source of
comfort and security to older citizens in the electorate
of Oakleigh.
Senior Sergeant Michael Jenkins is in charge of the
Oakleigh police station, and what a fme team they have
down there! I had a coffee with him in the past week
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and we spoke about a range of issues affecting the
Oakleigh electorate. How pleasing it is to hear from a
senior sergeant who has been in that station for the past
12 years that in that time never has there been such a
strong sense of safety, security and goodwill in
Oakleigh as there is today. That comes as a result of the
good work of the police force and the special local and
community contact it has fostered.
In my electorate there is a man I very warmly respect,
Father Julian Cavarson, whom I affectionately call the
don of the Italian community. He has done wonderful
work at the church with the local senior citizens and
young people from the Italian community. Caring for
the Greek community is Father Nicholas Moutafis from
the Greek Orthodox church. I have had something like
a 15-year association with the Greek people in the
Oakleigh community. I have seen them go from
developing their church to establishing a primary and a
secondary school and acquiring properties and elderly
persons units. There is also a benevolent society that
works within the Greek community. I look in awe at
what the Greek community has been able to achieve
over the years and how well established it is.

Father Mena and Father Daniel are two very special
priests from the Coptic church in our diverse
community. One of the most amazing spiritual
experiences of my life occurred at St Anthony's Coptic
church in Oakleigh when it received a visit from Pope
Shenouda m. You had to be there to experience how
special the occasion was and how strongly the Coptic
pope's holiness affected everybody there. I will hold
the vision of that occasion in my memory for the rest of
my life.
Ron Waiters of the RSL in Carnegie, who is also a
former councillor and mayor of Caul field recently
received a special award from what is now the Glen
Eira council because in one of his mayoral years
25 years ago he initiated the Australia Day breakfast for
the Caulfield community. Ron has contributed
immensely to the general wellbeing of the community
through the RSL and his local involvement.
Many other service clubs, from the Rotary clubs at
Oakleigh and Huntingdale to the Lions club, have
worked together on community projects, sharing their
resources and always being on board to help meet the
many needs and deal with events that arise, to pick up
the ball and run with it when things happen. Members
of the community feel exceptionally lucky to have such
strong and vibrant service clubs in the area.
One can only surmise from that summary of some of
the people that the Oakleigh electorate is blessed
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with - and of course there are hundreds more who
make themselves available to the community - what
significant benefits for the Oakleigh electorate those
people have achieved by working together.

into the heart of Oakleigh, the central business area, and
will have a strong presence on Warrigal Road, close to
the railway station - exactly where the community
wants the police to be. This is a $5.5 million project.

More than $2 million has been distributed to local
schools, and Blind Freddy could see the differences that
has made. Certainly the parents can, and they do not
hesitate to let me know. At Murrumbeena Primary
School there is a new multipurpose hall with a
canteen - a facility that the school did not have
before - physical education storage facilities and
toilets. The complex is widely used by the school
community and is also accessible to the broader
community. In recent days extra funding has been
provided for an on-site car park for the school, which
has been a blessing for me because it has also relieved
parking problems experienced by nearby residents.
Murrumbeena Primary School's biggest challenge is
likely to be the abundance of enrolments from parents
who want their children to go to this excellent provider
of education in the Murrumbeena area. It has a fantastic
school council, and its members and I have worked
together over many years to achieve these significant
outcomes.

Another project into which a considerable amount of
time and representation has gone is improvements to
the intersection ofWarrigal and North roads - a real
bottleneck. Works on this intersection were first
mooted in the late 1980s by the previous government.
The shop owners and landlords in the area were put in a
most difficult position over that period, not knowing
what tenures they could offer, and that subsequently
caused the demise of many businesses.

Approximately $12 million has been spent on
roadworks across the three municipalities that affect the
Oakleigh electorate: Stonnington, Glen Eira and
Monash. More than $1.5 million has gone to libraries,
which are well used and resourced and run a number of
specialist programs.
Of significance was the amount of work done to raise
the $1.4 million to be spent on noise attenuation
barriers along the South Eastern Arterial. The arterial
and noise attenuation works have been issues of some
importance to many of my constituents, and together
we fought hard to achieve this outcome. Ministers have
visited the homes of people who live on the edge of the
South Eastern Arterial, and for all of us there was never
a better lesson than that persistence pays off. The
arterial is progressing now from Stanley Avenue
through to Stephensons Road as a stage 1 project and
many of my constituents are excited and happy about
that.
The magnificent Oakleigh police station is another
project where I had to work long and hard, with the
community right behind me, to secure the old Oakleigh
council municipal offices for the local police. Works
are under way; signs indicating what will happen on the
site have been erected, and later this year the Oakleigh
police will be moving into a combined police station,
cm and training facility that will be light-years ahead
of their current premises. They will be moving right

The design work has now been completed; I believe the
acquisition of properties is nearing completion as well,
and construction works are due to commence this
year - another $5 million project in the Oakleigh
electorate. Certainly this is a can-do government.
The Oakleigh railway station has been upgraded to
premier station status at an estimated cost of $425 000,
and all the stations in the electorate I represent have
been refurbished. Last week the Minister for Transport
again visited the Oakleigh station to look at the
resurfacing of the platforms and fmishing-offwork.
Stationmaster Bob Barclay does a wonderful PR job
with all the people who visit the station daily. He runs
sausage sizzles and has blackboards displaying
community messages - it is a very social station.
An additional 300 car parking spaces have been
provided at the Huntingdale railway station. There are
many projects that I might have to come back to
discuss, subject to time, because I want to tell the house
much more about the Oakleigh electorate.

Money has been provided for the Packer Park
velodrome in Carnegie, which is one of a very few
velodromes in the metropolitan area. In addition
$50000 has been provided towards the upgrade of the
all-weather synthetic track at the Duncan Mackinnon
reserve, Murrumbeena, which is a real jewel in the
crown of sporting venues for the city of Glen Eira. The
reserve is in constant use, not just by the schools in the
area where regional sports are held but also by local
residents on a daily basis, with walking tracks and
many other facilities.
I could not imagine a better utilised athletics reserve.
I was able to secure a $20 000 grant from the Minister
for Sport for the Monash junior soccer club which has a
membership of more than 100 young children who use
a reserve on Poath Road. That reserve had on it a huge
horticultural shed which was left by Holmesglen to be
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demolished when it moved out, but with a little bit of
enterprise, thought and the strong commitment of the
committee of the Monashjunior soccer club we were
able to advance money so that they could consider
refurbishing that horticultural shed. It will become a
venue for use as an indoor training facility for not only
the junior soccer club but for the broader community. It
seems a shame to call it a shed because, given its size,
structure and condition, it will only require a small
amount of money to provide something that would
probably be worth $400 000 or $500 000 in another
community.
As chairman of the government's multicultural affairs
committee I have been deeply offended by many of the
divisive remarks by the federal member for Oxley,
Pauline Hanson. I read with interest Glenn Milne's
column in The Australian earlier this week, headed
'Hanson's ugly story receives its fmal full stop.' I hope
the headline of the article signals the death knell for the
activities of a woman who is a political manipulator and
an agent of division of the kind that we have rarely seen
in Australia.
Mr Milne refers to a recent radio interview of John
Pasquarelli, Ms Hanson' s former minder, on the release
of his book The Pauline Hanson Story by The Man
Who Knows:
Pasquarelli's tale should be the political full stop and final
punctuation point in the absurd and ugly phenomenon
represented by Hanson. In essence, the book reveals her to be
an ignorant and manipulable neophyte who, in the end, was
overtaken by delusions of grandeur. To wit, her question to
Pasquarelli at the height of her national media attention:
'John, can an Independent ever become prime minister?'.

Glenn Milne observes that these are Pasquarelli's
personal comments and that he is obviously
disappointed with Hanson. The article continues:
He still ascribes to the anti-Asian, anti-Aboriginal 'ideas' that
became her political motif The book, though, tells the story
of a woman who never understood that her power derived
from those dark cwrents in Australian political life rather than
her as an incarnation of them.
She never understood she was just the messenger and not the
message. The failure to make that distinction was her undoing
because she couldn't grasp the next step; the need to harness
the ideology and develop it into meaningful policy rather than
repetitive sloganeering. If that were ever possible anyway.
Hanson is now ajoke, an oddity of political life, reduced to
stunts. If she were not so hateful herself, it could almost be
sad. The process of public self-destruction began with the
airing of her laughable 'assassination' tape for the Wimess
program. The unravelling continued with her viciously
opportunistic attack on Cathy Freeman's appointment as
Australian of the Year.
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The media coverage of Hanson is now of the .can you believe
this?' variety rather than the political fascination to which she
was subject earlier in her career.

He observes that these days her new minders:
... rarely let her speak for herself. She has become the political
equivalent ofShari Lewis's Lamb Chop.
Meanwhile, One Nation crumbles undemeath her. The
secretary and vice-president of the Ipswich branch ... recently
resigned amid bitter recriminations ...

That is, against her minders. The member for Oxley
has been quoted as saying that a truly multicultural
society can never be strong and united. She has
manipulated and contorted the comments made by
President Bill Clinton when he was in Australia that the
world is littered with the bodies of people killed in
failed and tragic attempts at multiculturalism. This was
when we were preparing for the Sydney 2000
Olympics!
If the member for Oxley had listened or understood she
would have heard President Clinton speak of ethnic,
racial and religious conflicts in the world and she would
have noticed that the President concluded by saying
about the 2000 Olympics:
There is a lot of evidence that we can all do better than that and when the world comes to Sydney they will see that - so
think about that.
Think about how every day in every way when you bring in
people like those, like me, who trace their roots to England, or
Ireland or Scotland, in various Asian countries or South Asia
or Latin America or the Middle East, every day you do that
when the world is looking at you you offer a rebuke to all
those who would take away the lives and the futures and the
fortunes of the children of this world, because they are
different from them.
And I cannot think of a better place in the entire world, a
more shining example of how people can come together as
one nation and one community, than Sydney - Australia

A splendid opportunity exists, but throughout
Australia - in Victoria, South Australia, Tasmania
and Queensland - to show the world how splendidly
we have achieved and become a shining example of
multiculturalism throughout our nation. Honourable
members should reflect on the fact that all we have to
do to show this is just be ourselves.
Over my lifetime, Australia has become a nation that is
home 5 million immigrants from more than
130 countries. I have grown up watching the ships full
of immigrants arrive at Station Pier. My childhood and
schooling revolved around playing in the streets and in
the homes of many Greek, Italian, Maltese and Polish
immigrants. Though that, I was learning and picking
up the different cultures. In those days, at first with a
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degree of uncertainty, I swapped jam or Vegernite
sandwiches for chunky crusty bread dipped in
home-made tomato sauce. I learnt Polish songs and
dances, I tasted different foods, and I saw the
establislunent in Port Melbourne of what must have
been one of the very early Greek Saturday schools.
That was when I fIrst heard the then strange and loud
Greek music that now has me instantly on my feet
joining in the Greek dancing.

all of my electorate, but with particular pride by the
considerable number of people of Italian descent and by
others who have shared the migrant experience and
have now become a vibrant part of the life of the state.

I have enjoyed all these experiences. I have observed
families struggling with the language during the hard
years when they had just arrived. I have seen the
commitment, the desire to settle and do well, the strong
work ethic and the willingness to do anything, any job,
and the absolute desire to see their children embrace the
educational opportunities that abound here. I have seen
it all come to fruition, and I still see it today.

The proroguing of Parliament and the Governor's
speech were part of the government's response to the
verdict of the people of Mitcham. Its response was to
engage in a massive PR stunt in proroguing
Parliament - a stunt that provided us a garden party
where people were sipping champagne and eating
caviar, which sits very uncomfortably - -

Every time I am out in my electorate, or indeed in
electorates across Melbourne representing the Premier,
I experience the feeling of familiarity - 'I know you. I
know the pathway you are on'. I had a similar response
during my visit to Italy where you see the pride of the
people in their country, their history. It gives you an
understanding of the Italian love of fresh fruit and
vegetables, why they paint their houses the colours they
do, and why they are so deeply committed to family warm and wonderful as they are.
I consider I have been fortunate indeed, and I trust that
this involvement benefIts me greatly in my electorate. I
take pride in taking ministers out to my electorate to
meet with the people and experience first-hand the
strong community spirit, the diversity and the wannth
that exists in the Oakleigh electorate. With all the highs
and lows, with all the joys and sometimes despair, I am
honoured to be the member for Oakleigh. I have a
strong affinity with this community which I am deeply
proud to serve.

In conclusion, I express warmly and clearly the feeling
of the people of the Oakleigh electorate and their
absolute pride that we have a migrant son as Governor
of our state. I commend the government on the
hallmarks of its fIve and a half years of office: the
investments, the assets, the gifts it has given to the
children of Victoria The government has looked after
their future in a way that would not have been possible
under the previous Labor govemment.
Ms GARBUTT (Bundoora) - I join other
members of this house in congratulating the new
Governor, Sir James Gobbo, and Lady Gobbo and
extend my best wishes to them for the term of their
appointment. The appointment has been welcomed by

I also welcome the new member for Mitcham, who has
had an outstanding win with a 16 per cent swing
against the government and thereby changed the
political atmosphere in this state and in this house.

Honourable members interjecting.

Ms GARBUTT - I wasn't there, but the members
of the other side were most certainly there.
Honourable members interjecting.

Ms GARBUTf - It is an outrageous response to
the verdict of the people ofMitcham - holding a
garden party for the well-heeled. This is the
government's response to a 16 per cent swing.
The next policy initiative was to consider - and it is
still being considered - providing assistance for
Crown Casino, the deserving cause ofRon Walker and
Lloyd Williams. During the speeches today, all of this
week and last week government members maintained
that everything is wonderful and nothing needs to
change. What is horrifying about this is that the
members opposite have learnt nothing from the result
of the Mitcham by-election. They are still not listening
to what people are trying to tell them.
If they will not listen to the lesson ofa 16 per cent
swing in the heartland ofMitcham, they will not listen
at all, and it is quite clear that they will not change. The
government is hell-bent on pushing along its
ideological path.
My electorate is affected by a number of policies that
the government needs to change, and if it were listening
to people it would change them. But I suggest it will
push ahead with its bulldozer mentality and we will see
exactly the same policies put in place during this latest
session of Parliament.
The major issue in my electorate is the privatisation of
the Austin and Repatriation Medical Centre. Over the
past five years we have put up with headlines like
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'Threat to health service', 'Long wait for treatment' and
'Jobs go at the hospital'. We have seen bed closures,
jobs lost, waiting lists blowing out, huge waiting times
in accident and emergency, and people waiting on
trolleys for more than 24 hours.
We have seen an amalgamation with the Repatriation
hospital in which veterans felt that their rights and
needs were neglected. A consultants' report talked
about setting up a private hotel, not a hospital. I hesitate
over the word, but it is a private hotel that the
consultants' report was pushing. We have seen more
and more bed closures and now we are experiencing the
result of the government's policy of privatisation and its
active campaign overseas of looking for foreign buyers.
This is our hospital; this is my community's hospital.
This is the hospital that my family, my neighbours and
my voters use. It is not the government's to sell.
I have major concerns, as does all of my electorate,
about the idea of a private hospital replacing the only
public hospital left standing in Bell Street. A 25-year
contract will be signed with, perhaps, a foreign owner;
and for 25 years the foreign owner will determine what
health services are provided by our hospital.
It does not matter whether the needs of the community
change. If something is not mentioned in the contract, it
will not be addressed. That is the most serious concern
about privatisation: we lose the accountability through
government to the people. The people will not be able
to put pressure on a private company to change what is
being delivered or how it is being delivered at the
hospital. People will not be able to come to the private
company in the way they would come to politicians
such as those sitting over there and say, 'We are
dissatisfied with this service', 'We need a better
service' or 'We need a different service'. That ability to
'keep the bastards honest' will be gone when the
hospital is owned by a private company.
For example, the private foreign hospital could decide it
will close the accident and emergency section and send
ambulances on bypass for days in a row, and the
government will not be able to change that decision
because the contract has been signed and sealed and is
in place for 25 years. Therefore the public aspect will
simply disappear. The accountability will go. The
community influence will be lost.
We will also see an emphasis on throughput because
that is where the money and profit are made. People
who cannot be pushed out quickly - patients with
chronic illnesses and injuries that do not heal rapidly,
enabling them to leave rapidly - will not be
welcomed. Aged people whose illnesses do not
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improve quickly will not be welcome, and that is not
serving the public as the Austin repatriation hospital
does now.
Research and teaching will not be profitable; they are a
cost to a hospital. Research and teaching carried out at
the Austin hospital are world famous, but they will no
longer be profitable parts of a foreign-owned hospital,
and the teaching aspect of the hospital will be in grave
trouble.
The whole proposal to privatise the second-largest
public hospital in Victoria is an outrage and a betrayal
of the community that I represent. The community is
well aware of the contents ofMrs Austin's will, which
left the land to the public for a hospital, and it must
remain that way. The proposal is a betrayal of the
community that has worked for more than a hundred
years on fundraising, through various auxiliaries and
special campaigns, for that hospital. It is their money
that has gone into the hospital; it is not the
government's to sell to a foreign owner or to any
private owner, and it is a betrayal of the community
because the hospital is a reflection of community needs.
It should not be a reflection of private profit.
A second issue of major concern in my electorate is the
planning policies of the government. There are no
planning rules, just guidelines. Communities are in
uproar and the tapestry and fabric of communities
across my electorate and the area in which I live have
been torn apart. The establishment of the Save Our
Suburbs group, which this week held a successful
meeting attended by more than 1000 angry people, is a
reflection of what has been happening in the electorate.
There are many examples in the area where
government-owned land has been rezoned, sometimes
in secret, then sold off to developers who construct
multi-unit developments on small blocks - a type of
development that is considered by residents to be
overdevelopment of the site. The latest example is the
Loyola site. The Banyule council wants the land to be
used as a park because there is a shortage of public
space there. That application was refused, and now a
proposal to build 42 properties on the land is being
bulldozed through.
The site of the former Macleod primary school has
been important to the local community for more than a
hundred years. When the primary school was relocated
to the high school site, the people ofMacleod wanted to
keep the old school building as a community facility.
They were allowed to keep it, but at their own cost.
That meant they had to pay for the shifting, renovation
and upkeep of the building. That is not as possible for a
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community as it is for a government. The government
should consider the benefit to the community of
keeping the building. Otherwise, the people ofMacleod
will lose it.

Ms GARBUTT - Exactly, the greedy developer
guidelines have replaced good planning rules. It is open
slather out there. The developers are going for it, but an
outraged community is resisting fiercely.

The minister secretly rezoned the old SEC site in
Greenwood Drive, Bundoora, and the Noms Bank pine
plantation site from public purpose use to residential C,
denying the public the opportunity to comment on the
change. The process denies local communities the
opportunity to use public land for the public good. The
land will be sold into many private hands, and there
will be no possibility of its being used for a park, a
school, or anything else that assists and strengthens the
community.

Education is a top priority for the people of my
electorate. It is one of a number of major issues that
point to the need for the government to change
policies. The people of Bundoora are involved in their
schools, and they support their teachers, who are doing
a great job. Parents are continually helping out,
offering encouragement and taking part in school
fundraising activities. But things fall down because the
government is not playing its part.

The second major problem is the Good Design Guide.
Because it has no teeth, developers use it only
minimally. In effect., there are no controls: provided
they meet the bottom line in the guide, developers are
free to do what they like. We have seen example after
example in Greensborough, Briar Hill, Montmorency,
Eltharn and Bundoora, where developers are proposing
insensitive developments.
There have been massive tree clearances, which
developers have used to spite the residents. They have
gone ahead and bulldozed trees, even before they have
had the permits. In one case, as an act of revenge the
developer cut down all the trees to pay back the
residents who by objecting prevented it from getting a
permit. The outrage has led to the formation of
community groups such as the North-East Banyule
residents group to campaign on those issues.
The Minister for Planning and Local Government is
blaming the councils, but I point out that he monitors
those councils. The minister has two portfolios,
planning and local government, so he carefully watches
what local councils are doing in planning, ensuring that
pressure is put on them to allow the government's
development-at-all-costs approach to proceed. We
recently saw the spectacle of the mayor of Banyule
being publicly reprimanded for criticising the minister.
Mr Langdon - You can't speak up in local
government!

Ms GARBUTT - You cannot speak up in local
government because councils are being monitored, as
are the number of appeals against council planning
decisions that are taken to the AAT. If the number is
above average, the minister will step in and criticise and
punish.

Mrs Maddigan - The greedy developer
guidelines.

The so-called facts sheet that we recently received with
our copies of the Herald Sun only adds insult to injury.
It is really a lie sheet. Every one of the facts is wrong or
misleading and is designed to pull the wool over
people's eyes. People know that class sizes are
increasing, which is affecting children's capacity to
learn. They know that when the government facts sheet
talks about class sizes, it is wrong.

Last year the minister conceded that 600 primary
school classes had more than 30 students each. That
would be a common feature of schools in my electorate.
The government trumpets the figures for the number of
computers in schools, but more than 75 per cent of the
money to purchase them was raised by parents, who
had to compete on the street with a lot of other
community groups that nowadays also have to
fundraise for thernselves. The government's claim that
it alone has put computers in schools is outrageous.
The government has singled out students with
disabilities for special discrimination. The latest
outrageous policy involves forcing intellectually
disabled people to leave school because they have
turned 18. Nobody else has to leave school at that age.
That is causing great concern in my community. The
Concord special school in Watsonia, which produces
excellent results, is feeling the full impact of that new,
discriminatory government policy. Many more policies
need changing. If the government has listened to the
people ofMitcham, it will know that it has to change.
There is only one paragraph in the Governor's speech
on environment and conservation, which is my shadow
ministerial area. The paragraph is vague and contains
no specific comments. Half of it boasts about the
government's so-called achievements. There is no
recognition that policies need to change or that the
people of Mite ham and elsewhere are concerned about
environmental exploitation. There is no recognition that
people want conservation and not commercialism in
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their national parks. The government's attitude to the
environment is that you either exploit it or just ignore it.
It believes that if the environment cannot make money,
it is not worth anything.
The national heritage trust grant scheme has recently
been revealed as a massive pork-barrelling exercise.
The $1.25 billion federal program, which the federal
government established with money from the one-third
sale of Telstra, is not being directed to environmental
priorities but is being used as an enormous political
slush fund The evidence is ovelWheIming.
Coalition seats in Victoria have received 98.6 per cent
of the available money, while Labor-held federal seats
have received only 1.4 per cent. The average for each
coalition seat is $777 641, compared with an average
for Labor seats of just $14 425. Labor-held rural seats
like Burke and Corio received $131 098 and $30 368
respectively. But when that is compared with the
$735 525 given to Corangamite, a neighbouring
Liberal-held seat, the huge differences in the allocation
of funds become apparent. It is a pork-barrelling
exercise. The process has been criticised by green
groups such as the Australian Conservation Foundation.
The head of the foundation, Michael Krockenberger,
said it had had concerns:
... since the trust's inception last year about the arrangements,
such as a ministerial board and loose requirements in the
legislation, which would leave the trust open to abuse and
rorting.

Landcare groups have expressed similar concerns.
Royce Sample of Gapstead, a Landcare coordinator for
10 years, is reported in the Australian of 19 February
this year as saying:
... the approval processes of the Landcare scheme,
administered as part of the national heritage trust funding,
were a mess.

Complaints have been made not only by the groups
that you would expect to be interested but by
organisations such as the Australian newspaper, which
has slammed and condemned the process:
Only the naive could believe that Australia's environmental
problems would reside mainly in non-urban Liberal or
National Party electorates. Indeed, some of the more
intractable environmental eyesores are on the outskirts of our
city ... We argue that the very shape of the heritage trust takes
it out of the direct supelVision of the Parliament, depriving it
of the transparency needed to assure the public that deals are
not being done for reasons of financial, political or
environmental expediency.

Its final comment was that the federal government in
this case:
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... had a mandate to establish the trust. It has not got a
mandate to waste the millions of dollars earmarked over the
next five years on dubious, politically motivated and
unaudited projects.

The tragedy is that good projects that are designed to
address serious and high-priority environmental issues
have been rolled over by green pork barrelling. The
priority has become politics, not the environment. The
federal shadow minister has referred the matter to the
federal Auditor-General. It is just as well that he will
investigate it, because it certainly could not be referred
to the Victorian Auditor-General. Thanks to the
government, his role has been changed so that he no
longer has the ability to do special audits.
This is not just a federal process, it is also a state-based
process, so the state government is in it up to its neck.
The state government has set up the regional
assessment and state assessment panels, and it is the
state minister who makes the fmal recommendations to
her federal colleague.
Despite the federal minister refusing to release the
names of the panel members, they are easy to get
because the members are well known around the traps.
When you look to see who has been appointed and who
is in control of the process - that is, the ministeryou can see how the process has been bent for political
aims to produce political outcomes.
A well-known National Party identity, Mr Jeremy
Gaylard. heads the process at the state level. He is a
failed candidate for National Party preselection, but by
crikey he has done well out of the government. He has
been handsomely rewarded with plum job after plum
job. Now he controls millions of dollars of
environmental funds .
From December 1993 he was the chainnan of the
Melbourne Market Authority. In 1994 he was made
Chairman of Commissioners of the Shire of Mo iraand I will come back to that. Later that year he was
appointed chainnan of the Victorian Catchment and
Land Protection Council, which in turn appointed the
state panel to assess and allocate the grants. In
mid-1995 he was appointed chairman of the
Sustainable Regional Development Board of the
Shepparton irrigation region, and in 1996 he was
appointed chair of the catchment management
structures review working party. In October 1997 he
was appointed to the newly formed Victorian
Catchment Management Council.
While he was the head of the Catchment Land
Protection Council he was also in charge of a review of
the catchment management process. So in turn, he
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reviewed old bodies of which he was a member, he was
the chair and an important member of the peak body
which recommended the establishment of a new
structure, and was subsequently appointed as the head
of that structure. Mr Gaylard oversees the management
of the outrageous river management levy, which is now
being applied to all properties in country Victoria. In
1997 he was appointed to the Victorian state
assessment panel for the Natural Heritage Trust and is
about to be reappointed - and the minister has refused
to alter the decision.
I again refer to the Shire ofMoira. The results of
Mr Gaylard being appointed head of anything are not
necessarily beneficial. The ratepayers of Moira shire
found that out when an independent audit revealed a
black hole of$17.5 million in the shire's accounts.
Mr Gaylard is neither a successful administrator nor a
competent manager, yet as a National Party hack he is
appointed to job after job by coalition ministers. Now
he is in charge of a political process that will produce
distorted outcomes. As I said, it is nothing more than
pork barrelling.
Unfortunately, environmental priorities are not driving
the process, which is essentially political. That is typical
of the government's approach to the issue. The
environment is missing out - it is not even on the
government's list of priorities. The government diverts
money to it for political purposes but simply ignores it
if it does not suit.
The kerbside recycling program is also in crisis largely
because prices for recycled products have been falling,
and another fall is on the way. From I July the price of
recycled glass will drop $5 a tonne, on top of significant
falls over the past 18 months. The average person is
committed to recycling. However, as produce prices
fall, local councils have to put in more money to keep
the program alive. Unfortunately, we are reaching the
situation where many will not be able to afford to keep
the recycling program going. A recent research report
shows that local government is picking up the cost to
the tune of $25 million a year - and the cost is rising.

In the absence of an adequate government response,
local government has seized the initiative. Both the
MA V and the Australian Local Government
Association have established task forces. They are
working with ANZEC ministers across the country on a
national package for kerbside recycling that will
establish best practice models and improve the
efficiency of the program. They are also working on a
regulatory safety net and on establishing an Australian
kerbside recycling alliance.

329

However, there is concern that those initiatives will not
deliver results before 1999 at the earliest, and kerbside
recycling could collapse before then. It is becoming too
expensive for local government to keep on picking up
the tab. Sooner or later councils will decide to opt out,
and products that were once recycled will end up in
landfill sites.
Local government is committed to reaching a 50 per
cent reduction in landfill by 2000. So far it has achieved
a 27 per cent reduction, whereas industry has achieved
only a 14 per cent reduction. However, the government
has not supported the actions of local councils. It has
recently legislated to increase the landfill levy on local
government from $2 to $3 a tonne, and the EPA will be
able to cream off20 per cent. That money could be
used to immediately assist local councils - An honourable member inteIjected.

Ms GARBUTI - You gave them pittance. Some
were so disgusted with what you gave them that they
wanted to hand the cheque back. It went nowhere!
The crisis is continuing. The program is about to fall in
a hole. The minister is hiding behind a national process
that is too slow. It will be a case of too little, too late.
The program will be gone by the time the agreement is
ratified.
The government needs to get behind local councils and
encourage industry to accept its fair share of
responsibility for kerbside recycling and contribute to a
fund to meet the cost gap. The minister could use the
powers in the act to make industry waste reduction
agreements, which the government has so far neglected.
I could quote many other examples of the government's
attitude to the environment, which seems to be that you
either make money out of it or ignore it. The
environment is certainly not on its priority list. There
was little mention of the environment in the Governor's
speech, and it does not seem to be part of the
government's plans.
Those two issues are of great concern. The minister
needs to act to change policies that respond to those
problems, but essentially it all comes back to the
government's values.
The government does not value the environment; it is
not setting a priority for conservation. Its priorities are
commercial development, exploitation or to simply
ignore the problem and hope it goes away.
Mr COLEMAN (Bennettswood) - I too
congratulate the government and the Governor on the
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delivery of the Governor's speech last Tuesday week. I
draw on a paragraph from that speech which I think
epitomises the Governor's contribution to this state and
the vision laid before this Parliament for the
government in the future - a vision the complete
antithesis of the ordinary contributions we have heard
from members of the opposition. The Governor said
this:
The government's approach will lead Victorians as they strive
in their own lives and local communities, admittedly at times
with great difficulty, to improve their position and the general
environs of their lifestyle, and so to balance their own
interests with those of an increasingly demanding world. We
need therefore to examine what we need to do as a
partnership of Victorians to strengthen the freedom and
independence we enjoy, create a more vibrant sense of
community, and mould a cohesive, caring society.

As an objective for the future those words encapsulate
what we should all be trying to achieve for future
generations.

In accepting those words, we have all been particularly
graced by the appointment of Sir James Gobbo as the
Governor of this state. I am sure he, along with his
wife, will serve Victoria brilliantly. To date the
contributions from both sides of this Parliament
indicate clearly that Sir James's appointment has
received broad acceptance. As a person for whom
society's objectives could be used as a catalyst his
personal success and that of his family since arriving in
this country will operate as a beacon for many other
families - families that have been here for a long time
and families that have arrived only recently. Australia is
still an open society; it is a place where with dedication,
hard work and commitment virtually anybody can
achieve the ultimate in community service and
self-satisfaction, and I am sure Sir James will equip
himself brilliantly in those areas.
Education was one of the issues raised in the
Governor's speech. Recently we witnessed the pathetic
perfonnance of the honourable member for Footscray,
the shadow spokesman for education. He tried to
denigrate a process which I believe has been the most
successful education initiative undertaken in Victoria
for some time. Listening to the opposition you would
not think it had 10 years in government to address some
of the maintenance issues that have dogged the
education system for so long. However, Labor was in
government in Victoria from 1982 to 1992 - and we
all know that in the five and a half years this
government has been in power buildings no longer
deteriorate. Over time the outgoing Labor government
had an opportunity to devote some funds to the
maintenance of properties. But why couldn't it? Simply
because, as in so many other areas of its public
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administration, it was unable to take on the change in
bureaucratic structures to accord with what was
happening in the community. In many areas of
government administration there have been similar
outcomes in local government and in the education
system.
There was a surplus of schools in some parts of the
state and a demand for new school accommodation in
others. The previous government was unable to achieve
any outcomes and was left with a considerable
maintenance backlog because it tried to maintain too
many structures. The Labor government was
disinclined to take on the teacher unions that were
dictating the process, and as a result, we were
oversupplied in some areas and undersupplied in others.
My electorate of Bennettswood has experienced that to
the full. The incoming government's decision to devote
funds from the sale of school properties and to reinvest
those funds in other school properties in the immediate
area has considerably improved the structural
arrangements for the conduct of education in this state.
Mount Waverley Primary School has a long history; it
served an area similar to that serviced by the Bayview
primary school. The decision was made to close the
8ayview primary school because it had a history of
being unable to maintain enrolments. The two schools
amalgamated and relocated to the Mount Waverley
Primary School site - a large site accommodating a
range of buildings of varying age and all dilapidated.
Some $700 000 has been spent on the school, which
will give honourable members an idea of what was
required in upgrades to provide improved facilities for
staff and students and to correct some of the difficulties
created by the location of the buildings. As a result the
school has evolved into a much more cohesive
environment, and I am sure many benefits will flow
from it. The school has improVed considerably, and I
congratulate members of the school council involved in
undertaking that work.
The same thing has occurred at the Mount Waverley
North Primary School. A decision was made to close
the Nannara primary school. However, in a geographic
sense the students found their way back to Mount
Waverley North Primary School without a lot of
difficulty. Here again there has been a considerable
refurbishment of buildings both internally and
externally and the school is able to enjoy increasing
enrolments. Such a cohesive school community is a
credit to the people who have been involved in the
planning to the present stage. The school is attracting
students from well outside the area. Essex Heights
Primary School, where some of the Waverley North
children now attend, has been vastly improved.
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Buildings have been relocated to provide a considerable
area for school meetings and assemblies, which has
added significantly to the school's educational
outcomes. Roberts McCubbin Primary School and what
was the Box Hill South primary school and
Bennettswood primary school were closed and the site
was taken up by the BUIwood campus of Deakin
University.

honourable member for Bundoora complete her
contribution it is clear who was the author of those
comments made by Leader of the Opposition - they
were the result of the selective use of research by the
honourable member for Bundoora. I place on record
that Mr Gaylard has made a substantial contribution as
both a volunteer and an appointed official in advancing
rural issues in Victoria

Roberts McCubbin, the school created out of those two
settings, has recently been the beneficiary of a
significant upgrade. Again the school council
determined to provide the best educational
opportunities for the communities. As a result of the
council's contributions, that money has been well spent
and the school presents in wonderful order. Orchard
Grove Primary School, to its credit, has been able to
amalgamate four schools onto one site. The three
pre-existing sites in a fairly close area have now been
redeveloped and Orchard Grove has a vibrant school
population and a very supportive parent group. In turn
the school has made some significant advances as a
result. However, it is not confmed to primary schools.

Events at the Shire ofMoira have been rolled in as part
of the process of denigrating Mr Gaylard's public
standing. Listening to the opposition one would
conclude that Mr Gaylard had been appointed to
official positions only since the Kennett government
came to power and was a National Party nominee. The
information being peddled is wrong on both counts.

Secondary schools, including Forest Hill Secondary
College, have also been through that process, and one
of its campuses occupies a site adjacent to Orchard
Grove Primary School. Mount Waverley Secondary
College previously occupied two sites separated by
approximately 5 kilometres and has now redeveloped a
junior annexe with a school population of
approximately 1600 on the site of the former Waverley
North Primary School. It is a major contributor to
education in the eastern suburbs and is recognised as a
school of excellence by the Department of Education
and, as the number of enrolments indicates, by a
substantial group of parents.
The Burwood campus ofDeakin University has been
the beneficiary of substantial commonwealth and state
funds. It is a major university campus that is attended
by a significant number of students. Claims made by
the honourable member for Footscray about the
deterioration of education must be judged against the
clear evidence of the successes. The opposition
continues with negative comments, yet the successes
are clearly visible. Investment is continuing and the
outcomes are on the board. The government's
dedication to improving schools is to its great credit.
During the adjournment debate of25 February the
Leader of the Opposition used this coward's castle to
attack Mr Jererny Gaylard and a member for Koonung
Province in the other place, the Honourable Bruce
Atkinson. Undoubtedly Mr Atkinson will respond
adequately to that attack. Having just heard the

As part of his community involvement dating back to
the 1980s, Mr Gaylard has been involved with the
Shepparton Agricultural Society as a member for
17 years, as chairman from 1985 to 1987 and
vice-chairman from 1989 to 1991 - before the
government was elected. He operated a successful
business in Shepparton for some considerable time.
Clearly he has a high standing in his district and
community and peers recognise his capabilities.
He has held the following positions: chairman of the
South Shepparton community house, chainnan of the
horse committee of the Victorian Agricultural Societies
Association from 1987 to 1989, chairman of the
association's fmance and insurance committee from
1989 to 1991, a commissioner on the Broken River
Improvement Trust from 1987 to 1994, and an
executive member of the Shepparton and District
Tourism Association. Those appointments came not
from his membership of a municipal council but as a
result of his own input in the area.

Mr Gaylard was also chairman of the Shepparton
Preserving Company's relocation task force and
convenor of Goulburn Valley Agecare, which set up a
counselling service for rural people. He worked closely
with the Italian senior citizens organisation on the
establishment and refurbishment of its clubrooms and
instigated council support for the Albanian community,
which has a strong presence in Shepparton because of
its heavy involvement with fruit production. Clearly
Mr Gaylard established a standing in the community
long before the government came to office.
Mr Gaylard has also enjoyed a public career. He was
mayor of Shepparton from 1988 to 1990, a city
councillor from 1986 to 1994, inaugural chairman of
the Shepparton-Kyabram-Rodney Development
Corporation, was very much involved in economic
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stimulus in the broader Shepparton irrigation area and
was vice-president of the Victorian Agricultural
Societies Association.
A significant achievement of the fonner Labor
government was putting the question of salinity and its
impact on rural production into context and attracting
commonwealth funding. Mr Gaylard is an irrigator on a
farming property and for some time has had concerns
about the impact of salinity. He was a member of the
Salinity Program Advisory Council, an organisation
that was involved in putting into place probably the
most successful salinity mitigation program in Australia
in the Shepparton irrigation area.
As a result, Mr Gaylard was a very significant advocate

for his community. It should not sutprise honourable
members to learn that he was appointed by the then
Labor government, so these are not positions he came
to while this government has been in power. The Labor
government appointed Mr Gaylard as a member of the
Agribusiness Council of Victoria from 1990 to 1991.
He was a member of the State Landcare Committee in
the latter part of the Kimer Labor government. We have
heard negative comments about the application of
Landcare programs, but Mr Gaylard was appointed by
the Labor government to the state assessment panel.
Such was his standing in his community that the Labor
government appointed him to many of these
organisations. In 1991 and 1992 he was a member of
the rural affairs committee of cabinet. Not only was he
able to provide a Labor government with deliberative
advice about the application ofLandcare, he was asked
to draw up rural policy. It is not bad for someone who
is described as a National Party hack to be appointed by
a Labor government to those positions! Since that time
he has continued serving his community. In 1990 he
was appointed by the Kimer Labor government to the
Murray Darling Basin Advisory Council.
I had the privilege of holding a ministerial position in
1992 and I had no problem appointing Mr Gaylard to
undertake a number of tasks on my behalf. He is able to
give a deliberative opinion; he is well connected to the
community he serves and he gives advice that should
be considered in all circumstances. In 1993 I appointed
him as chairman of the review of regional water
authorities and his recommendations resulted in
significant changes to water administration in this state.
Clearly his appointment as chairman of the Melbourne
Market Authority to oversee the fruit and vegetable
wholesale markets was assisted by his intimate
knowledge ofthe horticultural industry in the Goulbum
Valley and his good working relations with the Italian
and Albanian communities, both of whom are
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significant producers in that market. Since 1994 he has
been the chairman of the sustainable regional
development committee of the Goulbum Valley and is
continuing as a member of a number of other
organisations.
The attack on Mr Gaylard, mounted in this place on
behalf of some councillors of the Shire of Moim, is
unfortunate but is not something we are unused to. The
honourable member for Bundoora repeated the claim
that there was a black hole of$17.5 million in the
budget of the Shire of Moira. Honourable members
who were here when the Labor government's proposed
amalgamation of municipalities and shires was
attempted - the responsibility of the then honourable
member for Reservoir, the Honourable Jim
Simmonds - know how difficult the task was, but this
government was able to succeed in addressing the
matter.
The Shire ofMoira is the product of five municipalities
previously existing along the River Murray that always
had difficulties. They stretched along a considerable
length of the river and had disparate communities. The
critical issue for consideration in the amalgamation was
the administration of the former councillors and
Mr Gaylard was appointed as chief commissioner of
the newly formed shire because of his skills. Over a
long period members of councils such as Cobram and
people in towns like Yarrawonga endeavoured to build
their own economic structures to support their own
communities.
The objective was to bring together those municipalities
to reduce administrative costs and provide a better
service to ratepayers. Under Chief Commissioner
Gaylard's leadership that objective was achieved, but it
resulted in some tensions. When appointed as
councillors of the Shire ofMoim, some former
councillors of the pre-existing shires wanted to revert to
the old municipal structures, which would not have
been of benefit to ratepayers. More importantly, some
councillors wanted to argue old issues. The situation in
Moira is not dissimilar from that in some other
municipalities in the state.
The alleged $17.5 million black hole is made up of
superannuation liabilities of $2.6 million; an adjustment
in the rating year from a June base to a March base of
$5.6 million; a depreciation allowance of
$4.5 million - the inclusion of depreciation in council
accounts has occurred only since the amalgamation of
councils but was important to ensure that they operated
on business lines; a cost of $800 000 for a change in the
accounting standards using the Australian Accounting
Standard 27; and $2.8 million for redundancies. One of
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the criticisms made of the commissioners is that they
did not take on the task of reducing administrative
costs, yet included in the $17.5 million is $2.8 million
for redundancies! Other items amounted to
$1.2 million. Honourable members should note that
$12.7 million of that total related to accounting charges
which apply to all councils.
It is a misrepresentation of what has occurred to mount
the case that has been put by the incoming councillors
so they can avoid undertaking some of the work left by
the commissioners. The commissioners at Moira have
undertaken a substantial task. In the fIrst year of their
appointment much of the area was flooded. A
substantial fIght was engaged in with property owners
about their endeavours to redirect floodwaters and
about the costs of the damage caused by those
floodwaters.

To the credit ofthe commissioners, the Shire ofMoira
is now a vibrant municipality. I am sure that in time the
councillors who are leading the debate will realise the
signifIcance of the improvements that have been made.
They have a community that can address some of the
major issues that were not able to be addressed by
individual councillors. SignifIcant drainage issues arise
throughout the municipality and it is improper that one
part of the municipality should be treated differently
from others.
In leading the attack against Mr Gaylard, the opposition

ought to use the facts. A former Labor government
appointed him to a number of positions because its
members recognised his skills. I am sure that if she
were asked the Honourable Joan Kimer would agree
that the Labor government was willing to take his
advice and that in all cases his advice was respected.
The opposition's attack on Mr Gaylard based on the
fIgures declared in the Shire ofMoira denigrates
Parliament and does nothing to help the advancement
of Victoria.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - The
Governor referred to education a number of times
during his speech while opening the second session of
the 53rd Parliament. Education is the key to a better
society and a better future for Victoria. It is essential to
the development of the individual, the enrichment of
society and the growth of our economy. Education
opens the door to opportunity and is the springboard to
social and economic development. School education is
one of the most signifIcant enterprises in the state. It
involves more people and their hopes and aspirations
than any other activity.

333

Education is also crucial if Victorians are to meet the
challenges posed by a rapidly changing world. The
information age is, fIrst and foremost, an education
age. As President Clinton said last month in his State
of the Union address, 'It is a period in which education
must start at birth and continue through a lifetime'.
Labor considers education spending not as a cost but as
an investment in people, who are Victoria's most
important resource. That is why we believe the state's
greatest strength lies in its people and why our
economic plans for Victoria's future include a
substantial boost in the state's investment in education.
I put on the record the thanks of this side of the house
for the work of the parents and teachers who have kept
the state education system running over the past fIve
years. Victoria's schools have been badly hit by the
Kennett government's savage attacks on the public
education system. But things would be much worse if it
were not for the hard work and dedication of our
teachers and parents. Parents have had to raise record
sums to keep their schools in essentials such as
computers and specialist staff. They have had to fIght
cases all the way to the Supreme Court to defeat the
government's attempts to discriminate against Victorian
state school children. Teachers have taken on tasks
above and beyond the call of duty to keep our schools
functioning at their maximum capacity.
Over the past few weeks the taxpayers of Victoria have
been subjected to one of the most dishonest and
extraordinary misinformation campaigns ever in the
history of the state. Over the past few weeks alone the
government has wasted hundreds of thousands of
dollars of taxpayers money on advertisements and
newspaper inserts associated with its 'Victorian
Education, the facts' campaign. There was another one
in today's Herald Sun about per capita funding for
government school education.
So far at least 11 advertisements have appeared in the
Age, the Herald Sun, the Bendigo Advertiser and
others at a total cost approaching $100 000. The
full-page advertisements on the day of the recent
teachers' strike cost nearly $50 000.
One inserted leaflet - the one I am holding - repeats
the dishonest claims the govemment makes about
education. The document, which has been paid for by
taxpayers, is worthless because it is full of lies. In
recent weeks alone nearly $250000 has been spent on
that campaign.
The minister also launched the expensive and glossy
'Learning Teclmologies in Victorian Schools' leaflet,
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which cost more than $20 000 to produce. When one
adds all that up - Mr E. R. Smith intetjected.
Mr BRUMBY - We will come to the lies being
peddled by you and others opposite.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! The Leader of the Opposition used an
unparliamentary expression - 'the lies being peddled
by you and others' - while pointing to an honourable
member. I ask him to withdraw and to keep in mind the
traditions and standards of this house.
Mr BRUMBY - I am always mindful of the
traditions of this place. My recollection of the standing
orders is that I am in order in using the expression, but
in deference to you, Mr Acting Speaker, I withdraw.

The real reasons for this campaign are obvious. Firstly,
because of its savage cutbacks, the government has
absolutely lost the trust of Victorian parents; and
secondly, the Minister for Education is trying to
position himself for the leadership of the Liberal Party
by increasing his profile.
Mr Honeywood intetjected.

Mr BRUMBY - Yes, they are standing behind me,
supporting me, not like your mob. The Minister for
Education is waiting with the knife poised over the
Premier's back waiting for another mistake - or
another bungled day in Parliament like last Tuesday. If
the government is going so well, why is it having to
spend hundreds of thousands of taxpayers' dollars on
this education campaign?
I turn to the claims made in the leaflets. The first claim

is:
Spending on government school education in Victoria has
increased by $351 million, or 14.5 per cent, over the past five

years.

That is a rotten lie. An analysis of the budget papers
since 1992-93 shows that spending has declined in real
terms by 3.8 per cent. Almost $82 million has been
slashed from recurrent spending on government
schools since 1992. The simplest way to explain the
assault on education is to say that the salaries of
9000 teachers have been removed from the education
budget. How can it be that real expenditure has
increased when 9000 teachers have been removed?
The second claim is:
More than three-quarters of Victorian students stay at school
to complete year 12.
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That is deliberately dishonest and fails to give the
figure for government schools. The government has
aggregated all the figures so that the government
school figure is included with all the others. The
Bureau of Statistics figures released in January reveal
that in 1997 the year 12 retention rate for government
schools was 69.8 per cent, a massive fall from a high
of77 per cent in 1992. In some regional areas - I
know Gippsland is probably the worst - the figure is
as low as 59 per cent.
Mr Finn intetjected.
Mr BRUMBY - The honourable member for
Tullamarine intetjects that they can get jobs. He is
about to jump ship to Gisborne because he knows he
will lose his marginal seat ofTullamarine. He may wish
to examine the latest ABS job figures, which show that
at 35.9 per cent Victoria had the highest youth
unemployment rate of any state in Australia.

The third claim is that:
Victoria's student-teacher ratio is 15.2 students to every
teacher.

That is another dishonest and deliberate misleading
claim. Principals, assistant principals and library
teachers are included in the ratio, although they do not
take classes. The Industry Commission report quoted
earlier also noted:
While remaining in the national range, Victoria recorded the
largest average increase in student-teacher ratios across
jurisdictions, both for primary and secondary schools,
between 1992 and 1996.

The fourth claim in the propaganda leaflet is:
In 1996--J}7, government subsidies resulted in $33.2 million
being spent on more than 15 000 new computers for
Victoria's government schools.

We know the facts about that one. Because the
government contributes only $1 in $3, local
communities have been forced to raise most of the
money to pay for their schools' computers. So
although there has been a $25 million boost for
computers in schools, $18 million of it has been
contributed by parents. Many of the computers are old.
In some areas the ratio is one computer for every
25 students. The Minister for Education is attempting
to take the credit for the number of computers in
schools when all the hard work has been done by
parents.
The fifth claim is that languages are a priority.
Although languages other than English qualify as a key
learning area, the severe teacher shortage means many
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schools are forced to use untrained teachers, student
teachers, parent helpers and videos to teach students.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.05 p.m.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Budget: education and health
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I refer
the Premier to the fact that he has told Victorians via
the Herald Sun today that he is about to engage in
lolly-jar economics in which schools and hospitals
suffering 'stress loads' can ring the Premier for a small
I ick but not for a 'large lick'. Is it not a fact that the
Premier made this announcement while the Treasurer is
out of the state because the Premier knows the
Treasurer will be absolutely and totally opposed to such
a lolly-jar approach to government expenditure?
Mr KENNETT (premier) - I answer in my
capacity as the Premier and as the Acting Treasurer.
Unfortunately for the Leader of the Opposition, this is
not recent news as it was announced some weeks ago.
When the budget comes down we hope to make a small
amount of money available in education and health to
be applied to some schools and hospitals that may find
themselves under particular stress for one reason or
another.
Unfortunately, the report in the Herald Sun this
morning was incorrect. I only gave the interview
yesterday and I would have hoped that within 24 hours
there would have been consistency in the substance of
it. Unfortunately what I said as portrayed by the
journalist was that the entire government surplus of
$175 million surplus may be applied to schools and
hospitals. That is not the case. What I said last night
and what is on the record is that we hope to have a
small amount of money available to be used by schools
or hospitals where they are in particular stress
positions. The schools and hospitals will make their
applications to the relevant ministers and departments.
Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will cease interjecting.

Mr KENNETT - I cannot understand the stupidity
of this man that he makes such an inane interjection.
There are approximately 2000 schools in Victoria It is
true that from time to time, perhaps because of changes
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of population or the absence of a teacher, schools have
particular points of stress that do not require $5 million
to fix but simply require a rather immediate response
from the department to meet those needs.

Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr KENNETI - I happen to think that is a good
policy. It is most apt that governments should be trying,
with the money they are now making, not to introduce a
program that may be across all schools and hospitals
but actually tries to take into account - Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has asked his question. I specifically ask
him to cease interjecting across the table.

Mr KENNETT - It will be one of the dividends
we are able to return to Victorians because after five
years we have the finances of this state back under
control. We intend to apply those surpluses carefully
and cautiously in a certain manner and order of priority.
As I have said publicly previously, education and health
are the two greatest service priorities confronting any
government. Health accommodates about half our
budget expenditure and education a little more than
$3 billion.
Health and education take approximately three quarters
of the budget. Therefore, if we can fmd ways to do
things slightly better rather than applying general
programs across the board, we will do it. I have no
doubt that it will be very well received by the
community, particularly by schools and hospitals faced
with temporary stress that can be overcome with the
injection of a little more money. That has been well
worth it.

Mr Bracks interjected.

Mr KENNETT - The honourable member for
Williamstown interjects that this is in some way a slush
fund. How can it be a slush fund if the government is
taking part of the surplus that has resulted from its good
management and saying publicly, 'This money is going
to be used for education or in health'? It may be $10
to $15 million for each area, and it will be applied
specifically to those areas under stress. It is a good
policy, and I am sure schools, hospitals and the
community will agree.
Again members of the community can only look down
at how the Leader of the Opposition performs in this
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place and literally shake their heads to think that there
is the potential for him one day to be part of the
government of this state.

Migration and humanitarian program
Mr WELLS (Wantima) - Will the Premier advise
the house of Victoria's submission to the
commonwealth regarding the size and composition of
the 1998-99 migration and humanitarian program.
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - It is on the public
record that the government in Victoria has long
supported an increase in the number of skilled migrants
to Australia and, importantly, the maintenance of
current levels of family and what I could only describe
as humanitarian migration. The government has stated
in its pledge to the people of Victoria that it regards the
cultural diversity of the community as one of the state's
greatest assets.
Research has shown that immigration benefits
Australia both economically and socially. It generates
economies of scale. We have been asked to make a
submission to the federal government on future
immigration levels. In its submission the government
has argued for an increase of 50 000. Immigration this
year will be only 68 000 for Australia as a whole, and
Victoria is out there very publicly arguing for an
increase in skilled migration of 50 000.
At the moment a number of communities around the
world are desperate and their people would be willing
to settle away from the countries in which they
currently reside. Those people would bring not only
great skills but also great enterprise to this country and
would grow the Australian economy. One example is
South Africa At the moment thousands of families
from hard working backgrounds and with great skills
are desperately trying to settle in other countries.
Australia has benefited from South African migration,
particularly Sydney and Perth, and to a lesser degree,
here.
The government argues strongly that it is time for
Australians to recognise that they should be prepared to
put the long-term interests of the country before the
short-term political considerations that are obviously
part of any political party's consideration leading into
an election. Given natural birth trends in Australia an
immigration level of 68 000 is too low to provide
growth. The government will argue the case very
strongly. The government does it up front, recognising
that some in the community are arguing against higher
immigration levels.

Thursday, 26 February 1998

An immigration level of 68 000 is below the
requirements of the country. Unless we are prepared to
attract more skilled migrants to the nation, and
particularly to Victoria, our population level will
stagnate and we will not be able to maximise the
opportunities we would like to see developed. I hope
the Victorian government's submissions will be
supported by the opposition.

Mr Baker - Why didn't you make a ministerial
statement and have a proper debate about it?
The SPEAKER - Order! Why doesn't the
honourable member for Sunshine stop inteIjecting and
making statements.

Mr Baker - You are abusing question time.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Sunshine will cease inteIjecting.

Mr Baker - Absolute abuse.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Sunshine will cease inteIjecting. Ifhe interjects
again, I will simply name him.

Mr KENNETI - I trust that the opposition will
support this enlightened policy so that we might have a
bipartisan approach on the issue of immigration, not
only for Australia but also for Victoria

Crown Casino: property trust
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I refer
the Premier to a detailed report in today's Australian
Financial Review which reveals that the office of the
Minister for Finance confirmed on at least three
occasions that it had received a formal submission for a
listed property trust from Crown Casino on 11 February
this year, seven days before the Australian Stock
Exchange was notified, a matter which is now subject
to a formal Australian Securities Commission inquiry.
Is it not a fact that the minister and the government
have today conspired in an attempt to protect Crown
from ASC prosecution by claiming that the submission
was not received until after the ASC was notified, a
claim that the minister, the Premier and the
government know to be untrue?

Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I do not know where
this man dreams up these pathetic sorts of questions
from.
Mr Brumby inteIjected.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr KENNETI - The Leader of the Opposition
sets out every day to be against something. He is never
for anything - he is never for Victorians and he is
never for the people who fmd jobs. He and the Labor
Party must go into a little huddle and think, 'What can
we be against today - what can we try to pull down
today? We get these absolutely pathetic questions that
lack any consistency or thought process; we get
blunders by the honourable member for Niddrie, and
attacks on personalities.
Honourable members inter:jecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! I would like the Premier
to answer the questions without interjections from
honourable members. It simply invites a broader
answer.
Mr KENNETT - Mary will have your seat! The
Leader of the Opposition uses adjectives - An honourable member interjected.

Mr KENNETI - What did you say about
Sunshine? You said the honourable member for
Sunshine should be here before 10 o'clock. Is that what
you think of him?
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! The house will come to
order.

Mr KENNEIT - As most of the public would
appreciate, the government has received an approach
from Crown. That approach has been considered in due
course, as I said it would. The Leader of the Opposition
said he had information that we were about to give
them a $50 million bonus. He was wrong again. He has
no substance, and his question today was also
absolutely wrong.
The government does not conspire with anyone; it
works with the people of Victoria to create things of
value, such as jobs, and to restore the state to a position
of strength, confidence and pride. I feel very sorry for
the Leader of the Opposition because day after day he
illustrates to honourable members and people outside
that he comes in here without any strategy at question
time.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier's remarks
are not now relevant to the question asked.
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Mr KENNEIT - For the third time this week
question time for the opposition has been, from
anyone's point of view, totally without strategic core.

Operation Bushfrre Blitz
Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - Will the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services outline to the house the
success of Operation Bushfire Blitz in providing
fire-prone communities with first-hand information on
how best to prepare their homes and families against
the threat of bushfire?
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I thank the honourable
member for Bellarine for his question about this very
important issue. When the government realised in late
October, early November that, because of the climatic
conditions, Victoria was facing potential outbreaks of
bushfires of the seriousness of 1983, the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management and I brought
together two emergency management teams, consisting
ofNRE personnel responsible for fire preparedness and
fire suppression and personnel from the Country Fire
Authority under the leadership ofMr Len Foster.
A number of issues were canvassed at that meeting.
Subsequently the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management and I put a submission to government for
additional financial resources. The government,
through the Premier, Treasurer and cabinet, supported
the provision of $11 million in additional funds to put
in place a range of strategies to bring about a greater
degree of effort in relation to fire preparedness and fire
suppression. The government can demonstrate that that
investment - we still have another four or five weeks
of potential high fire risk - has been beneficial to
Victoria. Honourable members would be well aware of
the large fire that was brought under control in the
alpine region and the recent fires at Frankston. They
would also be aware of the fires that occurred
yesterday, a total fire ban day, at Macedon. There was
a sense of calm about the Macedon fire yesterday even
though the area had faced a similar onslaught in 1983.
That was simply because of Operation Bushfire Blitz,
which has involved qualified facilitators employed by
the Country Fire Authority arranging street-corner
meetings, speaking to approximately 33000 people
and addressing 5000 people at public meetings in high
risk fire-prone areas around the fringe of metropolitan
Melbourne and other districts around Victoria. People
involved in those discussions and consultations now
have a good understanding of how they should react in
the face of a wildfire. It is fair to say that the calm
experienced yesterday at Macedon was very much due
to the preparedness of people who were informed of
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how to manage their properties, themselves and their
families in the face of oncoming fire.
The government has also introduced the sky-crane
helicopter. Although an expensive operation, the
helicopter has the capacity to lift 9000 litres of water in
40 seconds. The water is distributed at the leading edge
of the fire that ground units have difficultly reaching.
The sky-crane helicopter and other aircraft are very
effective in ensuring that the leading edge of the fire is
held rather than allowing it to streak ahead fanned by
the very hot, high winds experienced on days of total
fire ban.
Operation Bushfire Blitz, in conjunction with other
initiatives put in place by the Minister for Conservation
and Land Management and her department, me, the
Country Fire Authority, the volunteers who make up
the Country Fire Authority and the wider community, is
the real reason there has been no loss of life or homes in
V ictoria during the fire period. It is well worth the cost
of approximately $400 OOO!
I emphasise that there are still four to six weeks of the
high fire-risk season to run. I hope Victoria can
maintain the community support the Country Fire
Authority and the Department of Natural Resources
have experienced and ensure that all Victorians and
their properties get through the fire season without
harm.

Minister for Finance: credit cards
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer the Premier to the
fact that his Minister for Finance oversees the rules in
relation to corporate credit cards which clearly state that
misuse of the cards, whether or not restitution is made,
may result in charges being laid. I refer to the minister's
emphatic statements in the Legislative Council last
week that 'the cardholder is required to use the card for
business purposes only', that he and his staff have
followed the rules for credit cards, and that he does not
condone the use of corporate credit cards for personal
use. In light of the fact that the Minister for Finance
used his taxpayer-funded corporate credit card at the
MGM Grand Hotel in Las Vegas in late 1996 for
personal purchases and has therefore breached his own
guidelines and has misled Parliament, will the Premier
now immediately sack his minister?
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr KENNETI (Premier) - I hope the honourable
member for Niddrie just keeps going like this day in,
day out between now and the next election. He is
irrelevant to Victorians, as is his party. As I have said
so many times before, the honourable member for
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Niddrie, the Leader of the Opposition and the former
upper house member, Mr David White, are directly
responsible for keeping all their colleagues in
opposition. They will be collectively responsible for
keeping them there after the next election.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr KENNETI - As I have said before,
opposition members can ask questions about credit
cards every day until the cows come home.
An opposition member interjected.

Mr KENNETI - That's good, because the public
is not listening to you! The guidelines on the use of
credit cards are just that: guidelines. They will continue
to be used on the basis of common sense. That applies
to all my ministers and to the public servants who have
been issued with them to continue their good work on
behalf of the people of Victoria.

Schools: information technology
Mr JOHN (Bendigo East) - Will the Minister for
Education inform the house of the latest developments
in providing computer technology to Victorian schools?
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - Unlike the
honourable member for Footscray, who usually gets his
mouth into higher gear than his brain, the honourable
member for Bendigo East actually goes out to his
schools, understands their needs and achieves good
things for them.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! Let's not have a diatribe
between the Minister for Transport and the honourable
member for Footscray across the chamber.
Mr GUDE - Prior to the last election the
government made a commitment of $20 million over
four years to provide for the need for computer
technology in our schools, and in particular to specify
and try to install as many multimedia-capable PCs as
possible into the system. I am pleased to inform the
house of more good news for kids in Victorian schools.

The government will be providing $6.7 million in 1998
to more than 1200 schools to facilitate the purchase of
computer equipment worth $27 million. The money
will be provided to schools consistent with the
previous scheme on a $1-for-$3 basis. The government
anticipates that schools will purchase 15 000 new
multimedia computers, 1700 notebook computers and
500 file servers. The program will ensure that the
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government's commitment to a target of one computer
to five students by the year 2000 will be met. It is very
exciting going into schools and seeing the way the
youngsters are taking to information technology and
also seeing the principals and teachers working with
them to provide them with quality educational
outcomes.
There has been an enormous demand for this subsidy.
In fact, it has been oversubscribed by our schools. I
hear the jibe from the other side that schools do not
have the funds, but I say to the members opposite they
should go out into their schools and have a look. They
should talk to the principals and to the parent bodies
who will tell them that they want to be part of this
fantastic government scheme that is delivering quality
outcomes in schools.
I will give the house a few examples of how schools
have embraced computers in school programs. The
Leader of the Opposition probably would not know
because he has not been to the Meadow Heights
Primary School, but I have attended the schools in
Broadmeadows in his absence. Meadow Heights has
received $24 000 and it has contributed $95 000 to
purchase 65 desktop computers.
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Education: funding
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I refer the
Minister for Education to the new literacy targets for
Victorian schools and the fact that the secret 1996
research report by the minister's own Caldwell
committee recommended a substantial increase in
funding and a reduction in class sizes for prep to
grade 2 and I ask: is it not a fact that the Premier today
scuttled any prospect of a real boost to education
funding because the minister is currently counting the
numbers to topple the Premier from the Liberal Party
leadership?
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - The only
people counting numbers are in the Labor caucus. The
only place where numbers can be bought is in the Labor
Party!
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! If the house does not
come to order I will simply go to the next item of
business.
Mr GUDE - I understand the envy on that side of
the house. Let us look at the numbers in the house we have two to one!

The honourable member for Footscray is always
bleating about there being no funding for schools, but
he should go to the Footscray City College in his
electorate, which will receive $15 000 and contribute
$60 000 to purchase 30 new PCs. He should rush and
get his press release out to try and take credit for the
things that he knocks in our schools. Kings Park
Secondary College in Keilor will receive $45 000 and
contribute $183 000 to purchase 77 PCs and two file
servers. Melbourne Girls College in Richmond will
receive $62 000 and provide $247 000 to purchase
133 new PCs, 11 notebooks and 3 file servers.

Debate resumed.

I shall give one example of a country initiative in the
electorate of the honourable member for Bendigo East
who asked the question - I know how active he is in
his schools: the government will provide some
$200 000 to Bendigo Senior Secondary College and the
school will provide $600 000 for the purchase of
300 PCs, 88 notebooks and one file server.
I congratulate the honourable member for Bendigo East
and I again encourage all honourable members, no
matter which side of the house they are on, to pay a
visit to their schools and see what fantastic things are
happening.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - The
sixth claim that has been made by the government is
that since 1992 funding to students with disabilities and
impairments has increased by more than $50 million. It
is another lie. In 1997 the Kennett government expelled
more than 1200 intellectually disabled students from
schools just because they turned 18 years, after cutting
$17 million from the budget of the Minister for
Education. The Supreme Court later found that the
policy 'directly discriminates' against disabled students
and was introduced in a 'harsh and unsympathetic
manner'.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The time for raising
questions without notice has expired!

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-iD-reply

The facts that I have laid out today rebut all the claims
made by the government. They are confirmed by two
recent reports on Victoria's education system which
totally demolish the claims that have been made by the
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minister. They expose the lies, the hypocrisy and the
double standards that are apparent in Victoria.
The first report, the 1998 Report on Government
Senlices prepared by the Industry Commission for the
steering committee for the review of
commonwealth-state service provision, shows the true
extent of damage inflicted by the Victorian government
on Victoria's education system. The report indicates,
firstly, that Victoria was the only state that has reduced
expenditure on education - indeed, since 1992-93
expenditure on education in this state has had a 10 per
cent nominal cut. Secondly, it shows that Victoria had
the lowest expenditure per full-time student of all the
states. Thirdly, it reveals that the Kennett government
spends $300 less per government school student than
other states in Australia - 5.5 per cent lower than the
Australian average. Fourthly, the report indicates that
the Kennett government spends $380 less than the
Australian average per student in all schools. Fifthly, it
shows that the Kennett government's expenditure on
primary school students is $257 less than the Australian
average. At the same time, Victoria's education assets
have been sold off at breakneck speed. Between 1995
and 1996, $1. 7 billion in assets, or 25 per cent of the
value of the capital stock, was sold off.
On Monday the latest Commonwealth Grants
Commission study was released. Yesterday it received
some coverage in the Age in an article with the
headline, 'Victoria's still the country's top taxing state'.
It shows that despite being the highest taxing state with
a tax burden in 1996-97 some 8.3 per cent higher than
the national average, Victoria was spending just 88 per
cent of the national average spent on education. It is
important to understand that Victoria is the highest
taxing and charging state in Australia, taxing way
above the state average but spending just 88 per cent of
the national average on education.
According to the grants commission's figures education
spending in Victoria was 12 per cent below the national
average in actual dollars and 4 per cent below after
adjusting for costs. TAFE fared worst, but Victorian
primary schools received 7 per cent less funding than
other states. The report concluded that Victoria now
spends the lowest amount per student in both primary
and secondary schools. In the same period New South
Wales and Queensland, our major competitor states,
increased education funding by about 6 per cent. One
would have thought in those circumstances that it was
time to put $175 million back into state education or
health services.
However, today we saw another humiliating change of
position, a backdown by the Premier, who was
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previously out there talking about $175 million for
education and health and today, in question time, what
does he say? He offers a lolly-jar approach in which he
says he will provide about $15 million to the Victorian
education system for a political slush fund through
which it will be possible to ring up the Premier to get
something out of the lolly jar and to get a small lick, but
not a large lick. The opposition says it wants real
resources for the state education system.
The real facts about state education are these: fact 1, the
government has removed 9000 teachers and closed
360 schools; fact 2, teacher-student ratios have blown
out; fact 3, retention rates in our schools have crashed
to below 70 per cent and Queensland, with all of its
difficulties in the remote and rural areas, has now
overtaken Victoria in state school retention rates; fact 4,
Victoria is now spending no more than 88 per cent of
the national average on education and less in real terms
than it was in 1981-82, the last year of the Thompson
Liberal government; and fact 5 is that class sizes have
increased dramatically.
I alert Parliament today to a survey my office undertook
among a random selection of state primary schools in
the south-eastern suburbs. Four schools were selected
from those areas, and a compilation of the class sizes
was obtained from prep to grade 6. Of the 52 classes in
the four schools only four were under the
internationally recognised optimal benchmark of25.
There were 14 classes of30 or more. In school 1 there
is a prep grade of 30; school 4, grade 1, two classes of
32 students each and classes in grade 5 of 30 and 32.
This is a long way from the education minister's boast
of 1 teacher to every 15.2 students. It exposes the myth,
the dishonesty and the misrepresentation of that claim.
The fact is that 14 classes out of 52 contain more than
30 students.
Where it really counts in a world based increasingly on
knowledge, innovation, literacy and numeracy, Victoria
is going backwards.
Fact 6 is that Victoria's key comparative advantage as
the nation's best educated state has gone; fact 7 - and
I want to spend some time on this - is that inequality
is worse today in the Victorian education system than at
any time since the 1930s. I will go into that because the
best way to measure the degree of inequality in state
schools is to compare the number of high achievers,
those students who obtained a TER score of
approximately between 40 and 50, and 7.5 per cent of
the total in each school and region, particularly in
subjects that open the door to the prestigious
professions of law, medicine and accounting.
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Assisted by Melbourne University academic Janet
McCalman, my office undertook a detailed analysis of
the outcomes for VCE high achievers in 1997. The
analysis reveals a picture of breathtaking inequality that
has dramatically worsened as a result of the policies of
the Kennett government. The findings were that in the
eastern region the average percentage of high achievers
per school was 6.28 per cent; in the southem region the
average was 4.1 per cent; for the top five elite and
selective government secondary schools the average
was 21.6 per cent; for a selection of elite private schools
the average was 24.5 per cent.
The statistics show that inequality is worse now than at
any time since the 1930s. One of the key measures is
the number of high achievers in key subjects. In 1996
English results at Methodist Ladies College (MLC), an
excellent school - -

Mr MacleUan inteIjected.
Mr BRUMBY - I will come to the figures; they
ought to concern you.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) - Order! I
ask the minister to stop interjecting.
Mr MacleUan - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, I asked the Leader of the Opposition whether
that was an elitist score.
The ACTING SPEAKER - Order! There is no
point of order because the question came from the
minister through an interjection, which is disorderly.
Mr BRUMBY - You are like the Premier. you
have lost it. You get a thousand people turning up at a
public meeting! Why don't you do the decent thing and
resign?
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100 high achievers in one subject but in the
40 government secondary schools north and west of the
Yarm running right round to Eltham there were just
84 high achievers.

Mr Perton interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Doncaster should stop
interjecting.

Mr BRUMBY - In chemistry the government
schools north of the Yarm had 26 high achievers in
total, 11 of them coming from University High School.
Scotch College on its own had 26. In specialist maths,
schools north of the Yarm had 26 high achievers,
12 from one school. Melbourne Grammar School alone
had 20.
Mr Perton interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER - Order! If the
honourable member for Doncaster does not stop
interjecting he will be asked to leave the chamber.
Mr BRUMBY - In subjects such as history the
inequality in outcomes is even more marked. I make the
point here that those on this side of the house have
always believed in having an education system that
provides opportunities for any child at any school he or
she attends to go on and achieve success in life. What
has happened after five and a half years of this
government? A total of9000 teachers are out of the
state education system, needs-based funding of schools
has been abolished, class sizes are up and subject
choice down, retention rates are down, youth
unemployment is up and there is the worst inequality in
outcomes.
Mr MacleUan interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of
the Opposition will address his comments through the
Chair.
Mr BRUMBY - You have mucked up the suburbs
of Melbourne - The ACTING SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of
the Opposition will address the Chair and stop
discussion across the table. I also ask the minister to
desist from interjecting!

Mr BRUMBY - MLC had close to 100 young
women in the high achievers category for VCE English
last year, yet the 40 schools north and west of the Yarm
had between them a total of just 84 high achievers in
English. At one private school there were close to

Mr BRUMBY - Rather than interjecting inanely
across the table, Minister, you oUght to be profoundly
embarrassed at the extraordinary inequalities you have
created. One of the things that was always believed
previously across political parties in this state was that
whatever a person's background, income or gender, he
or she had the opportunity to get on in life through
education. You people on that side of the house have
totally destroyed that by bringing about the worst ever
inequalities in the Victorian state education system.

Mr MacleUan interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - You hate the facts, don't you?
You hate the facts about the way you have destroyed
state education. You hate the fact that Victoria has
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lower retention rates and the highest class sizes in
Australia. You hate the facts.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) - Order! I
ask the Leader of the Opposition to address the Chair.
That will stop some of the inteIjections.

Mr BRUMBY - Around the world social
democratic parties like the ALP are winning the battle
of ideas in just about every area, including education.
People realise that in the global economy of the
21 st century the successful economies will be those
that raise the educational standards of all, not just a
few, of their inhabitants.
In Britain, Prime Minister Blair has stated that his three
main priorities will be 'education, education,
education'. In the United States, President Clinton has
said that he will build a bridge to the 21st century
through a nationwide crusade and a massive investment
in public education, promising to give every American
who wants it a chance to go to college:
We must make two years of colIege just as universal in four
years as a high school education today.

The key to ensuring success in the 21 st century will be
higher educational standards for everybody - not
lower standards as the government is producing. A
small elite cannot do the job. This government is
condemning more and more of our young people to
failure.
Today on behalf of the Labor Party I make a number of
pledges about education in this state.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER - Order! Government
members on my right are too roWdy. I ask them to be
quiet.

Mr BRUMBY - The fIrst is that we will raise
standards and improve opportunities for all students by
substantially increasing public investment in education.
Secondly, we will reduce class sizes in order to
improve the quality of education for all Victorian
students.
Thirdly, we will unashamedly focus in the primary
years on raising standards ofliteracy and numeracy and
we will put teachers back in the classrooms to teach
these vital skills.
Fourthly, we will emphasise cooperation, not
competition, between schools.
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Fifthly, we will improve the professional standing of
teachers, including addressing professional
development and the security and predicability of their
employment.
Sixthly, we will vigorously tackle inequality through
needs-based education funding and we will produce in
this state an education system that gives every child the
opportunity of going on to achieve success.
Seventhly, we will increase the availability of learning
technology resources and address the inequalities that
are occurring across the system.
Finally, we will encourage the expansion of vocational
education and training in post-compulsory schooling.

In conclusion - Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER - Order! Members on
the government benches should be quiet.

Mr BRUMBY - Under this government we have
witnessed a total distortion of the priorities of
government in this state. We have seen the neglect of
our state education system, our health system and of
our basic community services. We have seen 9000
teachers ripped out of the state education system. As I
said, we have seen massive - the highest of any state
in Australia - declines in retention rates, and the
largest class sizes and the worst performance of any
education system in Australia.
Today's Herald Sun has an article about $175 million
to be spent on services. The Premier is reported as
hinting that the $175 million will go into some sort of
lollipop system for education and health. But today in
question time the Premier ruled out spending
$175 million and said he will be putting $15 million
into the state education system.
This is a government with the most warped, distorted,
perverse and obscene priorities in the history of this
state. It is a government that says it cannot fmd money
for state education. I will tell honourable members
some of the things this government can fmd money
for: since 1992, more than $300 million for extra
spending on consultants; $100 million for spending on
office renovations; more than $80 million for political
advertising and propaganda; more than $820 million for
the Premier's friends in the CBD; and $250 000 to fund
a retirement package for the Premier when Phil Gude
fmally gets the numbers.
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The government can find money for all of those things
and for special deals for the casino. It can waste and
mismanage the resources of the state but when it comes
to looking after our most fundamental asset, Victoria's
children, the children we want to be able to go on to
have a decent future and opportunity to get ajob and to
enjoy success in life, the government says it cannot fmd
the money. The government has money for everything
else except for the things that matter.
Today I put it on the agenda that the Labor Party will
make sure that at the next state election education,
health and jobs are the issues. When the people of this
state look at the government's record, as they are
looking at it already after five and a half years, they will
see that it is a shocking, shameful, appalling record.
You have destroyed the state education system; you
have destroyed the opportunities and minds of
thousands of Victorian families and you will pay the
political price for that at the next state election!

Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) - I echo the comments of
previous speakers in expressing my loyalty to and
appreciation of His Excellency the Governor of
Victoria, Sir James Gobbo, and Lady Gobbo. They give
excellent service to this state and to all Victorians. I am
pleased also to indicate that His Excellency made his
first country visit to Mildura in my electorate. Sir James
and Lady Gobbo made a lasting impression on Mildura
with their chann and friendship.
In days gone by, it was customary for the Governor to
travel by vice-regal train. It appears that like the Met
automatic ticketing system the vice-regal train has
become unreliable and is not used any more.
I wish I could congratulate the government for the
return of the Mildura Vinelander rail passenger service.
The current bus passenger service is a disgrace and
causes some discontent in my community. Also, it is
suffering from extremely low patronage. It was brought
to my attention that recently a V!Line bus departed
from Mildura with only three passengers. That is a far
cry from the past when six days a week a Vinelander
five-car passenger set would leave full of passengers.
This government deserves some recognition and
commendation for a number of the areas which I will
detail later in this contribution to the debate on the
address in reply.
However, first I mention that at question time last
Tuesday I was staggered to hear the comments of the
Premier about Hugh Delahunty, the brother ofMary
Delahunty. This glowing endorsement is contrary to
what might be said about the Hugh Delahunty that I
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know. Is the Premier now running National Party
preselections for Wimmera? More importantly, does
the Prernier know that under the stewardship of former
Chief Commissioner Delahunty the Mildura Rural City
Council lost $2.5 million in mismanaging three road
contracts? Does the Premier realise that this was 20 per
cent of the total rate revenue in one fmancial year of the
council?

On many occasions in 1996 I communicated these
concerns and I was continually reassured by the chief
executive of the council and Chief Commissioner
Delahunty that everything was in order and that I was
just showing a lack of understanding. I received advice
from sources within the Mildura Rural City Council
that the reassurance was incorrect and that they were
aware of the burgeoning cost blowout and had regular
briefings on the sites.
Page 24 of the Walshe report to this Parliament on the
review into the Mildura Rural City Council, which was
produced on 13 November, states:
According to the chief executive officer, this memorandum
was presented to the commissioners on 13 November 1996.
While the commissioners recall seeing a memorandum
similar to the above mentioned, they do not recall seeing this
memorandum which clearly detailed losses on the contracts in
excess of$800 000.

I am advised that Chief Commissioner Delahunty
panicked when he was given this advice and directed
that the financial memorandum be redrafted to conceal
the truth.
That was mentioned on the same page, and the file was
marked 'Not for filing'. On the copy that was given to
Mr Delahunty I have seen written, 'Who knows about
this?'. On Commissioner Carey's copy there is a
detailed amount of highlighting which is used to mark
individual losses.
This memorandum has been widely circulated, and I
understand most councillors of the City of Mildura
have seen it. Mr Delahunty has either continued to deny
knowledge of the $800 ()()() loss or has refused to
comment. I quote from an article in the Sunraysia Daily
published on 9 December 1997, which states:
Former Mildura Rural City Council Chief Commissioner
Hugh Delahunty would not comment yesterday on whether or
not he knew of at least $800 000 in council roadworl< losses.
Cr Delahunty is cwrently mayor of Horsham Rural City
Council. Asked what he thought of these suggestions,
Cr Delahunty said he would not be commenting. However,
when asked a similar question on ABC radio yesterday
morning he said the commissioners were given loss estimates,
but these were not complete statements, as there was 'still the
issue of liquidated damages' to be settled.
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'Can I reassure you that we did not know the exact cost of the
ovenun " Cr Delahunty said, adding at that stage
commissioners knew of a 'definite ovemm of about
$150000'.
He said he agreed with the Mildura mayor, Eddie Warhurst,
that the exit audit, conducted during the transition period from
commissioners to councillors, was a general overview. 'It
didn't highlight that we had major problems, Cr Delahunty
said.

On yesterday's front page of the Sunraysia Daily the
headline is 'Hugh gets Jeff's nod'. The article
continues:
The Premier added that when Mr McGrath quits Parliament
his most likely replacement in the seat ofWimmera would be
current Horsham mayor and former Mildura City Council
Chief Commissioner, Hugh Delahunty - the brother of new
ALP recruit Mary Delahunty.

The article further states:
'I think it is true to say that we have another member of the
family on our side of the Parliament as Hugh Delahunty is
tipped to succeed Bill McGrath ifhe decides to go at the next
election', Mr Kennett said.

Those comments by the Premier are arrogant and
presumptuous. On the $2.5 million road losses from
our council, Mr Delahunty as chief commissioner has
refused to accept the truth and has displayed a reckless
disregard for it. He has shown a total disregard for the
responsibility for any of these losses.
Clearly he knew the truth. When a ship runs aground
the captain must bear some responsibility for the event,
whether he is on the bridge or not. Is this the type of
person the people ofWimmera want as their
representative? I think not. Unfortunately for
Mr Delahunty his political ambition was a stronger call
than telling the truth and accepting responsibility. The
people ofWimmera will choose the next representative,
and I believe it may be an Independent because many
country voters have had enough and are not accepting
the elitist, bom-to-rule mentality displayed by the
Premier on occasions.
Mr E. R. Smith - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, it is a longstanding tradition of this house that
if an honourable member is referring to documents he
should table them. I am not talking about the press
cuttings; I am talking about the documents he referred
to before.
Mr Batchelor - Further on the point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, the honourable member for Glen
Waverley's own words were that the honourable
member for Mildura was referring to notes. An
examination of standing orders would show that he
may refer to any range of notes. The honourable
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member for Glen Waverley indicated that there were
press clippings and other pieces of information there. If
that is the case he does not have to make them
available, and I suggest you fmd out from the
honourable member for Mildura what he has been
referring to.
Mr Maclellan - Further on the point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, the honourable member for
Mildura, being a former policeman, is perfectly capable
of distinguishing between notes of his own making and
documents referred to. I am sure he will be only too
glad to honour the tradition of making those documents
available. He does not need to be given additional time
to think by the honourable member for Thomastown
making a rather silly contribution on the matter. There
was not the slightest suggestion that the honourable
member for Mildura was not willing to accept the point
of order and make the documents available.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) - Order! Is
the honourable member referring to copious notes or
documents he wishes to table?
Mr SAVAGE - I am referring to my own notes,
but I have referred to newspaper cuttings and I am only
too happy to make them available when I have finished.

Mr E. R. Smith - What about those other things?
Mr SAVAGE - I am happy to make that one
available and the electorate surveys to which I will refer
later. I am happy to make available all the material I
have before me except the notes to which I am
referring.
Mr E. R. Smith - That is all I ask you to do.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) - Order!
The honourable member is prepared to make the
documents available and keep the copious personal
notes to which he is referring.
Mr SAV AGE - I indicate for the record that in my
dealings with the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, both as a minister and in his capacity as the
honourable member for Wimmera, I have found he has
always acted in a helpful way and has been most
cooperative with me.

On a positive note, contrary to what most government
members think, I acknowledge the value of many of
the economic measures introduced by the government.
In the area of public safety and crime sentencing the
Kennett government has been most pro-active and
visionary. However, the balance between the rights of
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the victim and the rights of criminals has yet to be
adjusted more in favour of the victim.

therefore we could have a situation where a contrived
cost is higher than it should be.

I read with some concern the story in the Sunday Age
last weekend about the murder of Rob Foots in the
Albury-Wodonga area, and the subsequent conviction
ofDavid Cox for manslaughter. No member of this
house who read that article could have failed to be
moved by the trauma and loss suffered by this family
and the feeling of contempt for the perpetrator, who
should have received life instead of six years for
manslaughter.

Transmission costs are now double generation costs, so
there are significant problems with long distance
transmissions. There is also a danger in deferring
maintenance until after deregulation to enhance the
possibility of a greater return on capital investment.

One aspect of injustice that continues to prevail in this
state is the removal of fair crime compensation for
victims of crime. Victoria fares very well in comparison
to other states in terms of the level of crime and public
safety. Making comparisons of crime statistics is often
somewhat illusory, as often when citizens live in high
crime areas they have a lower tendency to report
criminal activity, thereby reducing the statistics.
We often do not know the full extent of criminal
activity and behaviour in our community. What is quite
clear, though, is that we are fortunate to have a state
police force that is good at following the motto,
'Uphold the right'. However, because of the budgetary
crisis there will be difficulty in the future, which is
depressing. Eighty-five per cent of the police budget is
expended on wages and allowances, leaving precious
little for manpower increments. The authorised target
strength of 11 000 is well short of this figure, with
current recruiting and training resulting in numbers
lower than those for losses by natural attrition and
retirement. It is a problem.
The coalition is to be congratulated on the continued
legislative reforms that have reduced the road toll from
1075 to 377. I understand previous governments are in
some way responsible for this large reduction. The
figure is still unacceptable, however, and new measures
forecast for the present session will no doubt have
continued impact on this annual slaughter.
I am pleased to acknowledge the government's
commitment to reducing the cost of electricity to
householders and small businesses in the coming three
years. I have serious misgivings and reservations about
the cost of electricity in my electorate after the year
2000 when deregulation occurs. Monopolies will
continue to exist in the transmission of electricity, and
the charges will be determined by the
Regulator-General. It has not been confirmed to me that
the Regulator-General will be given
commercial-in-confidence data to enable him to make a
value judgment about the level of charges, and

The government needs to give more attention to health.
A letter published in the Age of 21 February about an
80-year-old person who spent some time in the Royal
Melbourne Hospital gives a good insight into some of
the problems besetting our hospital system:
My 80-year-old father has just had a four-day stint at the
Royal Melbourne Hospital and, quite frankly, the state of this
once-wonderful hospital flagship was appalling.
He did not see a cleaner in the ward during his stay, the floor
was littered with dirt, as were the insides of the lifts, a tap
dripped continuously not a metre from his bed, and one could
barely see out of the windows for the dust. For the first two
days he shared his room with two older women, who were
only separated by a cwtain and who had to suffer the
indignity of using the commode chair in full hearing of any
men in the ward. I filled out his food menu, taking care to
write, in big letters and underlined, 'no pork' for one of his
evening meals. He was given pork.
Paint was peeling off the walls and my father's bed was
broken, so he had to be elevated with pillows. There were
only two blood pressure machines in use. There would
nonnally be around eight but the others were broken, so
nurses constantly ran armmd the ward searching for the two
good ones. The Royal Melbourne Hospital is sad, very sad.
Statfmorale seems to be at an all-time low, and this, of
course, doesn't help the return to health of sick people. A
friend suggested we should ban politicians from having
private health cover so they would have to endure the
conditions that they have foisted on the average Joe.
To my mind, the Royal Melbourne Hospital is in crisis and I
demand to know what the government is going to do about it.
(I shudder to think what other smaller hospitals are
experiencing.) The year 2000 is nearly here and we have gone
backwards. Maybe that's the way they plan to celebrate the
hospital's 150th birthday - return the hospital to the way it
was in 1848.

That letter was written by Heather Frith. I am not
saying the health system needs X amount of money
because there is a limit to what any state can afford,
but those conditions are totally unacceptable.
The next issue I am concerned about affects my
electorate. Mildura has been chosen as the site for the
next privatised hospital. The decision was foisted on the
local community without any consultation. In
December 1997 I conducted a telephone poll of
750 people based on ABS statistics. The question was,
'Do you support or oppose the privatisation of our
hospital?' The results were as follows: 61.2 per cent
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were opposed; 17.8 did not know; and 21 per cent
supported it. Governments are lost and won on lesser
percentage differences than that! That is a clear
indication that we need to consult with our
communities to ensure they understand and accept
whatever is proposed.
On 1 November 1997 the Sunraysia Daily quoted a
vague assertion from Mr Dane Huxley, the chairman of

the Mildura hospital steering committee, that the
majority of Sunraysia residents surveyed by an
unknown research company were in favour of the
proposed privatisation of the Mildura Base Hospital.
When asked about his assertion he refused to reveal any
details about the questions, disclosing only the number
of persons polled. My requests for the details were
refused.
I am concerned that a privatised hospital will be profit
driven and not patient oriented. I am worried that the
primary focus will be on making money, because that is
why people invest in companies that run hospitals. We
are continually told that everything will be better than it
currently is. The number ofbeds in the Mildura Base
Hospital has fallen from 212 in 1988 to 97 in 1998. In
other words, in 10 years it has lost more than 100 beds.
Bob Browning wrote an article on privatisation in the
News Weekly edition dated 7 February under the

heading 'Privatised hospitals: cut-price health care':
Too few people are aware of how radically our health system
is being changed. Public scrutiny has been insufficient.
Privatisation and competition policies are enabling changes to
take place behind closed doors with
commercial-in-confidence signs written large. Stealth is not
too strong a term to use in connection with some of the
processes of change in our health system '" A report, 'Private
Care for Public Patients', by Western Australia's
Auditor-General Des Pearson was tabled in the state
Parliament. The Australian Financial Review described it as
. scathing' .
The Auditor-General examined the privatisation of the fonner
Wooneroo hospital in Perth. WOOI1eroo is to be replaced by a
$58 million development, the Joondalup health campus. The
campus is being built by Mayne Nickless under contract to
the WA government
In terms of the new health management jargon, the project
will be a co-Iocation.

'Co-location' refers to a private and a public hospital
being situated on the one site.
The Auditor-General's report seriously questions whether the
privatised, cxrlocated hospital will use resources more
efficiently than the previous public hospital system ...
The Auditor-General's investigation found no 'reliable
infonnation' that the contract would provide 'net tangible
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benefits to the state from either its services or facilities,
relative to the public sector model it was replacing'.
The Auditor-General noted that the operator had a financial
incentive to:
'influence admission, treatment and discharge
patterns in order to increase the proportion of more
profitable treatments ...
'structure patient treantlent to optimise the number
and nature of episodes of care -

these are all at a greater cost to the taxpayer 'code infonnation from medical records to attract
the highest possible principles'; and
'discharge and transfer patients in a way that
optimises profitability '"
The Auditor-General concluded that it was 'possible therefore
for the operator to seek to limit the quality of services
provided where, for example, the operator considers it has not
been in its commercial interests'. 'Clinically inappropriate
practices' were 'particular risks associated with the contract'.

I note that in the documents on the Latrobe Valley
hospital there is no mention of any conclusive evidence
that a privatised hospital is more efficient for the
taxpayer than a public one.

Mr Maclellan - What would convince you?
Mr SAVAGE - I want to be convinced the issues
raised by the West Australian Auditor-General have
been addressed in Victoria I want to make sure we do
not follow the same path, because Mayne Nickless has
health care beds in this state. The article continues:
For the moment, it is mainly Australian corporations which
are bidding for the new profit-making opportunities which
governments are creating out of Australia's public hospitals.
But even bigger corporate fish are circling. Transnational
companies, mainly American, are watching from the wings,
keeping an eye out for takeover opportunities .

The ease with which American companies and other
transnationals move into Australia will be enhanced by
the Multinational Agreement on Investment, which
seeks to liberalise international investment and remove
restrictions on the movement of capital. It is bad
enough dealing with the large companies that
Australians own, but it is even worse when foreign
companies move in and take control of our privatised
health service.
Will Australia follow New Zealand, where patients
who are seriously ill are judged to be non-viable? Most
members will have seen the article in the Age by the
ethicist Nicholas Tonti Filippini about a New Zealander
who needed dialysis but who was considered not to be
worthy of the assistance he needed to keep him alive.

TRANS-T ASMAN MUTUAL RECOGNITION (VICfORIA) BILL

Thursday, 26 February 1998

ASSEMBLY

When must a privatised hospital system take into
account the human aspect of its most important - Mr Maclellan - When you are a patient at
Epworth.
Mr SAVAGE - Mr Acting Speaker, the minister
has missed the point. We need to see some proof that
we will benefit from privatisation.
Mr Maclellan intetjected.

Mr SAVAGE - I assume the government will
guarantee that people who are gravely ill are not denied
access to dialysis because they are considered
non-viable. Can the minister give the house a guarantee
that what happened in New Zealand will not happen
here? He cannot. It is important to raise issues such as
those to discover whether following the privatisation
path is right for our health service. It is time we took
stock.
I note with concern that our electricity industry is
mostly owned by foreign interests. I heard the Premier
recently express concern about Victoria being worse
off if the casino was taken over by Sheraton or another
American company. I view the electricity industry, the
health service and other services as more worthy than
Crown Casino of being owned by Victorians.
I acknowledge some of the achievements of the
coalition government, and I also note some of its
failings. We will never have a perfect government in
Victoria, no matter what the colour of its cloth. The
danger every government faces when it is in office for
~oo long is that it fails to heed community messages and
mstead believes in its own infallibility. I hope the
government does not make that mistake.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MAUGHAN

(Rodney).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

TRANS-TASMAN MUTUAL
RECOGNITION (VICTORIA) BILL
Second reading

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - On behalf of the Premier, I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill is a direct result of the Trans-Tasman Mutual
Recognition Arrangement signed by all Australian
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heads of government at the meeting of the Council of
Australian Governments held on 14 June 1996 and
signed by the Prime Minister of New Zealand on 9 July
1996. The intention of the arrangement is to extend the
mutual recognition principle to New Zealand. I take it
this will be deeply offensive to the honourable member
for Mildura, who does not like foreigners owning
anything in Australia.
The arrangement and the bill have their basis in the
Mutual Recognition Agreement established by the
commonwealth and the Australian states and territories
in 1992. That agreement and the commonwealth act
which gave effect to it (the Mutual Recognition Act
1992) removed regulatory barriers to the movement of
goods and service providers between the Australian
jurisdictions. Again, the honourable member for
Mildura will not like that, because it will mean evil
foreign-owned electricity will be able to be moved'
across state borders.
Under part 9 of that agreement, the parties agreed to
review in due course with New Zealand the potential
benefits of a mutual recognition scheme extending to
New Zealand I am pleased to present to honourable
members the fiuits of the review that they see before
them now.
The arrangement extends the mutual recognition
principle to New Zealand in relation to New Zealand
goods and occupations by providing (with some limited
exceptions) that:
goods that may legally be sold in any participating
Australian jurisdiction may be sold in New Zealand
and goods that may legally be sold in New Zealand
may be sold in any participating Australian
jurisdiction; and
a ~n ~egistered to practise an occupation in any
partlclpatmg Australian jurisdiction is entitled to
practise an equivalent occupation in New Zealand
and a person registered to practise an occupation in
New Zealand is entitled to practise an equivalent
occupation in any participating Australian
jurisdiction.
The bill adopts, pursuant to section 51 (37) of the
commonwealth constitution, the Trans-Tasman Mutual
Recognition Act 1997 of the commonwealth.
The objective of the arrangement and of this bill is to
remove regulatory barriers to trade in goods and
services, thereby increasing competition while
maintaining public health and safety and the
environment. This complements the removal of tariffs
on trade between the two countries under the closer
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economic relations agreement. Other related objectives
include the reduction in compliance costs for businesses
dealing across jurisdictions and an increased level of
transparency in trading arrangements.
The bill is consistent with and gives effect to this
government's commitment to reducing the impost and
the cost of government regulations on business and to
removing artificial barriers to trade for the benefit of the
whole community.
The bill will facilitate competition between Australian
and New Zealand producers of goods and services
across Australia and New Zealand by removing
regulatory barriers to trade. While some products (such
as gas appliances) and some occupational markets
(such as doctors) are exempt from the arrangement, the
exemption does not impose any increase in restrictions
on competition over those that already apply. While
there is also provision under the arrangement for further
exemptions (such as dangerous goods where
jurisdictions cannot agree on a common standard)
barriers to competition will be more difficult to
establish under the arrangement than without it.
The commonwealth act, although logically consistent
with the existing Mutual Recognition Act, has some
additional matters in order to accommodate the
trans-Tasman nature of the new scheme. Thus, there are
a number of laws relating to goods which will be
excluded from the operation of the mutual recognition
principle (for example, laws in relation to tariffs and
prohibited imports, tax laws, intellectual property laws
and laws relating to the sale and import of goods where
the objective of those laws is to give effect to the
international obligations of either country or both).
Consistent with the existing Mutual Recognition Act,
there are a number of laws which will be permanently
exempt from the operation of the mutual recognition
principle (for example, laws in relation to quarantine,
sale of firearms, indecent material and gaming
machines). Any additions to the list of laws excluded or
permanently exempted from the operation of the
Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition Scheme would
require the unanimous consent of all the participating
jurisdictions, including New Zealand, pursuant to
sections 44(3) and 45(4) respectively of the
commonwealth act.
There are a number oflaws covering goods with
different regulatory requirements which are the subject
of ongoing cooperative arrangements between Australia
and New Zealand. These laws will be temporarily
exempt from the operation of the mutual recognition
principle (such as laws covering therapeutic goods,
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hazardous substances and road vehicles). It is intended
that once cooperative arrangements in respect of these
areas have been completed they will be subject to either
mutual recognition, harmonisation of standards or
permanent exemption.
Any additions to this list of laws would require the
agreement of two-thirds of the participating
jurisdictions, pursuant to section 48(5) of the
commonwealth act. Also, section 46 of the
commonwealth act allows any jurisdiction to
temporarily exclude goods or laws relating to goods for
a period of up to 12 months where that is necessary for
public health and safety or for environmental
protection.
In short, this bill is a significant continuation of the
government's economic reform agenda. It balances the
need for economic reform with the needs of public
health and safety and environmental protection.

I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MILDENHALL
(Footscray).

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - I move:
That the debate be adjourned for one week.

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - With your
indulgence, Mr Acting Speaker, I ask the minister to
explain to the house the reason for the one-week
adjournment so the opposition can consider whether to
divide.

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) (By leave) - If the opposition
wishes to resume the debate at the commencement of
the next week's sitting, which will be the Tuesday of
the following week, the bill will be put on the notice
paper and, if it suits the opposition, the debate will be
able to be resumed. If it does not suit the opposition on
that day, the bill can be considered later.
House divided on motion:
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Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
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Carli, Mr
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Garbutt, Ms
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Hamilton.. Mr

Hulls,Mr
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Lim, Mr
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Motion agreed to.
Debate adjourned untO Thursday, 5 March.

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the Financial Management
(Amendment) Bill 1998 is to amend the Financial
Management Act with respect to accrual output
budgeting and to support the implementation of major
budget sector reforms.

introduced later this sitting, are part of a package which
will ensure a more rigid discipline in budget
management, accounting and reporting, based on
accrual accounting principles.
As a result of the proposed legislation future
governments will no longer be able to run deficits and
hide the consequences. The government of the day will
be required to record, report and seek parliamentary
authority for expenses and obligations as they occur. In
this context expenses include both cash and non-cash
items. In addition, the implementation of accrual output
based budgeting will improve the management of the
state's assets and its allocation of resources.

The bill represents the next stage in reforming the
management of public finances in Victoria The
reforms are being undertaken in the context of the
management reform program which represents a
cohesive framework for restructuring the financial
operations of the state.
These changes are important to the people of Victoria
and reflect the commitment of the government to
proper stewardship of the community's assets. The
opportunities for Victorians will be improVed through
better value for money services funded by taxpayers,
through the government. Greater security will result
from the increase in fmancial oversight by the
Parliament.
Many of the reforms have their origin in the fmdings of
the report of the Victorian Commission of Audit tabled
in 1993. Action is still outstanding on the commission's
concerns that:
The present public sector structures do not clearly
identify management responsibility for results. The
flexibility of managers to determine the most
efficient and effective way in which to deliver
services is severely limited.
Although notionally based around a program
structure, the existing budget and financial
management system maintains a focus on inputs
rather than outputs.

Background
Over the past five years, a dramatic improvement has
been achieved in both the state's fmancial position and
the quality and cost of government services delivered to
the community. This improvement is due to prudent
fmancial management and sweeping reforms to the
delivery of government services.
The Financial Management (Amendment) Bill 1998,
and the annual appropriation bills which will be
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A system of full fmancial accounting should be
introduced, which attributes all the costs of
delivering a service. Appropriations and financial
reporting should be in this format.
The appropriation and budget structure should be
amended to allow public sector managers more
flexibility in financial management.
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Financial controls focus on controlling spending in
accordance with parliamentary appropriations, rather
than on managing perfonnance and key risks.
The proposed amendments establish a framework in
which the recommendations of the Commission of
Audit can be finalised. Through these amendments the
disciplines of conventional fmancial management will
be applied to the operations of the budget sector.
The shift to greater transparency in budgeting and
managing involves a move away from a focus on inputs
and cash costs towards an understanding of the outputs
being purchased by government and the full costs of
services. In effect this means that a commercial
perspective will be applied to the purchase and delivery
of services, whether they are provided directly by a
department or otherwise. The first step to output
budgeting was taken in the 1997-98 budget in which
departments identified their major outputs and output
perfonnance measures.
In anticipation of the 1998-99 budget being presented
on an accrual output basis, the Financial Management
Act 1994 requires amendment, principally to align its
structures and language with the concepts of accrual
management. The transition to a new way of viewing
and managing public sector resources will not be
achieved in one or two budget cycles. It is anticipated
that the process of change is likely to take three to five
years.

Management techniques
Under the management reform program, the financial
management of the Victorian public sector is to be
supported by the use of conventional business financial
and reporting disciplines. This will entail a move away
from cash concepts that are better suited to household
budgets. From 1998-99 departments will budget,
manage and report on the total resources under their
control. Departmental operating statements and balance
sheets will be the principal tools through which the
government will measure the fmancial perfonnance of
departments. Departmental cash flow statements will be
the basis on which cash requirements will be agreed,
controlled and monitored.
Budgeting for performance
The setting of output targets for each department will
link budget decisions to the outcomes which
government seeks to pursue for the benefit of the
Victorian community. In its role as both funder and
owner of the state's public sector operations,
government will agree on the price of outputs to be
delivered and the standard of perfonnance to be met in

Thursday, 26 February 1998

their delivery. The setting of perfonnance benchmarks
for the quality and cost of services will better enable
government to assess the competitiveness of
departments as service providers.
Accountability and reporting
There will also be important consequences of the shift
from cash to accrual management for the level of
parliamentary accountability. Full accrual management
will increase the transparency of reporting departmental
activities to the parliament. The present focus of the
annual budgeting, appropriation and reporting process
on cash payments has meant that the state's assets and
liabilities have not been subject to full parliamentary
scrutiny.
The shortcomings of the present cash system became
evident in the early 1990s and are exemplified in the
fmancial obligations entered into by the previous
government. These obligations were reported and
funded only to the extent that they fell due within any
particular financial year. The accrual output based
system will introduce a new standard of financial
accountability for government in that appropriations
will cover both resources consumed and obligations
incurred. Thus in future no government can improve its
financial position by deferring payments (whether it be
grants or accounts payable) or by entering into
financing arrangements with, for example, balloon
payments (since the effective financing cost will be
charged each year not just the cash cost).
The new arrangements will ensure that high standards
of disclosure are applied in the budgeting processes for
government activities. No longer will it be necessary to
resort to specially convened inquiries to detennine the
true financial position of the state. The state's fmancial
position and cost of services will be clearly set out in
the state budget, annual financial statement and in the
annual reports of departments. The information will be
in a form more readily understood by fmancial
commentators and any member of the community
familiar with conventional fmancial statements.
Proposed Financial Management Act 1994
amendments
The amendments to the Financial Management Act
1994, which are echoed in the appropriation bills, have
three principal objectives.
Firstly, the bill amends the Financial Management Act
to take into account the changing nature of
appropriations in an accrual environment. Until now
annual appropriations have provided departments with
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an authority to spend cash up to a limit specified in the
annual appropriation bills.
Changes to the Financial Management Act and
appropriation bills are necessary to accommodate the
fact that departments should budget and manage
according to the full cost of services agreed to be
delivered, not according to the limits of cash made
available by the Parliament. Some ofthese costs do not
require cash in the year of the appropriation, for
example, the long service leave entitlements of staff in
a department may not crystallise and require cash to be
issued for many years.
The intention of these amendments is to give
departments an authority to make arrangements or to
incur expenses or obligations in any year up to a limit
approved by the Parliament. That limit, specified in the
appropriation bills, will represent the full extent of
payments that may be made against the expenses and
obligations incurred in the year of the appropriation.
Cash payments, in respect of those payments may,
however, be made in the year of appropriation or in
subsequent years.
For the first time Parliament will authorise the full cost
of government funded services, not just the particular
year's cash requirement. The legislation will break the
rigid connection between annual appropriation
authority given by Parliament to a department in
respect of a year and the cash payments made by a
department in that year.
The proposed amendment to section 33 of the Financial
Management Act is the linchpin of the reforms. It will
enable departments to make payments for expenses or
obligations incurred in respect of a financial year, in
that fmancial year or in some subsequent year. In other
words, it will be possible that the cash flow
requirements of a department in any year will not match
the level of appropriation authority for that year.
Separating the incurring of an expense or obligation by
a department from the payment of cash in respect of
that expense or obligation is necessary for effective
accrual management and conforms with conventional
business practice.
Secondly, the bill aligns the language of the Financial
Management Act to take into account the distinction
between cash and accrual concepts. It also supports the
separation of the roles of government. The reforms will
reinforce the different types of budget decisions that the
government may take depending on whether it adopts a
funder, purchaser or provider perspective.
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Previous appropriation purposes of 'capital' and
'recurrent', which focused on inputs, will be replaced
by three new appropriation purposes which will provide
parliamentary authority for departments to purchase
outputs; to increase their net asset base; and to make
payments on behalf of the state.
The companion legislation supporting the reforms, the
appropriation bills to be introduced later this sitting,
will be structured along these lines.
Third, the bill provides for ministerial directions to be
issued in support of the administration of these reforms.
Clearly, the control of cash remains no less important
than it has been in the past. Ministerial directions will
be required to ensure that cash profiles are set and
observed by departments.
Another significant area requiring a thorough system of
checks and balances is the management of the financial
assets of departments recorded in the public ledger,
which includes the opening balances of departments.
Parliamentary authority for payment in respect of
expenses incurred prior to 1 July 1998 will be sought in
the context of the 1998-99 appropriation bills. Under
section 33 departments will only be able to apply these
financial assets in a manner consistent with the
purposes for which the provisions were established.
This is an important safeguard to prevent an
irresponsible government redirecting funds to other,
unauthorised purposes. The ministerial directions
issued will ensure that the method of recording and
applying these assets is subject to stringent control and
audit. Accountability for the application of these funds
will be supported by information in departmental
annual reports and the annual fmancial statement.
These will explain movements in the provisions made
for expenses incurred by departments and payments
made in respect of those provisions.
Future amendments

The 1998-99 budget year will be a pioneering year in
the implementation of financial management reforms.
The success of these reforms will partly depend on the
ability of public sector managers to make use of the
new framework, and establish a culture of heightened
responsibility and accountability for fmancial and
resource management within departments. Refinements
to the framework over the course of the next two to
three years are inevitable as the impacts of the reforms
are reviewed.
Conclusion

These amendments provide the basis for sustained
fiscal responsibility in Victoria They are consistent
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with trends in most jurisdictions in Australia and in
major advanced economies around the world In
Australia, this initiative will put Victoria at the forefront
of public sector refonn. The amendments are the
culmination of many years of policy development,
including the introduction of accrual accounting over
the past 10 years, a period that includes 5 years of this
government and 5 years of the previous Labor
government. The refonns will set the scene for an
increase in the competitiveness of our public services
and parliamentary oversight of public resources.

(I)

the Registered Schools Board being advised of
the conviction;

(0)

a copy of the conviction being obtained from
the court;

I commend the bill to the house.

(V)

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr BRACKS
(Williamstown).

(VI) obtaining the consent of the Governor in

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 12 March.

EDUCATION (TEACHERS) BILL
Second reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

In Victorian government schools, teachers must first

undergo a criminal record check before being
considered suitable for employment. If the check
discloses they have been convicted ofa sexual offence
involving a child, they will not be offered employment.
If after their employment they are convicted of a sexual
offence involving a child, disciplinary proceedings are
taken to ensure they are dismissed from the teaching
service.
The system applying to non-government schools is
different. This bill, when passed, will ensure that no
teacher convicted of a sexual offence involving a child
will teach in any Victorian school. It will do so by
making changes to the provisions relating to teachers in
non-government schools.
Section 44(2) of the Education Act 1958 prohibits any
person from teaching in a non-government school
unless that person is registered by, or has pennission to
teach from, the Registered Schools Board under
section 37 of that act.
Section 41 of the Education Act 1958 authorises the
Registered Schools Board (with the consent of the
Governor in Council) to deregister a teacher convicted
of an indictable offence or found guilty of conduct
unbecoming a teacher.
The procedure under section 41 involves-

(TIl) a notice being forwarded to the teacher

advising that the board proposes to exercise its
powers and giving the teacher the opportunity
to be heard;
(IV) giving the teacher the opportunity to be heard;

the board making its decision;
Council to any deregistration; and

(VII) advising the teacher of the board's decision.

There are substantial costs involved, as well as
administrative resources required, in any proceedings
under section 41.
The main purpose of the bill is to amend the Education
Act 1958 to provide for the disqualification from
teaching of teachers found guilty of sexual offences
against children.
The bill states that teachers registered by the Registered
Schools Board, or having the pennission of that board
to teach, are automatically deregistered or cease to have
the board's pennission to teach if they are convicted, or
found guilty without conviction, of a sexual offence
involving a child. If a teacher lodges an appeal to a
higher court against the conviction or finding of guilt,
the deregistration will continue until the outcome of the
appeal.
For convenience, in the remainder of this speech the
word 'conviction' is used to also include a fmding of
guilt without conviction.
Not all convictions will result in a teacher being
automatically deregistered. Only those involving sexual
offences against children will result in automatic
deregistration, and the automatic deregistration is to
occur on the same date as the conviction.
The bill will apply to all convictions occurring after the
commencement of the bill, irrespective of whether the
facts on which the conviction was based occurred
before or after the commencement of the bill.
There are four subjects which can be taught in a
non-government school for which registration with the
Registered Schools Board is not required. Those
subjects are listed in section 34lA of the Education Act
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not have any right to payment for services
rendered in breach of what in essence is a
disqualification; and

1958 and are instrumental music, choral music, voice
production and religion.
Following consultation with the Registered Schools
Board, the bill retains the four subjects as exemptions
from registration, but provides that any person
convicted of a sexual offence against a child cannot
teach any subject in a non-government school. This
option was adopted because many teachers of the four
subjects would not meet the requirements for
registration and their enrichment to the educational
experiences offered by schools would be lost - for
example, instrumental music teachers and teachers of
religion. In implementing this option the following
consequential amendments have also been made to
mirror the present sections relating to deregistered
teachers(n any person convicted of a sexual offence against
a child cannot sue for services provided as a
teacher in a non-government school after the
date of that conviction;
(IT) the board may cancel the registration of a school

if the school knowingly employs as a teacher a
person convicted of a sexual offence against a
child. The date of the conviction must be after
the commencement of the act;
(IIna non-government school must not knowingly
employ as a teacher any person convicted of a
sexual offence against a child. The penalty for a
breach is one penalty unit. This is the existing
penalty in section 80 of the Education Act 1958.

Constitution Act 1975: section 85(5) statement
I wish to make a statement under section 85(5) of the
Constitution Act 1975 of the reasons for altering or
varying that section.
Clause 8 of the bill inserts a new section 81A(2) in the
Education Act 1958 which states it is the intention of
the proposed section 38 of that act to alter or vary
section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975. The proposed
section 38 provides that a person is not entitled to
recover in a court of law for services rendered during
any period the person was an unregistered teacher or
did not have the permission of the board to teach or
who was disqualified from teaching under
section 41 A(3). The reasons for altering or varying
section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975 are as
follows(n firstly, a person fitting any of the above
categories should not be teaching any subject in
a non-government school, and he or she should
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(ll) secondly, the inability to sue for payment for
services rendered as a teacher in breach of the
disqualification is the same inability that
presently applies under section 38 of the
Education Act 1958 to deregistered teachers or
teachers who do not have the permission of the
board to teach. Furthermore, it should also
provide an incentive to disqualified teachers not
to continue in employment as a teacher after the
date oftheir conviction and disqualification.
The bill defines sexual offence by reference to various
sections in the Crimes Act 1958 covering sexual
offences against minors, assisting in the commission of
sexual offences against minors, and abducting,
procuring or soliciting minors for sex.
The bill also defmes sexual offence to include offences
under sections 68 to 70 of the Crimes Act 1958. Those
sections cover -

en

the production of child pornography (for which
a conviction carries a level 5 imprisonment of
10 years maximum);

(IT) the procurement of minors for pornography (for
which a conviction carries a level 5
imprisonment of 10 years maximum); and
(Ill)being knowingly in possession of child
pornography (for which a conviction carries a
level 7 imprisonment of two years maximum).
These sections dealing with child pornography are
included because teachers have the day-to-day care and
control of children, and they hold a special position of
trust over young children. Any person convicted of
involvement in child pornography, or for knowingly
being in possession of child pornography, has by his or
her behaviour displayed a disposition or character
unworthy of the trust which needs to exist between
parents, teachers and children, and is not a fit and
proper person to be trusted with the care and the minds
of our young children.
Section 41 of the Education Act 1958 will continue to
exist, so that the registered schools board will have the
right to conduct proceedings under that section against
teachers convicted of other indictable offences or
engaging in conduct unbefitting a teacher.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MILDENHALL
(Footscray).

does not enable a court to make an order for
reimbursement. A conviction must also be recorded.

Debate adjourned unti) Thursday, 12 March.

Under section 7 of the Sentencing Act, if a court fmds a
person guilty of an offence the court may sentence the
offender by making a community-based order.
imposing a fme or adjourning the matter on certain
conditions, all without actually recording a conviction.

SUMMARY OFFENCES (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill introduces a number of amendments into the
Summary Offences Act 1966 (the act). The
amendments are designed to repeal the law of habitual
drunkenness, to raise the penalty for the offence of
making a false report to police, and to clarify the
circumstances in which a court can order a person who
is found guilty of making a false report to police to
reimburse the costs incurred by the police in
investigating that false report.
Habitual drunkenness
Section 15 of the act is a sentencing provision which
states that 'any person having been thrice convicted of
drunkenness within the preceding 12 months who is
again convicted of drunkenness shall be liable to
imprisonment for twelve months'.
The repeal of habitual drunkenness enables the problem
of chronic alcoholism to be addressed by health and
social support mechanisms rather than by the criminal
justice system. The repeal acknowledges that it is
inappropriate that a person could be sent to gaol for up
to a year for having been found drunk on four
occasions. The offence of public drunkenness remains:
it is only the penalty for habitual drunkenness which is
repealed.
Making a false report to police
A deliberate false report to police, particularly of
serious offences, can result in large investigations and a
significant waste of valuable police time and resources.
It may also lead to the arrest, detention and conviction
of an innocent person. The offence is punishable by a
penalty of up to $1500 or imprisonment for three
months. In addition, if a person is convicted of the
offence, the court may order the offender to 'pay to the
informant a reasonable amount for any expenses
incurred by members of the police force arising out of
or incidental to the commission of the offence'. The
fact that a person has been found guilty of an offence

The bill amends section 53 to include persons who have
been found guilty but for whom a conviction has not
been recorded. This amendment will bring section 53
into line with other compensation provisions and will
ensure that the reimbursement of expenses may be
ordered whenever appropriate. The courts have held
that section 53 permits them to order reimbursement
only for incidental expenses and not for overheads,
such as the salaries of the police members involved in
investigating a report. In many cases the only cost
resulting from a false report is the hours involved in
investigating the report. The bill amends section 53 to
expressly cover remuneration.
The power to order expenses remains at the discretion
of the court. The court will have to be satisfied not only
that the expenses were reasonably incurred, but also
that the amount of expenses awarded is reasonable.
The compensation provisions in the Sentencing Act
expressly state that compensation may be paid in
instalments and that, in determining the amount and
method of payment, the court may take into account the
financial circumstances of the offender and the nature
of the burden that payment of the compensation will
impose. The bill is drafted to provide that similar
considerations apply to expense orders under
section 53.
The maximum penalty which can be imposed under the
section at present is 15 penalty units ($1500) or
imprisonment for three months. The government
considers that this penalty does not accord with the
potential gravity of the offence particularly because an
innocent person could be imprisoned The bill raises the
maximum penalty to 120 penalty units ($12 000) or
imprisonment for one year.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HULLS (Niddrie).
Debate adjourned UDti) Thursday, 12 March.

PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS (AMENDMENT) BILL
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PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) -

I move:

That this bill be now read a second time.

The bill is directed towards improving the operation of
the Public Prosecutions Act 1994 (the act). At present
considerable inconvenience and delay can be caused if
the Director of Public Prosecutions or the Chief Crown
Prosecutor is temporarily unavailable to exercise
various powers personally. The bill introduces a more
flexible mechanism under which some of their powers
may be delegated. In addition, the bill clarifies the act in
relation to certain powers which are ancillary to the
director's primary powers for prosecuting offences.

Delegation
The act permits the Director of Public Prosecutions to
delegate to the Chief Crown Prosecutor or a crown
prosecutor any of the director's powers other than four
nominated powers. Those powers are:
the power to make presentment or to enter a nolle
prosequi;
the power to consent to the bringing of certain
proceedings;
the director's powers and functions as a member of
the director's committee; and
the power of delegation itself.
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a special decision. The director and Chief Crown
Prosecutor may only delegate their powers to those
persons who would normally be appointed as acting
director or acting Chief Crown Prosecutor. The new
delegation power is only to be used in relation to urgent
matters when either the director or the Chief Crown
Prosecutor is unavailable and there is insufficient time
to appoint an acting director or acting Chief Crown
Prosecutor.
The power to consent to the bringing ofcertain
prosecutions
A number of statutory provisions require the director to
give his consent before a prosecution may be brought.
Presently the act precludes the director from delegating
his power to give consent in these matters.
Requiring the director to personally consent can result
in inconvenience and delay. Crown prosecutors make
many decisions involving serious offences and issues of
public interest.
Clause 8 of the bill amends the act to permit the director
to delegate the power to consent to the bringing of
prosecutions for certain offences, such as those under
the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 and the
Estate Agents Act 1980.

Clarification of powers
Clause 7 of the bill provides the director with an
express power to indemnify a witness. The
indemnification may be either not to prosecute a person
for an offence or not to use certain evidence given by a
person against that person.

If the director is absent because of illness or other
commitments, the act provides for the appointment of
an acting director by the Governor in Council. The bill
provides a more flexible procedure for delegation in
relation to each of the four powers other than the power
of delegation itself.

Currently the act does not expressly empower the
director to grant such indernnities. It is a common
practice throughout Australia for directors of public
prosecutions to give an undertaking or indemnity to a
witness when the witness is to give evidence that would
otherwise incriminate them.

The director's powers andfimctions as a member ofthe
director's committee

The act permits the Director of Public Prosecutions to
take over and conduct any proceedings in relation to a
summary offence or an indictable offence triable
summarily. It does not, however, expressly pennit the
director to take over purely indictable offences.

Through unexpected circumstances, such as sudden
illness, either the director or the Chief Crown
Prosecutor may be unavailable to act as a member of
the director's committee. If this occurs, a special
decision under section 23 of the act cannot be made for
a number of days. This may cause significant delay and
disruption to a trial and inconvenience to jury mernbers.
Clause 6 of the bill enables the director and the Chief
Crown Prosecutor to delegate their powers in relation to

Clause 4 of the bill gives the Director of Public
Prosecutions the power to take over and conduct any
proceedings in respect of an indictable offence other
than a proceeding brought under section 354 of the
Crimes Act. Section 354 pennits indictments to be
brought by a member of the pUblic. It is not proposed to
alter the powers of the director in relation to them. The
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act does not expressly pennit the director to institute,
conduct or be a party to civil proceedings.
Clause 5 of the bill expressly provides that the director
has the power to be involved in certain civil
proceedings, such as applying for an injunction to
restrain a person from engaging in conduct that may
jeopardise the conduct of a trial. The bill will improve
the efficiency and effectiveness of prosecutions in
Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HULLS (Niddrie).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 12 March.

GEOGRAPHIC PLACE NAMES BILL
Second reading
Mrs TEHA.~ (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this bill is to make provision for the
naming of places and the registration of place names
and to amend the Survey Co-ordination Act 1958 and
the Local Government Act 1989.
Geographic place names serve two major purposes. The
primary purpose is the practical need to identify
localities and features and to communicate direction.
Place names also express tangibly the human activity of
investing the landscape with meaning and memory.
Victoria's place names have been derived from a wide
range of sources. Many names were influenced by the
culture and nationalities of early white explorers,
surveyors and administrators and many reflect the
extensive use of Aboriginal place names.
The administration of place names in Victoria up to the
Second World War was carried out under various land
acts. A comprehensive postwar mapping program
identified the need to coordinate and standardise the
drawing and publishing of official maps and plans and
the naming of places.
The Survey Co-ordination (place Names) Amendment
Act passed in 1965 established the Place Names
Committee to perform this role. Three decades later
significant changes in land information mapping and
geographic place names have removed the need for a
centralised assignment of names. The state is mapped
and the focus is now on meeting the needs of users of
land information and organisations with a role in the
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naming of places. Land information is an integral part
of Victoria's social and economic fabric. This bill is
part of a wider initiative by government to reform data
holdings and services across the state.
Customer-focused integrated land information is a key
goal. The government's aim is to provide up-to-date
land information that is easily accessible and affordable
through a variety of user-friendly electronic services. In
1995 the government commissioned a review of the
place names function. Analysis revealed considerable
duplication and overlap between the Place Names
Committee, local government and other public
authorities.
The review recommended that the process should be
streamlined by delegating to municipal councils or
administering bodies the responsibility for naming
places. Only the naming of places of special character
was recommended to remain centrally determined. It
was further recommended that principles guiding the
naming of places be redeveloped consistent with
national and international practice and widely
disseminated throughout the community. The review
also focused on the evolving requirements of the users
and beneficiaries of the register of place names.
Contemporary emergency service organisations using
sophisticated communications technology now require
real-time data which is accurate, up to date and more
complete than ever before. Other community services
and dispatch organisations are vitally interested in the
clear definition of boundaries of places or localities for
administration and planning purposes.
The state digital map base on which emergency service
response is based is widely recognised as a stable and
high quality database. However there is a need for
appropriate legislative authority to ensure that all
current information relevant to the map base held by
any public or private agency is provided as quickly as
possible. In view of the unquestionable public benefit
involved it is critical to ensure the prompt notification
of changes, especially for such things as road and street
names, new subdivisions and suburb boundaries.
Historical and community groups also have high
expectations of easier access to place names
information. There is also a growing interest and
awareness of the importance of indigenous names in
Australia's cultural heritage.
I turn now to the bill. The bill defmes 'place' as any
place or building that can form part of administrative
localities, landscape features and service infrastructure,
and introduces three essential changes in the naming of
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places. Firstly, the bill provides for guidelines which
will allow local government authorities and other
bodies to select and assign place names. These
guidelines will be made by the Governor in Council
and will provide a mechanism for a system of
notification and central registration of new place names.
This will ensure that all changes are notified to the state
digital map base as quickly as possible. Under the
guidelines there will be a clearer power for the minister
to name places that are of a special character or
significance. The new procedures for notification and
registration will also be used to compile additional
information essential for emergency service dispatch.
Examples include major infrastructure developments,
changed traffic conditions and entrances and exits to
major venues.
Secondly, the bill provides for the establishment of a
position of Registrar of Geographic Names with
responsibility for policy development, collection and
registration of approved names and management of the
database of geographic place names.
Thirdly, the bill replaces the previous standing
committee with an advisory panel with wide-ranging
expertise to advise on the naming of places of special
character. This is designed to ensure a more flexible
process capable of providing the depth of technical
knowledge and policy advice required on matters.
Members of the panel will be drawn from the fields of
mapping/geography; land information data
management and service provision; local government;
Aboriginal culture and language; orthography and
linguistics; and, heritage and history.
The panel will be convened as required to comment and
advise on the naming of places or features which cross
local or regional boundaries, have special character or
which have an affiliation for a wider group of
Victorians.
These measures return control of place and feature
naming to local communities and provide pro-active
services to users and beneficiaries of the register of
geographic places names. The reforms emphasise the
role of local government authorities as critical providers
of data. It is important that there is greater awareness of
the significance of widely known current place names
at the local level. This is the point at which additions to
critical land information take place (including locality
and feature names, street naming and addressing, and
subdivision creation). The new procedures will
significantly assist the regular Updating of the register
of geographic place names and the state digital map
base. Land information collated with the assistance of
local govemment authorities will provide a vital service

to emergency services and other community
organisations.
The changes will ensure that procedures for altering or
applying new locality or feature names are simpler and
easier to use, reflect community preferences and
concentrate resources on the provision of improved
community information.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms GARBUTT
(Bundoora).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 12 March.

TERTIARY EDUCATION (AMENDMENT)

BILL
Second reading

Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - On behalf ofthe Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training, I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Education is a state responsibility under the Australian
constitution and higher education institutions are
established by state governments. Funding for
universities is provided by the commonwealth under
the terms of an agreement between the commonwealth
and the states.
A subsequent agreement between the commonwealth
and the states in 1991 made explicit provision for the
states' responsibility for controls over the term
'university' and degree titles. The mechanism by which
Victoria manages approval is set out in the Tertiary
Education Act 1993.
With an increasing number of private providers within
the state and further privately provided programs
expected, it is important that the responsible minister be
in a position to monitor the overall level and nature of
provision to plan for the strategic development of
higher education. This will require provision of basic
statistical information relating to student enrolments in
various areas of study and other matters as may be
required from time to time for the effective
coordination of higher education.
The Tertiary Education Act currently provides a power
for the minister to obtain such information from
government-funded post-secondary institutions but
does not extend to private providers. This bill will
provide the necessary power.

ADJOURNMENT
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Steps are being taken to specify in greater detail the
procedures and criteria through which applications for
approval to operate as a private university will be
assessed. This action follows a legislative review of
implementation of competition policy last year.
Decisions to approve private universities to operate in
Victoria are made by order published in the
Government Gazette. To ensure that the public is fully
informed on a continuing basis about such approvals,
arrangements will be made to include in the schedule to
the Tertiary Education Act which lists Victorian
universities, a note listing any private universities
authorised to operate within the state.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HAMILTON
(MorweU).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 12 March.
Remaining business postponed on motion of Mrs TEHAN
(Minister for Conservation and Land Management).

ADJOURNMENT
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Crown Casino: tax concessions
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I raise a matter
for the attention of the Premier. I seek from the Premier
an assurance that no deals, either formal or informal,
have been undertaken with the principals of Crown
Casino, Mr Lloyd Williams and Mr Ron Walker, or any
other persons associated with Crown Casino
concerning the proposal to reduce the arrangements
between the state government and the casino on the
high-roller tax, which is also known as the super tax.
I refer particularly to the statement from Crown that it
was envisaged that the high-roller tax would not apply
to gaming revenue. The key issue is how Crown got the
impression that it had an understanding that the
high-roller tax would be reduced when there was
already in place legislation to ensure that the tax would
be paid at a certain level. How did it make that
statement? How did it come to believe there were
arrangements in place to reduce the high-roller tax?
I would like the Premier to tell the house that there were
no deals, no informal arrangements and no discussions
concerning the Premier bringing in legislation to reduce
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the high-roller tax. Honourable members need to be
assured that there is a proper process for these
arrangements and there are no informal arrangements
that would allow the Premier to do a deal and say,
'Trust me! I will deliver it, I will go to Parliament and I
will get the legislation changed. I will convince cabinet
to reduce the high-roller tax'. That is obviously what
Crown believed to be the case, and why it put the
statement out saying it had an implicit understanding
about these matters.
The Premier needs to explain what went on, what
discussions were held and whether there were agreed
arrangements. If there were agreed arrangements, he
should explain to the house his version of events so that
honourable members and the public can be assured that
things are done above board - as they are supposed to
be done - and involve the Victorian Casino and
Gaming Authority, the cabinet sub-committee and the
cabinet - not just the Premier having lunch with the
principals of Crown Casino.
On an examination of the statement from Crown that
appears to be the case. The Premier should come into
the house and explain what led to the statement by
Crown that there was some arrangement about a
reduction in the high-roller tax.

Public transport: automatic ticketing
Mr ROWE (Cranbourne) - Will the Minister for
Transport advise the house and the public of the
validity or otherwise of repeated claims and assertions
by the honourable member for Thomastown regarding
the effective operation and possible vandalism of the
automatic ticketing system.
Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the adjournment debate is for raising matters
of government administration. It is not question time.
The honourable member for Cranboume has
asked-The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - What is

your point of order?
Mr Batchelor - The point of order is that it is not a
time to ask questions of the minister.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) -

I do not

uphold the point of order.
Mr ROWE - Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. I
raise the matter because the claims made by the
honourable member for Thomastown are causing
concern in the community, particularly in my electorate
where people are not sure whether they can purchase
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tickets using the automatic ticketing machine or one of
the other methods available. Many of the honourable
member's claims in the past about the PTC and the
public transport system have been false, baseless and
designed largely to mislead the public and cause
concern about the safety, effectiveness, viability and
useability of the ticketing system.
Contrary to the honourable member's claims, by using
the service I have found that it is providing an excellent
service for people in Cranbourne. The automatic
ticketing system is working very well. People have
access not only to the automatic ticketing system but
also to the telephone purchasing system, the mail-out
system, the office system and agents. From speaking
wi th passengers on the system and in the work that I do
with the Minister for Transport I am fmding that the
system is working well. The public is accepting it well.
It is very easy to use, in fact much easier than the City
of Melbourne's new parking machines. It took me a
little time to work those out. I call on the minister to
dispel any doubts the public may have because of the
irresponsible ramblings of the honourable member for
Thomastown.

Crown Casino: second hotel tower
Mr BRUMBY (leader of the Opposition) - Will
the Premier investigate as a matter of urgency the
timing of the government's knowledge of the Crown
Casino decision not to proceed with the second hotel
tower. The December prospectus for Crown's
$146 million rights issue stated that - -

Mr E. R. Smith - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, I thought the rules of the adjournment debate
precluded members being able to raise the same subject
twice. I ask you to rule the Leader of the Opposition out
of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - I do not
uphold the point of order. The Leader of the Opposition
is raising a different matter about the Crown Casino
tower. That was not the matter raised by the honourable
member for Williamstown.

i

Mr BRUMBY - Thank you for your ruling,
Mr Acting Speaker. The exact wording in the
prospectus is:
The company expects to commence development of the
proposed southern hotel tower by mid-I998.

Part of the explanation for the rights issue was to
improve Crown's fmancial position so that it could
proceed with the second tower development. After
being out for two months stating that the expected
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development of the tower would be complete by
mid-1998 the prospectus closed on Friday, 6 February.
However, on Monday, 9 February - the next working
day - according to the Australian Financial Review
Mr Lloyd Williams wrote to the Minister for Gaming.
Mr Hallam, to inform him:
... the company cannot proceed with the construction of the
lyric theatre or the southern tower of the hotel.

What an extraordinary tale! The prospectus had been
out for the best part of two months, and it said that the
tower would be built and completed by the middle of
1998, and that money was needed to help do it.
Mr McArthur - I raise a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, in relation to relevance of this matter to the
adjournment debate. All the Leader of the Opposition
has discussed so far are matters relating to commercial
law and issues relating to a prospectus on rights. These
are properly matters concerning the Companies Code
and are federal issues. They do not relate to state
government responsibility, and I suggest they should be
raised elsewhere.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order! I
do not uphold the point of order.
Mr BRUMBY - This would have stunned the
investors who had just injected $146 million into
Crown's bottom line and were unaware that the Crown
prospectus was simply a fantasy designed to lure them
into believing that Crown could meet its contractual
obligations. It would have stunned them, that is, if
Mr Williams had bothered to tell them.

I ask the Premier to investigate this matter urgently and
to confirm exactly when the Minister for Gaming, any
other members of the government and the Victorian
Casino and Gaming Authority first became aware of
Crown's decision not to proceed with the construction
of the southern tower.

Moira: accounting standards
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government a matter concerning the Shire of Moira.
Public reporting of difficulties experienced by the shire,
as detailed in the Salisbury report commissioned by the
elected councillors, resulted in the making of a number
of allegations that have been widely reported. These
include the main claim that expenditure exceeded
revenue by $17.5 million between November 1994 and
30 June 1997. This has impacted on the net asset base
of the council by reducing investments and increasing
debt.
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The $17.5 million so-called black hole has been widely
reported by the media, and as recently as last night on
WIN TV it was claimed:
In the last three months the Moira shire in north-eastem
Victoria has become the case study, showing what happens
when things go horribly wrong in local government. After
amalgamation and the reign of commissioners, councillors
were re-elected to discover that their shire was in a
$17.5 million black hole.

I note that during the period under review accounting
standards changed as a result of the adopting of
AAS27. A booklet prepared by Coopers and Lybrand
entitled 'Commentary on 1996-97 results of local
authorities' was circulated widely in October or
November to municipalities throughout the state and to
the media. I ask the minister to advise, firstly, whether
the $17.5 mill ion black hole is an accurate indication of
the problem in the Shire ofMoira. When is the
Auditor-General's report on Moim shire in particular
and local government authorities in general due, and
what steps might the minister be considering to again
bring to the attention of both municipalities and the
media the Coopers and Lybrand report on the AAS27
accounting standards?

Crown Casino: property trust
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I direct to the attention of
the Premier the need for an urgent investigation of
serious allegations that were raised in today's
Australian Financial Review regarding the dates on
which the Minister for Gaming, Mr Hallam, in another
place and the Victorian Casino and Gaming Authority
were informed about certain decisions made by Crown
Casino in relation to the restructuring of its asset
portfolio.

The key issue I ask the Premier to investigate is the date
on which the Victorian Casino and Gaming Authority
and the Minister for Finance and Minister for Gaming
were informed about Crown's decision to spin offits
assets into a list of property trusts, and whether they
knew before the Australian Stock Exchange knew. The
claim has been made that the minister's office
confirmed that the property trust submission from
Crown was received on 11 February 1998, which is a
week before Crown informed its shareholders.
According to the Australian Financial Review the
minister's office confinned three times in 24 hours that
the report was received on 11 February. However,
yesterday the minister's office changed its story to fit
with Crown's version that the submission was received
on 18 February, the same day the stock exchange was
told.
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The Premier needs to investigate this complete
somersault because it smells of collusion. It would
appear that the minister has changed his story to fit with
Crown's version. Crown has breached ASC rules ifit is
indeed the case that it informed the government prior to
informing its shareholders. It is important to investigate
this matter, because if the minister received information
about Crown's plans before the stock exchange was
informed it is a clear breach of both disclosure laws and
ASC laws.
More importantly, the Premier has to investigate
whether the minister has colluded with Crown to
amend the dates in relation to notification, because this
would have serious ramifications. If the minister knew
about Crown's plans before the stock exchange knew
there was at least potential there for the minister to
release that information, giving current investigators the
opportunity to sell out before that information became
public, and that smacks of insider trading. That is why
this matter must be investigated immediately by the
Premier.

Housing: Shepparton
Mr KILGOUR (Shepparton) - I raise with the
Minister for Housing the matter of a supposed housing
sell-off in country Victoria that the shadow Minister for
Housing has broached. I have found that things are
quite different from what is contained in the lies and
innuendo that have resulted from the shadow minister
saying that the Victorian government sell-off of public
housing is continuing unabated That differs completely
from what is happening in my electorate, and it is
obvious the shadow minister has not bothered to find
out the truth from the department, as I have done. I
have found that although the department is selling off
some of the older stock, it is replacing it with many
more much better dwellings.
I bring to the attention of the house the request of
Mr and Mrs Carli, who came to see me the other day.
They live in a house built in the 1950s and they wanted
the department to repair it.
Honourable members interjecting.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order!
Would the Leader of the Opposition and the minister
find some other place to have their conversation? I want
to hear the honourable member for Shepparton.

Mr KILGOUR - If the Leader of the Opposition
shows his ignorance by not listening to somebody who
is prepared to listen to him, we cannot do much about
it.
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Mr and Mrs Carli want to stay in their home, but the
Department of Human SeIVices said that because the
house is about 50 years old the amount that would have
to be expended to repair it made repairing it not worth
while. The department said it would be happy to
consider moving Mr and Mrs Carli into a better
dwelling in another part in town. However, I ask the
minister if it would be possible for Mr and Mrs Carli to
arrange to purchase the property so they can continue to
live in the house in which they have been living in for
15 years.
Will the minister also assure the people of country
Victoria, as the department has assured me, that the
department is selling off the older stock that is now
worth much less than it was, because the government
does not want to throw good money after bad - it
would rather sell the stock to provide better housing for
the people of country Victoria.

Rail: Box Forest Road crossing, Glenroy
Mr BATCIlELOR (Thomastown) - I ask the
Minister for Transport to act immediately to improve
safety for pedestrians, road users and train drivers at the
Box Forest Road level crossing. The only way to do
that is to immediately install boom gates and implement
the recommendations of a recent RACV report.
The RACV report is a damning indictment of the
government's inaction and neglect. The report cannot
be ignored and neither can the demands of local
residents for the immediate installation of boom gates.
The RACV report indicates that the line markings at the
crossing are in poor condition, that few visual clues are
provided to warn motorists of impending danger, that
the signage and warning signals are inadequate and
need to be improved, and that raised road pavement
devices to warn car drivers of the approaching danger
should be installed. As a fInal indictment of the
government and a demonstration that the government
has a lack of concern for safety the report has
highlighted that safety fencing that had been damaged
in earlier accidents had not yet been repaired.
The government's failure to act decisively and quickly
can be seen only as a demonstration that it is negligent
in the extreme and is seeking to delay these matters to
cause confusion and create political controversy
because its main aim is to try to avoid its responsibility.
This government is negligent by its own actions.
Something could be done about this problem if the
government wanted to, but it does not care about the
safety of people out in the northern suburbs; if it did it
would act irnmediately as I now request.
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Kingston: Cheltenham business
Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - I raise a matter about a
particular property on the corner ofNepean Highway
and Wallingford Street, Cheltenham.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order!
Will the honourable member advise the Chair of the
minister with whom he wants to raise the matter?
Mr LEIGH - With the Minister for Planning and
Local Government. A local councillor is operating an
electrical business outside a residence. If the council
wanted to sell it as a property development in a
residential area, it appears to be a renovation gone
wrong.
It fronts onto the Nepean Highway. The council and I

have had signage pulled down and we have forced him
to cut down the giant trailer he has out the front to
various sizes. He is piling cars out the front and the
backyard is an absolute mess. What is even more
important is that this person is a councillor who I am
sure would not be prepared to do this in his own
community. He has come over to our community and is
making a mess by running his business operations
there.
He is deliberately running as close to the wind as he can
in the way he operates this business. The residents in
this attractive residential area of Cheltenham are sick to
death of the nonsense that has gone on. It is appalling
that any local government official could so misuse his
position in another area and that he could behave and
operate his business like this.
I have no personal animosity towards Mr Russel!. I
have known him over the years and he has never done
me any harm, but microwave ovens have been dumped
at the back of the property, fIve or six cars are parked
on the footpath and elsewhere all over the place and the
trailer that is now out the front is a cut-down version of
what was complained of previously. Although the signs
have been pulled down, it is just a joke.
I am seeking action from the Minister for Planning and
Local Government. The council has done everything it
can to control this character.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order!
What action is the honourable member asking for?
Mr LEIGH - I hope the minister can take some
action against this councillor. Maybe there are some
regulations that we can alter to deal with this
gentleman. It seems that because the property is on a
main highway he can use the frontage to run his
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business operations. Nobody minds people running
businesses from their own homes - that is perfectly
acceptable, provided they do not upset the neighbours.
But that is not what is going on here. As I said, the most
appalling thing about this is that he is a government
official in the municipality next door.
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government. Schools are crying out for these
computers. The minister should listen to the cries and
pleas of the parents and teachers in this state who need
the technology to improve the quality of education in
Victoria.

European wasps
On behalf of the residents of the City of Kingston who
live in that area I suggest he should move his business
to his home area of Bayside and see ifhis own residents
and constituents have the same impression of him that
we have. I seek some indication of the ability ofthe
minister to enforce the regulations.

Mr LEAN (Carrum) - I raise with the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management a serious problem
being experienced by both rural and suburban
Victorians. The sanctity of the good old backyard
barbie is coming under threat from a little pest known
as the European wasp.

Schools: information technology
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Education a matter that
involves reviewing the resources available for
providing computers in schools, given the pathetic,
miserable, stingy, paltry announcement made by the
minister today that the government would put
$6 million into computers compared with the
$18 million being put in by the parents. It brings the
total commitment for computers to $14 mill ion being
contributed by the government compared with a
massive $43 million raised by parents and local
schools.

The government's contribution is paltry. The
$20 million being put in over four years in Victoria is
chickenfeed compared with $90 million over four years
provided by the New South Wales government. But the
worst aspect is the funny money aspect. Of the
$6 million, $5 million is coming out of next year's
budget. It is on the Bankcard!
Despite the record surplus in the state coffers and the
so-called flash fmancial management - -

Mrs Henderson inteIjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order!
The Minister for Housing should contain herself.
Mr MD...DENHALL - It is not as if these
computers are not needed. Schools are crying out for
them. Many schools have a ratio of I computer to 30
students or 1 computer to 20 students - not the ratio of
I computer to 7.5 students in the flash schools being
promoted by the minister.

These arrangements were promised under the
guidelines to be made before the first day of term some four weeks ago. It is stinginess and
maladministration on a grand scale. We need an end to
this sleight-of-hand funding and below-par effort by the

In 1997 the minister established a task force chaired by
the Honourable Phi lip Davis in another place with the
view of trying to establish what could be done about the
European wasp problem.
One of the outcomes of the committee was that a
number of brochures were printed and delivered to
municipalities and schools, and a site was set up on the
Internet as well as a 1800 number for people to ring to
gain knowledge of the wasp and fmd out what they
could do about it. The task force found that we may just
have to live with the European wasp.
A media release on 5 November stated that:
Task force member, the senior entomologist with the South
Australian Research and Development Institute, Mr Dennis
Hopkins, described the position in his state, which first
experienced European wasps in 1978.
After their brief initial occurrence the wasps remained
unnoticed until 1983, and since had been apparent, but not on
a widespread basis.

Mr Hopkins went on to say that the South Australian
approach had been to accept that European wasps were
present, that there was no simple solution to get rid of
them and that the community had to learn to live with
them.
At the moment the European wasp is in the suburbs of
Melbourne, especially around Carrum, in plague
proportions. Recently a constituent of mine, a
Mr Robert Malone, had to move a function he was
holding at his home inside. A Mr Rod Griffiths, who
runs a company - -

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order!
Will the honourable member advise what action he
requires the minister to take?

Mr LEAN - Certainly. I am coming to that. We
have a problem with European wasps. The
Keith Tumbull Research Centre is also looking into the
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wasp problem, and I ask the minister whether she can
infonn us of any movement further down the track with
research at the institute. What has happened since the
task force was established to help eradicate or control
the European wasp?

Housing: high-rise tower demolition
Mr THWAlTES (Albert Park) - I seek an
assurance from the Minister for Housing that the
high-rise public housing towers in my electorate, such
as Park Towers, and the flats in Dorcas Street will not
be demolished.
Mr Leigh intetjected.
Mr THW AlTES - The honourable member for
Mordialloc says I am only worried about votes. I am
concerned that the motivation behind the government's
demolition of high-rise towers is to force public
housing tenants out of inner Melbourne. I consulted
with and conducted a survey of the tenants of Park
Towers and Dorcas Street. I received replies from 118
of the 470 tenants. That is more than 20 per cent, which
for statistical purposes is more than enough to give a
good indication of the prevailing attitude. I am sure
honourable members will be interested in the outcome.
The demolition of Park Towers or its sale for private
housing is opposed by 100 per cent of the residents.
It is important that I give the minister a picture of why

the residents oppose the move. The principal reason is
access to public transport, which 96.6 per cent of the
residents use. Most residents do not have access to a
car, so if they are forced out to the outer suburbs they
will find it impossible to get around They will not be
able to attend schools, hospitals, doctors and so on. As
well, 65 per cent of the residents of Park Towers attend
local clubs, 53 per cent attend local churches, 76 per
cent attend the local library and 53 per cent attend other
local institutions such as the doctor, the market and the
shopping centre.
I will read briefly from a few of the responses. The first
is from a couple who said:
My wife and myself find this area very convenient, and since
we are over 80 years old so, God willing, we would like to
live our days as quietly as possible.

The next response goes to the point the honourable
member for Mordialloc so snidely raised:
I'm appalled that the ordinary Australians, people on low
incomes, are being considered for relocation because the
powers that be have decided that the million-dollar view from
high-rise blocks would be better appreciated by 'rich ...
buggers'. High rise was good enough for the ordinary
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Austra1ians when these suburbs were derelict and no-one
wanted to live in them.

The views were once considered just all right, but they
are in demand now. When it was a derelict suburb,
no-one else wanted to live in it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order!
The honourable member's time has expired.

Responses
Mrs HENDERSON (Minister for Housing) - I
thank the honourable member for Shepparton for
raising the sell-off of public housing. He works very
hard for the public housing tenants in his electorate, and
as the Minister for Housing I appreciate that.
The claim by the shadow spokesperson, the honourable
member for Altona, that there have been, to use her
words, 'massive sell-offs' of public housing, is absolute
nonsense. Not only that, it is extremely mischievous
and does exactly what opposition members like to
do - cause anxiety among people. We are selling
public housing stock as part of our normal asset
management. I remind honourable members that the
Office of Housing owns some 70 000 dwellings. As the
properties reach the end of their financiallifespan we
sell them, which is good and prudent asset
management. Contrary to what the opposition
spokesperson said, every penny of that goes back into
public housing.
I particularly mention the claim that we are selling
masses of houses in Shepparton. Let me assure you,
Mr Acting Speaker, that in the past couple of years we
have put an additional 44 houses back into the City of
Greater Shepparton.
The shadow minister seems to think that by causing
anxiety she will get a run in the press. I point out to
honourable members that in 1992 the Office of
Housing provided direct assistance to
64 204 households, and in 1997 it provided direct
assistance to 68 971. The work the government is doing
in public housing is unprecedented.
Mr Bracks intetjected.

Mrs HENDERSON - The honourable member for
Williamstown will be pleased to know that the waiting
list is shorter than it was when Labor was in
government.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mrs HENDERSON - Not one member of the
opposition backbench raised an issue on behalf of
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constituents tonight. The honourable member for
Shepparton raised the situation ofMr and Mrs Carli,
who live in a house that requires extensive
maintenance. The honourable member suggested that
the Carlis could purchase the house they are living in,
which is something we encourage. Tenants who have
lived in their houses for seven years or more are able to
purchase them, so many of the houses we sell are sold
to tenants. I suggest to the honourable member for
Shepparton that the Carlis may like to pursue that
course.
The honourable member for Albert Park raised the
demolition of high-rise towers in the inner city of
Melbourne. As the house will know, one of the
government's 1996 election commitments was to
demolish one high-rise in the inner city. Substantial
work has been done to prepare for that announcement. I
am concerned that - -

Mr Thwaites inteIjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order!
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has already asked
for action to be taken. I ask him to cease inteIjecting.

Mn IIENDERSON - I am concerned that the
honourable member for Albert Park has surveyed a
number of residents in one of the high-rises in his
electorate - and I understand the honourable member
for Williamstown has done the same in his. To cause
anxiety among the tenants of the high-rise towers by
suggesting that any of the towers will be sold off to a
developer and turned into luxury accommodation is
wrong. It is mischievous of the honourable member to
even suggest that.
You know we will not sell one of the high-rises for
luxury apartments. We will not do as you suggest. You
are mischievous and you are causing anxiety among the
tenants. If you actually cared about your
constituents - -

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) ask the minister to speak through the Chair.

Order! I

Mn IIENDERSON - I will be pleased to. If the
honourable member for Albert Park were seriously
concerned about the tenants of Park Towers or
anywhere else in his electorate by now he would have
telephoned me to ask ifhe could have a chat about what
is happening with the demolition of the high-rises.
I would be only too happy to discuss the issue with the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition. I am disappointed
that he has created this anxiety by running a survey and
not contacting me so that the tenants in his electorate
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might understand clearly that there is no sell-off to a
private developer for luxury apartments.
Mr Thwaites inteIjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order! I
have warned the Deputy Leader of the Opposition once
already. He has asked for action to be taken, and the
minister is providing an answer.
Mrs IIENDERSON - This week is Housing
Week in Victoria Across the state there have been
hundreds of events and dozens of activities. Housing
tenants have been very much involved. It is a week of
celebration. I am disappointed that the honourable
member for Albert Park has chosen to cause anxiety
among his constituents rather than directly raising the
issue with me.

Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - The
honourable member for Thomastown raised with me
the condition of the Box Forest Road crossing on the
Up field railway line. He demanded that boom gates be
installed immediately and said that the government is
negligent in not having already done so. I refer the
honourable member to the adjournment debate as
recorded in yesterday's Hansard where the hypocrisy
of the Labor Party and the point scoring by Mr Kelvin
Thomson, a federal member of Parliament, on this issue
is clearly set out.
The problems surrounding the crossing are not new;
they existed during the 10 years that the Labor Party
was in government in this state. Not only did the Labor
Party ignore the Upfield line crossing, but it also
starved it of maintenance and enhancement funds. As a
result the coalition government has inherited the
problem.

Mr Batchelor -

What are you going to do about it?

Mr COOPER - I again suggest the honourable
member have a look at yesterday's Hansard. The
government is spending $25 million repairing many of
the rail problems left to it by Labor. A part of that is a
new system which includes computerised interlocking
signals on all of the crossings on the Upfield line. The
boom gates cannot be installed independently; they
have to be installed as part of the system.
Mr Robinson inteIjected.
Mr COOPER - That is happening right now,
stupid!

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) The minister should contain himself That is

Order!
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unparliamentary language, and I ask him to withdraw
right now.
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assistance and was infonned he would have to pay a
$7.30 administration charge to receive a refund on a
$5.20 ticket.

Mr COOPER - The 'right now' or the 'stupid'?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order! I
ask him to withdraw 'stupid'.
Mr COOPER - I withdraw and apologise to you,

Mr Acting Speaker. The government is putting in the
system right now and the boom gates are going in with
it. If the honourable member for Thomastown were a
reasonable spokesman on transport and did his
homework he would know the reasons the boom gates
cannot be put in right now.
If the honourable member believes he is representing
the residents of that area properly he should visit them.
I understand there is concern about the crossing prior to
the installation of the boom gates. If the honourable
member for Thomastown and the local MPs were
prepared to approach me and discuss this issue, I might
be prepared to close the level crossing until the boom
gates are installed. If there is a genuine concern about
safety at that intersection until the boom gates are
installed, the PTC will close the crossing because it will
not be until September that the system is in place and
the boom gates are installed.
The honourable member for Thomastown, who for
10 years was part of a government that ignored this
railway line, tried to close it down and starved it of
funds, is now trying to grandstand. Honourable
members know it is nothing more than hypocrisy and
point scoring. He has not done his homework. He does
not understand. All he can do is raise an issue that was
addressed in this house last night. He is trying to catch
up on something that has already been addressed by the
government.
The honourable member for Cranbourne is concerned
about recent claims by the honourable member for
Thomastown on automatic ticketing. He is worried that
the claims have caused concern among public transport
commuters in his electorate and asked me whether I
have investigated the claims. I advise the honourable
member for Cranbourne that I have - my word I have!

In the adjournment debate of 19 February the
honourable member for Thomastown advised that he
had been contacted by a commuter who, on the
previous weekend, had purchased a Metcard ticket
from an automatic ticket selling machine at Mentone
station. The commuter had attempted to validate the
ticket but the machine would not validate it. The
honourable member for Thomastown claimed that the
traveller rang the 1800 Metcard help line to seek

The Onelink consortium and the PTC have investigated
the claim. A log is kept of telephone calls into the help
line and the call summary reports for the two weeks
prior to 19 February were examined. There was no
record of a call being received about this incident
because a name and ticket details were not provided.
On 18 February the honourable member for
Thomastown arrived in a hurry and flurry for the
adjournment debate and advised that at 9.00 p.m. or
thereabouts he had visited Parliament station and found
the automatic ticketing system in a state of almost total
collapse. Among other things - we all know of the
honourable member for Thomastown's wont to say a
lot of things - he said that the larger ticket vending
machines were not accepting coin-only purchases and
neither the validators nor the barriers were working.
The matter has been thoroughly investigated. The facts
are that just prior to 9.00 p.m. that night two ticket
vending machines and a barrier at Parliament station
were deliberately vandalised. When the honourable
member for Thomastown arrived two ticket vending
machines were being replenished with coins by
Arroaguard, as is nonnal at that time of night. The
vandalism had been reported very shortly before the
honourable member for Thomastown arrived at the
station.
If there is anything dirty or underhand in politics the
honourable member for Thomastown has done it or is
thinking about doing it. Honourable members must
question how coincidental it was that the honourable
member for Thomastown arrived at Parliament station
on a sitting night at approximately 9 0' clock just after
the ticketing system had been vandalised. Given the
track record of the honourable member for
Thomastown - the fact that he tried to rig an election
back in 1985, the fact that he has been caught out many
times for not telling the truth - The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order!
The minister will refrain from making imputations
against the honourable member for Thomastown.

Mr COOPER - What a coincidence! The system
at Parliament station had worked perfectly all through
the day, through two peak periods and all through the
night, and just a few minutes before the honourable
member for Thomastown arrived someone vandalised
the system! Further investigations are ongoing - we
will not leave it alone. The station has television
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monitors and people are being interviewed to see
whether further light can be thrown on the incident.

Honourable Phil Davis and his task force in tackling the
problem.

The honourable member for Cranboume raised general
concerns about the system. The ticketing system will be
fully installed by June this year. It is working
satisfactorily and within the parameters set down in the
contract.

We are presenting a report at the Agricultural and
Resource Management Council of Australia and New
Zealand (ARMCANZ), which is currently meeting in
Hobart, to advise Australian resource and agricultural
ministers of the work being done in Victoria so that we
can share the information with our counterparts. Data
is now more widespread throughout the community.
There is now an 1800 telephone number and an
Internet site and brochures are available from the
department and local government providing
infonnation about tracing and spraying nests as well as
advice on the apparatus and chemicals available
through local government.

Ms Gillett inteIjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order!
The honourable member for Werribee has been
inteIjecting consistently. I will not accept any more
inteIjections from her.
Mr COOPER - The government is satisfied that
Melbourne will have a world-class ticketing system in
place that will be accepted by all commuters in
Melbourne.
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - The honourable member for Carrum
has raised with me the increasing number of European
wasps in the suburbs of Melbourne. In spring last year
the same matter was raised, but it related particularly to
the incidence of European wasps in the western part of
Victoria, especially around Ararat. The representations,
particularly by the member for Ballarat Province in the
other place, the Honourable Dick de Fegely, were taken
so seriously that it was decided to conduct a
symposium in Melbourne so that people would bring
together all the information available to see what could
be done to address the problem.
Late last year a meeting was held in Melbourne. It was
attended by people affected by European wasps, local
government representatives, CSIRO scientists working
on the problem and members of the South Australian
Research and Development Institute. Despite obtaining
much worthwhile information it was indicated that we
would be unlikely to fully control or exterminate the
problem. All the advice was to be careful raising
expectations about fmding some solution to this
introduced pest. A mernber for Gippsland Province in
another place, the Honourable Phil Davis, broUght
together a group of experts from the CSIRO and the
South Australian Research and Development Institute
in an endeavour to address the problem.
The news is not good. A continuing briefing watch will
be maintained on biological controls both in Australia
and overseas, but it seems nothing will be available in
the foreseeable future that will resolve the problern. A
better monitoring and assessment process is being
developed but the community must be educated on how
to live with the problem. I commend the work of the

Although I am sympathetic to and recognise the
associated social problem, the one good thing is that
there seems to be no loss in primary production
because of the pests. This nasty social and cultural
problem will continue to be monitored. Although the
government will seek to resolve it, it cannot give any
real hope of seriously controlling or eradicating the
problem.
The honourable members for Williamstown and
Niddrie and the Leader of the Opposition referred to
casinos, dates and times, most of which came from
today's Australian Financial RevieY.'. The matters were
raised in the context of some conspiracy or cover-up
and contained innuendos about personalities at the
casino, in government and at the Victorian Casino and
Gaming Authority. It is typical of the opposition to seek
to take the lowest possible component of a debate and
try to develop a conspiracy theory. I have had it happen
to me in this place. During the week I was appalled to
hear the honourable member for Albert Park casting
aspersions on members of my staff, citing a conspiracy
theory and allegations of criminality. He would not
have the courage to say those things outside this place.
He makes claims about my staff, who are not in a
position to defend their reputations, good character and
everything else they stand for. It is typical of members
of the opposition frontbench. They reduce themselves
to gutter politics in this place and people outside are
unable to defend themselves.
The honourable member for Rodney raised for the
attention of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government the Salisbury report on the Shire ofMoira.
During question time this week the only question the
shadow spokesperson on conservation and land
management asked was, again, on personality politics.
She referred to the role ofMr Gaylard, a former
commissioner at the Shire ofMoira. Her questions
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contained nothing about policy or natural resources; it
was another effort to demean and implicate people such
as Mr Gaylard who are serving this state admirably.
Opposition members cast aspersions in this place where
they have protection from legal action. They are not
prepared to go outside this place and make such
allegations. The honourable member for Rodney asked
when the auditor's report into the Shire ofMoira will be
made available. I shall direct that matter to the attention
of the Minister for Planning and Local Government.
The honourable member for Mordialloc directed to the
Minister for Planning and Local Government the
activities of a City of Bayside councillor who appears
to be conducting a business in a residential area. The
honourable member's description was that some of the
business components were at the side, at the rear and at
the front of the house. That is certainly not compatible
with the high residential standard one would expect of a
house on the Nepean Highway. As the honourable
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member said, one would expect something better by
way of community responsibility from a person
representing a municipality. He asked the minister to
investigate what action could be taken, and I am sure
the minister will give the matter his attention.
The honourable member for Footscray directed to the
attention of the Minister for Education the funding
arrangements for computers in schools. He concluded
his remarks by saying it was a matter of stinginess and
maladministration. That is a curious arrangement of
two nouns; I am not sure whether he sees the
maladministration as being greater than the stinginess,
or the stinginess having led to maladministration!
However, I am sure the minister will listen to the
honourable member, as he has always listened and, no
doubt, will continue to listen.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned S.21 p.m. until Tuesday, 17 March.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. s. J. Plowman) took the chair at
2.06 p.m. and read the prayer.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the house that
the Deputy Premier will be absent from question time
today. I understand the Premier will be handling
questions on his behalf.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Firearms: uniform laws
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I refer
the Premier to his proposal to water down Victoria's
gun laws and to the taxpayer-funded advertisements
which appeared in the weekend newspapers and which
confinn that the Victorian government is planning to
breach the national firearms code in relation to the
28-day cooling-off period. Given that the Prime
Minister has recently called on all state leaders to
recommit to the national agreement at this week's
Premiers conference, will the Premier support the
Prime Minister on this issue or will he continue to
undermine the Prime Minister's leadership?
An Honourable Member money?

Do you collect the

Mr KENNETT (Premier) - No, I don't think I do.
I think the Minister for Youth and Community Services
collects the money! We had a small wager on it, and I
am glad to see we are on the ball!
The Leader of the Opposition, we clearly understand,
is opposed to the changes we propose to introduce. We
also understand, in the unlikely event of the Labor
Party ever forming government in this state, that it will
reverse the changes the government will be putting into
place. We propose a number of minor amendments
that will probably be debated next week. About eight
of the amendments are probably worthy of comment,
and five of those concern issues on which the national
standard is silent - in other words, the national
standard to which we have all agreed does not have a
position on those matters.
Two of the other three amendments have aroused the
particular interest of the opposition. One concerns the
28-day cooling-off period. The national standard of a
28-day cooling-off period still applies when the first
weapon is secured by any member of the community,
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but when a second or third weapon is to be secured if
there is a justifiable reason and if the person seeking the
second weapon obtains the approval of either the police
commissioner or the Registrar of Firearms the weapon
can be obtained sooner than 28 days.
We have looked at the operation of our rules. The rule
we are proposing currently operates in Western
Australia and the Northern Territory. It is a very minor
change and it comes to this Parliament because there
are occasions, although not often, when a person who
has already been deemed to be an honest and
honourable citizen will have a justifiable reason.
The second amendment applies to clay target shooting.
At the moment the Clay Target Association is exempt
and its members are able to use semiautomatic shotguns
at ranges approved for clay target shooting. We are
extending that exemption to members of field and game
clubs who shoot clay targets or wish to, of which there
are about 100. Those people would have to have been
registered as members of the clubs about two years ago.
That rule is also in existence in Western Australia and
the Northern Territory, where it has worked
appropriately.
I would anticipate that this Parliament will deal with the
issue. If at any stage the government had thought that
the amendments would in any way put members of the
public at risk, it would not have proceeded with them.
The government does not believe that to be the case.
The government notes the position of the ALP.
Honourable members interyecting.
Mr KENNETf - Its members are opposing these
changes and no doubt if they were elected to
government they would seek to reverse them.

As the Prime Minister has sought to put this matter on
the agenda, I expect we will be discussing it amicably
at the Premier's conference on Friday, and I would
imagine that we will proceed to debate the bill in this
Parliament next week.

Arts: attendances
Mrs PEULICH (Bentleigh) - Given the priority
the government places on rejuvenating the arts in
.
Victoria, can the Premier inform the house whether thiS
year has seen any substantial change in box-office
attendances?
Honourable members interyecting.
Mr KENNETf (Premier) - I note the ridicule
from members of the opposition, who have never had
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any appreciation of the arts in this state or supported
their development. The government is supporting the
arts in two predominant ways. The first is a major
investment in capital infrastructure - witnessed by the
new museum currently being built behind the
Exhibition Building, the major undertaking at the State
Library and the changes proposed for the National
Gallery of Victoria with the new Federation Square
being built.
The other aspect of the arts being supported by the
government, which is just as important, is the artists
and those associated with them, whether they be in the
creative arts or the perfonning arts. It should be
remembered that this is a very large industry. It is quite
clear that the Labor Party has long ignored the arts in
this state, not only when it has been in government but
also in opposition. Last year all around Australia there
seemed to be a dramatic fall-off in public attendances
at both the perfonning arts and the visual arts.
I am happy to say that this year there has been a major
change. The situation has been helped by the
government removing the entry fee for the National
Gallery; we are now getting more than 1 million people
a year visiting that facility. We are also assisting by
bringing young people from rural Victoria down to the
city to partake in activities at the National Gallery and
other arts venues such as the Australian Ballet School
and so on. This activity is proving very rewarding for
those who are coming from rural Victoria to the city.
The Melbourne Theatre Company has seen a 4.5 per
cent increase in ticket sales - an increase of about
50 000 people. The Melbourne Symphony Orchestra
now has 18 000 subscribers. The MSO is a major
institution in this state, and its new conductor is about
to start his three-year commitment to the orchestra. I
should also mention that the Australian Ballet has seen
a 19 per cent increase - Mr Hulls interjected.
Mr KENNETT - I can understand the honourable
member for Niddrie ridiculing the arts because in his
time here he has never made a constructive contribution
to any industry that employs or adds to the levels of
confidence in this state or, in particular, has anything to
do with culture.

The Australian Ballet's total Victorian ticket sales
increased by 19 per cent last season; the highest
increase of any state in Australia. Last weekend the
Australian Opera opened its Victorian season. This is
its first full season in Melbourne since the merger with
the Victoria State Opera. I have to say the opposition
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leader, although quite late, eventually saw the program,
and I am sure he would agree with me that the
production of Madame Butterfly was without doubt
one of the best in a long time. In particular Cheryl
Barker, who is a soprano from Geelong, performed
brilliantly. The Australian Opera is also on target to
achieve record ticket sales this season.
This augurs well for Victoria. It also recognises that
there is a high level of confidence in the state. People
will continue to support the various arts in this state if
Victoria has the capital infrastructure and the
opportunity for artists to be able to perform. I am
pleased that this government has consistently worked
with the arts over the past six years and will continue to
do so for many years to come.

Mercy Hospital for Women
Ms CAMPBELL (pascoe Vale) - I refer the
Minister for Community Services, representing the
Minister for Health, to the government's decision to
tender out the postnatal depression services offered at
the Mercy hospital's mother-baby unit. Can the
minister guarantee that the unit and its highly qualified
staff will remain intact and be located in an obstetric
hospital and that mothers and babies will not be located
in psychiatric units?
Dr NAPTlDNE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - Obviously, services for
mothers and babies are important services that this
government treats as being of great significance. The
services provided in prenatal care, during the birthing
process, postnatal care and maternal and child health
are part of an integrated range of services.
At times some mothers and their children require
additional specialist services, and that is the sort of
service provided by this unit. The government is
committed to providing those high quality services.
Through the process that will be undergone - and far
be it from me or the Minister for Health to pre-empt
the process - it is important that we recognise that
these services are of vital importance. They will be
continued and enhanced as a result of this process.

Information technology: knowledge-based
industries
Mr PATERSON (South Barwon)- Will the
Minister for Multimedia inform the house of the
innovative programs the government has put into place
to ensure that all Victorians share in the benefits that
will flow from the new knowledge-based industries that
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have been highlighted by the current visit to Australia
by the CEO of Microsoft, Bill Gates?
Mr STOCKDALE (Minister for Multimedia)- I
thank the honourable member for his question as 1 am
well aware of his interest in the 21 st century sunrise
industries which are becoming such an important
feature of the Victorian economy and which are
working well for the government. As most honourable
members will be aware, yesterday the Premier and I
met with Mr Bill Gates, chairman and chief executive
officer of Microsoft, one of the world's leading
exponents of the advantages of technology that we are
in the course of implementing. Victoria was pleased to
have the opportunity to host, at the request of
Microsoft, a meeting between heads of government and
the information ministers from Australian states prior to
the World Economic Forum dinner held last night.
It is significant to record for both the house and the
people of Victoria that not only in those fora but also in
the Empowennent 2001 major address he gave to a
conference attended by representatives of more than
50 nations recently in the USA Mr Gates singled out
Victoria among a small number of jurisdictions around
the world which are leading examples of the
application of 21 st century communications
technology and, in particular, the Internet. He singled
out three specific projects that the government has
initiated. They include the wide area network that we
have undertaken to connect all schools or libraries and
other facilities into a seamless broad band
communications network to enable to-any-point
communication within 3100 places of business and
state activities throughout Victoria.

Mr Hamilton - You wouldn't have a monopoly,
without competition, would you!
Mr STOCKDALE - I take up that interjection.
The government actually initiated this project and there
certainly was no monopoly. There was vigorous
bidding from all the areas capable of implementing that
service. The contract has been awarded to AAP
Telecommunications. I am sure the honourable member
keeps up-to-date with those initiatives which have been
well publicised in the media. They are working hand-in-hand with the other carriers to install that network
quickly. It is anticipated that by the end ofthis year all
schools with perhaps only a few minor exceptions will
be connected into that network.
Mr Gates also singled out the government's electronic
service delivery system of which Maxi is part.
Mr Gates, who has a particular interest in the
application of technology in education - and perhaps
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most importantly for the Leader of the Opposition who
likes to indulge in rhetoric about the importance of
education - singled out Victoria as the best example
in the world of the application of information
technology in schools. He made that point not only to
Australian audiences but to the worldwide audience
through the reporting on the Internet of his speech to
Empowennent 200 1.
In relation to electronic service delivery, to the use of
technology in schools - whether it may be the creation
of incubators to take good ideas from bright, young
technology developers to the commercial product stage,
whether it be the schools net program which will train
40 000 people who we expect to pass on those skills in
using computers and the Internet to other citizens, or
whether it is ranking Victoria with Singapore as the
best examples outside the USA - Mr Gates has
provided a ringing endorsement of the emphasis the
government is giving to information technology and
multimedia. He recognised that not only in planning but
in the actual product on the ground Victoria is a leader
of international significance in the development of
those activities. Indeed, Mr Gates last night in public
appearances described Victoria and Singapore as the
leading examples. It is interesting to reflect on the fact
that only last week the government received a
delegation from Singapore which had travelled here to
update its members on what is happening in Victoria.
They were certainly impressed with the achievements
of the Victorian community.
I notice the total indifference of the Leader of the
Opposition, but he is a recent convert to the importance
of information technology.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Treasurer has been
speaking for 4 Yz minutes. I ask him to wind up his
answer.

Mr STOCKDALE - In his recent landmark
address to the state ALP council the Leader of the
Opposition purported to embrace information
technology as one of the key challenges facing any
future Labor government. Therefore, he might like to
explain to the house how it was that in 1996 he said to
the same forum:
Information technology will continue to revolutionise
important industry sectors. Whole businesses will disappear ...

Yet, this year his message was:
... relying on multimedia for some Melbourne media
revolution is unrealistic ... it is unlikely Melbourne will ever
be a world leader in this field. Much of the government
money eannarked for this project will be used--
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The SPEAKER - Order! The Treasurer's response
is now not relevant to the question asked. I ask him to
complete his answer.
Mr STOCKDALE - The people of Victoria have
a clear choice: they can accept what Bill Gates has been
telling them over the airwaves and in the media today
with all the authority he invests behind his
commendation for the government's programs, or they
can accept the niggling criticisms of the Leader of the
Opposition in 1996 and his apparent conversion on the
way to the next election.

Schools: information technology
Mr MaDENHALL (Footscray) - I refer the
Minister for Education to his statement in the house on
26 February that money to schools for computer
technology will be provided to schools consistent with
the previous scheme on a $1-for-$3 basis, meaning that
for every $3 raised by a school the government has
promised to put in $1. Is it not a fact that in breach of
that promise, $10 million which has been raised by
parents will not be matched by any government
funding?
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I must say I
feel sorry for poor old Brucey; he is a poor, pathetic
person! No wonder the honourable member is being
opposed in the preselection for his seat. The
government has a clear policy to support schools in
their use of technology - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! There has been a bit of a
slap from both sides. We might now return to the
answer.
Mr GUDE - The government has a clear policy. It
is committing some $20 million on a $1-for-$3 basis to
our schools. I am proud of the fact that Victoria is
leading Australia in the student-to-computer ratio as
well as in the amount of funds being put out through
recurrent funding to train our teachers in the learning
technologies. About $56 million is being committed to
train 6000 teachers a year.

I can well understand the embarrassment of the
opposition because of the success of this program.
Additionally, it does not like the-Mr Thwaites-On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the minister is now debating the question instead of
relating his answer to the question asked - that is,
whether $10 million of parents' money will not be
matched by government funding.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The minister, on the
question.
Mr GUDE - That issue has already been
answered. Had the honourable member not been
jabbering like a monkey he may have learnt something.
The government has a clear commitment to get
information technology into our schools. Through its
maintenance programs the government is wiring and
rewiring schools. It is putting an unprecedented number
of multimedia computers into our schools, as the
Treasurer has just said. With the involvement of the
wide area net we are also interfacing our schools in a
way that is the envy of every other school system in
Australia.
Mr Brumby - I raise a point of order on the
question of relevance, Mr Speaker. The Minister for
Education is now debating the question. He was asked
specifically about the $10 million which has been
raised by parents and whether that is being matched by
the government. The question was specific, yet at no
stage has he answered it.
The SPEAKER - Order! I cannot uphold the point
oforder--

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Previously the minister
was beginning to debate the question. He is now back
on the question and his response is relevant to the
provision of computer equipment to schools. I do not
uphold the point of order.
Mr GUDE- The opposition's nervousness on this
matter is interesting. I can well understand its
embarrassment, because when it lost office the
computer-to-student ratio was 1 to 16. There were no
programs in place to get more computers into our
schools or to train our teachers in the use of the
technology, and there were no connections with the
multimedia infonnation technology industry. The
industry is now working closely with school
communities to ensure that the state has and will
continue to have the best education infonnation
highway in the country.

East Gippsland: fire rehabilitation plan
Mr TREASURE (Gippsland East)- Will the
Minister for Conservation and Land Management
outline the details of the rehabilitation plan for the
Caledonia River region following the recent incidence
of fire in the region?

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Tuesday, J 7 March J 998

ASSEMBLY

Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - I thank the honourable member for
Gippsland East for his question and his obvious interest
in the rehabilitation plan to overcome the effects of the
fire, which started on 31 December 1997 in the
Caledonia River region. While we applaud the efforts
of the Department of Natural Resources and
Environment and the CF A in fighting that fire, I point
out that 32000 hectares was burnt, mainly in the Alpine
National Park but also in parts of the state forest, where
a considerable amount of timber was burnt.
On the fourth day, when it was obvious that the fire
was serious, planning began for the rehabilitation of
the area that had been damaged predominantly as a
result of fire suppression activities. Substantial work
has been done over the past six to eight weeks to
prepare the plan. It has been prepared consistent with
the code of practice for fire management on public
land. The rehabilitation plan clearly sets out the
priorities, including what needs to be done in the
sensitive areas that have been affected by the fire and,
in particular, by the fire suppression activities.
Of course, soil stabilisation is the main requirement.
We all know that after a fire the resulting exposed
land -land that has been impacted on by tractors and
sometimes by helicopter landings - means that there is
a huge possibility for soil slippage, especially following
the first rains after a very dry period. Protecting the
stability of the soil, and therefore limiting the impact on
streams and rivers, is a key part of the rehabilitation
plan. Other key issues include replacing fencing and
watching for any infestation of weeds as a result of soil
being disturbed.
I commend to members the rehabilitation plan prepared
for the Hayfield district in report no. 31 on the fire in
the Caledonia region, which has been prepared by the
Department of Natural Resources and Environment
with the assistance of Parks Victoria. It shows that
Victoria not only has an excellent record in fire
prevention and firefighting but uses all its skills and
takes very seriously its obligation to rehabilitate areas
affected by fire.

East Gippslaod: illegalloggiog
Ms GARBUTT (Bundoora) - I refer the Minister
for Conservation and Land Management to the fact that
her department has sanctioned logging operations in
areas in East Gippsland that are protected by the
Heritage Rivers Act, which was passed in 1992 with the
full support of the Liberal and National parties. I ask the
minister what action she is taking to stop the illegal
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logging and to uphold the integrity of the Heritage
Rivers Act.
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management)- We will miss Sherryl when Mary
comes and takes her position on the front bench!
Honourable members interjecting.

Mrs TEHAN - The honourable member asked
about a finding in the Magistrates Court in Moe in the
matter of the Crown and Senator Bob Brown arising
from an interpretation of the Heritage Rivers Act. That
act was passed by the Labor government after the
former Minister for Water Resources. Mr Crabb,
hurriedly introduced it in the autumn of 1992 in
anticipation of an election.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs TEHAN - It arose from recommendations
made by the former Land Conservation Council on
protecting our rivers. The legislation was drafted so
badly and introduced so hurriedly that it has created
uncertainty, which is why Senator Bob Brown has been
able to enter a plea of uncertainty about its operation.
As I have said, the timber and the timber industry in
East Gippsland are of vital concern to the government.
We fully support job creation, and we fully support the
economy of and the industry in East Gippsland.
That is more than I can say for the Leader of the
Opposition, who scorns the timber industry in East
Gippsland.

Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition should cease interjecting and using first
names across the table.

Mrs TEHAN - As was shown in the Magistrates
Court in Moe, the legislation is open to interpretation.
As one would expect, the magistrate gave the benefit of
the doubt to the defendant, Senator Bob Brown. We
will be appealing that decision because we think it is
wrong in law. When one examines the legislation
passed by the previous government, which was
supported in principle by the then opposition, one finds
that its technical interpretation was poorly explained to
the house. When we look again at that piece of Labor
legislation, we will probably need to rectify the
uncertainties it contains.
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Youth: juvenile justice facilities
Mr DIXON (Dromana) - I ask the Minister for
Youth and Community Services to advise the house of
the progress of the extensive capital redevelopment
program which is transfonningjuvenile justice facilities
in the state.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - I thank the honourable
member for his question and his interest in the facilities.
When the coalition was elected in October 1992, it
unfortunately inherited outdated and Dickensian-style
facilities for young juvenile offenders across Victoria.
Indeed, the facilities could only be described as
appalling. Despite its 10 years in office and all its
rhetoric about social justice and care for people in need,
the facilities the Labor government provided for young
juvenile offenders, both male and female, could be
described as the worst of anywhere in the Western
world.
Since then this government, despite facing significant
budgetary constraints, has significantly invested in
major upgrades of those facilities. In 1994 the
government opened a new Melbourne juvenile justice
centre at a cost of$13.5 million to replace the old
Turana youth training centre. Anybody who had seen
the outmoded and inappropriate centre at Turana
would not have shed a tear over its passing.
The $13.5 million Melbourne Juvenile Justice Centre
provides facilities for young male offenders aged 14 to
16 years. On 4 March I had the pleasure of opening the
new Malmsbury Juvenile Justice Centre, a
$12.6 million facility providing accommodation for up
to 74 young male offenders aged 17 to 21 years. This
modem facility has four accommodation units and two
training units to help those young men return to society.
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the introduction of drug and alcohol and other health
programs has a positive effect on those young men.
In addition to those two facilities the government has
recently funded the building of a $14.25 million
Parkville Youth Residential Centre, which will provide
custodial accommodation for 10 to 14-year-old males
and 10 to 20-year-old females. Building commenced
just recently and will be finished in 1999.

By building the Melbourne and Malmsbury juvenile
justice centres and now the Parkville Youth Residential
Centre the government has completely refurbished the
juvenile justice facilities it inherited from the previous
Labor government. That government did not care about
that vulnerable group of young people who had
certainly committed offences and been brought before
the law but who needed a chance to rebuild their lives.
The previous Labor government pretended it cared
about them and talked about social justice. but it was
nothing more than hollow rhetoric. It did not care and it
did not deliver! We on this side of the house have
turned Labor's hollow rhetoric into action. We are
providing facilities for those young people. We say to
them, , Yes, we know you have done something wrong,
but as a community we are prepared to invest in
facilities that will give you the opportunity to make
something of yourself .
The government has provided the programs and
worked with the TAFE facilities and health programs
so that these young people have a chance to rehabilitate
their lives. This is something the government cares
about very dearly. It has not just talked about it, it has
done something about. The three facilities are a
testament to this government, to the previous minister,
the honourable member for Bendigo East, who led the
way, and the work that I have been pleased to be able to
do to follow that excellent work.

The refurbished facilities provide programs in health
education and training. The centre provides a balance
between security and safety for the community and an
appropriate degree of control and supervision of the
young men while providing them with much-needed
rehabilitation opportunities. It is important that they be
given the opportunity to redirect their lives, to turn
away from lives of crime and to understand that what
they did is wrong. They must be provided with the
skills and ability to return to society and make a
productive contribution to society.

Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I refer the
Minister for Education to the fact that of the 21 primary
schools in the seats ofBellarine and Geelong more than
half have classes of more than 30. Will the minister
take action to immediately reduce those class sizes or
will he continue to underfund schools and force them
into the position where they can only reduce class sizes
by cutting out basic educational activities like art and
physical education?

The partnership that has been developed between the
Malmsbury Juvenile Justice Centre and the Bendigo
Regional Institute ofTAFE is very positive. Similarly,

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education)-I had better
go to Footscray and campaign for the poor fellow! I
know you are being opposed for preselection.

Schools: class sizes
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Obviously this is contrived to allow you to ask enough
questions so you do not look completely stupid.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will address
the Chair.
Mr GUDE - Only 7.1 per cent of all Victorian
classes have more than 30 students. I am advised that in
each of those classrooms more than one teacher is
involved. In other words, team teaching and other
support staff are part of the process. I also inform the
house that the funding in primary schools is on the basis
of I teacher for every 21 students. The funding in
secondary schools is 1 teacher for every 16 students. It
is up to each school to configure its class arrangements
to best meet the perceived needs in its community. In
many instances specialist teachers are involved,
whether it be in reading recovery, sport, music, art or
whatever. When those support teachers are in the
classroom, the classroom teacher has the opportunity
for time away from duty, for correction, for preparation
or to be involved in team teaching. According to the
Australian Bureau of Statistics - where we are
comparing apples with apples - the national average
teacher-student ratio is 15 to 3. In Victoria it is 15 to 2.

Housing: Kensington high-rise tower
Mrs McGILL (Oakleigh) - Will the Minister for
Housing inform the house of the process for relocating
tenants from the Kensington high-rise tower which was
recently announced would be demolished?
Mrs HENDERSON (Minister for Housing) - The
house would be aware that recently I announced that a
high-rise building on the Kensington estate would be
demolished. I also announced that there would be a
complete redevelopment of the entire Kensington
estate. That is very good news for public housing
tenants and for Victoria. The estate has 727 units on
approximately 6 hectares. There are three densely
populated towers. One tower will be demolished, the
other family tower will be refurbished, and
refurbishment of the older persons' tower will be
completed. I am very pleased that the honourable
member for Malvern has accepted my invitation to
head an advisory committee to work in conjunction
with the tenants and other stakeholders to develop a
redevelopment plan for the future. The redevelopment
will provide low-rise housing, the reintroduction of
public streets onto the estate, and a much better mix of
public and private housing.
The relocation of about 108 households from the tower
will be required over the next six months. The
government has given a commitment that older people
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will be relocated in the Kensington area and that the
other tenants will be relocated in inner western suburbs
such as Flemington, Ascot Vale, North Melbourne and
so on. It concerns me that the shadow spokesperson on
housing, although reasonably well informed, is still
claiming that families wiIl be moved out as far as
Melton. That claim is absolutely wrong. Tenants will
be relocated only in the inner western region. If people
want to relocate to other high-rise towers on the estate
that will, of course, be done. We certainly will not be
forcing anyone into other high rises.
The Office of Housing will meet the costs of removals
and relocation, the connection of services such as gas
and electricity, the cost of mail redirection and, for
older people and people with disabilities, assistance
with packing and unpacking. I am concerned that the
opposition has deliberately been using incorrect and
exaggerated figures on the cost of the refurbishment of
the tower to be demolished.
Not only is the figure the opposition has been quoting
wrong by a huge margin but also it has misstated the
nature and timing of the refurbishment. The honourable
member for Aitona, the shadow Minister for Housing,
has been irresponsible and wrong in the extreme
because through the press she has claimed that over the
past 18 months the government has wasted $2 million
refitting the tower. Since January 1997 total
expenditure on improving the tower is $186 955. Most
of the work centred around safety issues. A proportion
of the amount was spent on the provision of adequate
heating to ensure warmth during the coming winter
months. The thoughtless grandstanding by the
honourable member for Aitona is disgraceful. She has
obviously plucked the $2-million figure out of the air
just to get a headline. It clearly demonstrates that
nothing has changed for members of the opposition:
when it comes to fmancial matters they are totally
irresponsible.
The opposition should be putting its energy into
developing housing policy to find solutions for people
living in public housing. The grandstanding by the
honourable member for Aitona has done nothing to
appease anxiety or to look after tenants.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister has been
speaking for almost 5 minutes.

Mn HENDERSON - In summary, the relocation
process for public housing tenants moving from the
soon-to-be-demolished Kensington high-rise will be
carried out sensitively and with the utmost care. The
government will have an opportunity to redevelop the
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entire estate for the future of Victorians and the future
of public housing tenants.
The SPEAKER - Order! Time for raising
questions without notice has expired.
Mr Haermeyer interjected.
Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
under previous rulings given by yourself and previous
Speakers ministers have been required to contain their
answer within a specified time frame. You, Sir, drew
that ruling to the attention of the minister on at least
three or four occasions. It was not expected the minister
would defy the Chair. She has continued her answer
with the effect of precluding the opposition from asking
another question, which was her purpose. The
opposition seeks your guidance. If members of the
government will not abide by the standing orders and
your instructions today, what are we to do?
The SPEAKER - Order! Standing orders lay
down the time during which questions will or can be
asked on Tuesday, which is 45 minutes. I agree with the
honourable member for Thomastown that on two
occasions the Chair had requested the minister to
complete her answer. The Chair cannot demand that the
minister complete her answer. However, I ask ministers
to cooperate and to try to keep their answers to
4 minutes maximum. We have had 10 questions today,
which is not a bad average. The questions and answers
have been better than they often are. There is no point
of order.

provided to ensure a properly resourced, high quality system
of public education.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.
By Mr Spry (1619 signatures)

Laid on table.

VICTORIAN WORKCOVER AUTHORITY
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) presented report for six
montbs ended 31 December 1997.
Laid on table.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 1
Mr RY AN (Gippsland South) presented Alert Digest
No. 1 of 1998 on:
Arts Acts (Statute Law Revision) Bill
Education (Teacbers) Bill
Financial Management (Amendment) Bill
Fire and Emergency Services Acts (Amendment) Bill
Firearms (Amendment) Bill
Geographic Place Names Bill
Healtb Acts (Statute Law Revision) Bill

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

Education: funding
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth:
that access to quality education is a basic right of
every child/student;

Public Prosecutions (Amendment) Bill
Retan Tenancies Reform Bill
Summary Offences (Amendment) Bill
Tertiary Education (Amendment) Bill
Trans-Tasman Recognition (Victoria) Bill
Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill
togetber with appendix.
Laid on table.

that Victoria's future economic and social
development is dependent on welJ-resourced public
education systems;

Ordered to be printed.

that cuts to government education have put at risk
the future of the children of Victoria.
Your petitioners therefore pray that there be no more cuts to
government education and that adequate resources be

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
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Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 Documents pursuant to section 12H - Poisons Code-

Supreme Court Act 1986-S.R. No. 14
Tobacco Act 1987-S.R. No. 12

Amendment No. 2 to the Standard for the Uniform
Scheduling of Drugs and Poisons No. 12, and
notice regarding the amendment, commencement
and availability of the Poisons Code
Environment Conservation Council Act 1997 - Interim
Report for the Investigation of Marine, Coastal and Estuarine
Areas
Financial Management Act 1994 - Report of the Minister
for Agriculture and Resources that he had received the
1996-97 Annual report of the Victorian Strawberry Industry
Development Committee
Local Authorities Superannuation Fund - Report on the
Actuarial Investigation as at 30 June 1997
National Electricity Pty Ltd - Financial Statements for the
period ended 6 November 1997
Planning and Environment Act 1987 - Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
All Metropolitan Region Planning SchemesNo. RI34
All Planning Schemes -

No. S71

Boroondara Planning Scheme -

No. LM

Doncaster and Templestowe Planning SchemeNos. L125, L128 Parts I and 2
Glen Eira Planning Scheme -

St Vincent's Hospital Melbourne- Report for the year
1996-97
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994Minister's exception certificate in relation to
Statutory Rule No. 14
Minister's exemption certificate in relation to
Statutory Rule No. 12

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were laid upon the table by the Clerk pursuant to an
order of the house dated 17 February 1998:
Disability Services and Other Acts (Amendment) Act
1997 - Part 2 on 3 March 1998 (Gazette No. GB.
26 Febn«Jry 1998)
Fisheries Act 1995 - Remaining provisions on I April 1998
(Gazette No. GB. 26 February 1998)
Transport Acts (Amendment) Act 1997 - Division 4 of Part
2 and sections 30, 31(1),31(2),31(3) and 32 on 17 March
1998 (Gazette No. G/O. 12 March 1998)
Veterinary Practice Act 1997 - Remaining provisions on
17 March 1998 (Gazette No. G 1O. 12 March 1998)
Wildlife (Amendment) Act 1997 - Remaining provisions on
21 March 1998 (Gazette No. GJO. 12 March 1998).

Nos. U6, U8

Greater Geelong Planning Scheme RL 186 Part 2
Hume Planning Scheme -

No. L43

Knox Planning Scheme -

No. L 146

Nos. R2 I 8,

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Financial Management (Amendment) Bill

Macedon Ranges Planning Scheme- No. L17

Firearms (Amendment) Bill

Maribymong Planning Scheme -

Fire and Emergency Services Acts (Amendment) Bill

No. L31

Melbourne Planning Scheme L314

Nos. L311, L313,

Port Phillip Planning Scheme -

No. L61

Rosedale Planning Scheme -

Geographic Place Names Bill
Retail Tenancies Reform Bill.

No. L4 7

Stawell (Shire) Planning Scheme- No. U2
Part I
Warmambool Shire Planning Scheme -

No. L 15

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Program
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education)- I move:

Whittlesea Planning Scheme- Nos. L143, L155
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme -

No. L82

Power Net Victoria - Financial Statements for the period
ended 6 November 1997

That. pursuant to sessional order no. 6(3), the orders of the
day, government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday,
19 March 1998:
Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill

Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Financial Management (Amendment) Bill
Adoption Act 1984-S.R. No. I3

ELECTRICITY SAFETY BILL
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Education (Teachers) Bill
Tertiary Education (Amendment) Bill
Public Prosecutions (Amendment) Bill
Geographic Place Names Bill

Motion agreed to.

ELECTRICITY SAFETY BILL
Second reading

Mc STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill consolidates in one act the electricity safety
legislation previously contained in the Electricity
Industry Act 1993, the Electric Light and Power
Act 1958 and the State Electricity Commission
Act 1958. In a number of areas it also clarifies or
amends existing requirements to accommodate
changes to industry practices and relationships which
have arisen as a result of the reform of the electricity
industry over the past four years.
The Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector is
continued as an independent statutory authority under
this bill. The office is responsible for the oversight of
electricity industry safety, the development,
administration and enforcement of standards for
electrical safety, the encouragement and monitoring of
electricity safety management schemes, the
investigation of electrical safety incidents and the
provision of advice to the electricity industry and the
community in relation to electricity safety issues.
The office is also responsible for the registration of
electrical contractors and the licensing of electrical
workers. The office will maintain a register of electrical
contractors and will be responsible for enforcing
standards of electrical work.
An Equipment Advisory Committee will be established

to advise the office on safety standards for electrical
equipment, procedures for monitoring compliance with
safety standards and other matters relating to the safety
and efficiency of electrical equipment. The office will
be able to set minimum safety standards for all
electrical equipment in Victoria, according to agreed
criteria.
The office may prescribe any class, description or type
of electrical equipment. Prescribed electrical equipment
cannot be supplied unless it is approved by the office or
by a prescribed authority, is deemed to be approved or
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is certified in accordance with a prescribed process. The
office has the power to prohibit the supply of electrical
equipment where it is unsafe. The office may also recall
electrical equipment if it is unsafe.
The Governor in Council may proclaim electrical
equipment for purposes of energy efficiency. A person
may not sell proclaimed electrical equipment unless it
has been registered and rated according to its energy
efficiency. This requirement does not apply to the
supply of second-hand equipment or to the hire of
electrical equipment.
An Electrical Appeals Board is established by the bill to

hear appeals in relation to certain decisions of the office
relating to the licensing of electrical workers, the
registration of electrical contractors, disciplinary action,
electrical equipment and improvement notices in
relation to operators of electricity safety management
schemes. In limited circumstances, the board may also
hear appeals relating to directions issued by the office
in relation to unsafe equipment or practices. The board
will be empowered to substitute its own decision for
that of the office.
The bill lifts up from existing regulations key safety
objectives relating to the operation of electricity
distribution and transmission systems, thus according
proper status and penalties to these matters. The bill
requires that network operators design, construct,
operate and maintain their supply networks in
accordance with the regulations and operate these
networks safely.
The bill will provide for the authorisation of persons
such as the electricity companies, the Public Transport
Corporation, the Roads Corporation, municipal
councils and the like to install electric lines on public
land. In addition, the bill will establish a mechanism
whereby other operators of electric lines may be
authorised to install lines on public land through an
Order in Council process. Such authorisations will be
subject to appropriate terms and conditions to be
specified in each order and will include requirements to
notify, consult with, and obtain the consent of persons
likely to be affected by such an activity, including
relevant property owners and electricity companies.
The office is also responsible for managing the electric
line clearance code and liaising with distribution
companies, councils and other parties regarding
appropriate tree clearing procedures around electric
lines. The office's role in this process is to reduce the
risk of bushfires, electric shock and electricity supply
interruptions caused by vegetation coming into contact
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with electric lines, in a manner which is consistent with
environmental goals.
The bill also strengthens the office's powers in relation
to compliance by parties with responsibility for electric
line clearance pursuant to the code. An electric line
clearance consultative committee is continued under the
bill to provide advice to the office on the electric line
clearance code and any other matter relating to electric
line clearance when requested to do so by the office or
the minister.
The bill formally establishes the Victorian Electrolysis
Committee to determine and maintain standards for
systems of cathodic protection and the mitigation of
stray current corrosion. Stray electrical current can
damage other structures such as pipelines and
electricity and telecommunications cables. The
committee will be constituted and funded by concerned
industry groups. The bill will also allow the
development of regulations for systems of cathodic
protection and the mitigation of stray current corrosion.
The new regime of electrical safety management
schemes, as provided for in the bill, is designed to
introduce greater flexibility to the regulation of
electrical safety and provide cost savings to industry
participants and consumers alike. The introduction of
safety management schemes is intended to give
industry participants the option of putting forward an
alternative way of achieving the safety outcomes of the
legislation.
The office will monitor and audit accepted safety
management schemes and charge a fee to scheme
operators to recover the office's associated costs.
Participation in a scheme is entirely voluntary and the
office will continue to develop and enforce minimum
safety requirements for businesses or persons that are
not covered by a scheme. A scheme may be accepted
only ifit can be demonstrated that safety outcomes will
not be compromised by the operation of the scheme.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LONEY (Geelong
North).

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I move:
That the debate be adjourned fOT two weeks.

Mr LONEY (Gee long North)-On the question of
time, Mr Speaker, without moving an amendment I
want to make a couple of comments and seek some
assurances. The opposition has requested a copy of the
discussion paper on the bill that was circulated to the
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industry, but it has not yet received it. Recently we
were also denied a briefing on the underground gas
storage in the Port Campbell area by a member of the
energy projects division. Both these matters are of
concern to the opposition.
The SPEAKER - Order! I believe the second
issue has no relation to the bill.
Mr LONEY - I am seeking an assurance that in
the two-week adjournment of the debate no similar
hindrance or obstacle will be placed in the way of the
opposition being properly briefed on these matters.

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) (By leave)- The
government will be happy to provide a briefing on the
bill. I am not familiar with the circumstances to which
the honourable member referred. Obviously there are
policy issues in formulation and commercial
confidentiality issues arise in connection with those
sorts of matters. I shall investigate the matters the
honourable member has raised. However, the bill
largely continues and codifies the existing scheme. I do
not expect the honourable member will encounter any
great difficulties with the issues raised by the bill.
Motion agreed to and debate adjourned until Tuesday,
31 March.

TRANS-T ASMAN MUTUAL
RECOGNITION (VICTORIA) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 February; motion of
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and Local
Government).

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition)- I shall
make some general comments before I begin on the
bill. I share the concern that I understand was raised by
the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee that this bill does not provide any detail of the
commonwealth legislation to which it purportedly gives
effect. That brings into question the sovereignty of the
states. It is not the role of the states to simply become
rubber stamps. State parliaments should provide the
opportunity for wide-ranging debate on the issues
raised in commonwealth legislation. I hope it is
possible - whether it is possible on this occasion either
in this house or in another place is another question with future state legislation that gives effect to a
commonwealth agreement and to a commonwealth act
to have the commonwealth act afftxed to it so that those
speaking and voting on the legislation know exactly
what they are giving effect to. It is an important point.
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The opposition supports the legislation. It puts into
place the Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition
Arrangement signed by the New Zealand government
and COAG ministers in mid-l 996 and also gives effect
to a process put in place by Labor in the early 1990s.
On that basis I support the general intent of the
legislation. The bill is an extension of the Mutual
Recognition Act 1992, which enables the free
movement of goods and the recognition of occupations
across state and territory borders in Australia.

reimbursement through the Medicare system. Another
obvious exemption relates to quarantine restrictions for
products traded between Australia and New Zealand
because of the risk of importing diseases that could
place the fresh food industries of both countries at risk.
A number of other areas to be exempted include some
that relate to health and safety, but I believe efforts are
under way to establish hannonised standards. Other
exemptions relate to fireanns, intellectual property
rights and taxation laws.

As a result of those reforms- with specific
exceptions - states and territories now recognise each
other's regulatory standards for both goods and
occupations. Essentially, the bill relates to the trading
arrangements between Australia and New Zealand.
That point is relevant, because when our founding
fathers first wrote the constitution between 1898 and
190 1 New Zealand was considered and referred to.
Since then New Zealand has gone its own way.

I shall concentrate on the question of quarantine
arrangements and restrictions on products traded
between Australia and New Zealand. I refer particularl y
to the detection in the autumn of 1997 by a NZ scientist
of trees in the Royal Botanic Gardens allegedly having
fire blight. The whole incident did extraordinary
damage to Victoria, particularly its apple industry. A
headline in the Age of 16 May of says 'States impose
fruit ban'. Victorian producers, particularly in the river
areas in the north ofthe state, were prohibited from
exporting their produce interstate and overseas while
the fire-blight scare continued. I have a number of press
cuttings from the time. I distinctly remember visiting
the Shepparton area during that period. It was a difficult
time for fruit growers, many of whom were unable to
sell fruit. It was stockpiled for several weeks, and in
some cases it was destroyed.

In the first few days of the commonwealth Constitution
Convention the question about that consideration of
Australia and New Zealand by our founding fathers
was raised with Gough Whitlam, and with some licence
I understand he said, 'Australia may again, but we
would only be interested in the South Island'.

The bill effectively extends the principles of closer
economic relations. It provides mutual recognition of
regulatory standards and occupations in Australia and
New Zealand. It enables the enactment oflegislation
applying uniformly throughout Australia so that two
important areas are picked up. Firstly, goods will be
able to be sold between Australia and New Zealand
without restrictions caused by differences in product
standards and other regulatory requirements. Secondly,
persons registered to practise in a mutually recognised
occupation are given mobility between the two
countries without the need to undergo further testing or
examination.
Trans-Tasman mutual recognition will produce a
number of significant benefits for both parties to the
agreement. If the arrangement works well and meets its
intent it should mean a greater choice for consumers,
reduce compliance costs for manufacturers, ensure
greater regulatory cooperation and provide greater
export opportunities for manufacturers.
The bill contains a number of exclusions and
exceptions relating to medical practitioners, quarantine,
endangered species, censorship and certain chemicals.
The exemption of medical practitioners is in
recognition of the fact that vocational registration in
Australia has financial implications for practitioner

I visited the Goulburn Valley on 29 May 1997 and
issued a press statement urging Victorians to support
Goulburn and Harcourt fruit growers by eating more
apples and pears. I met with many growers and
complimented the Melbourne Market Authority on its
campaign to distribute 350 000 leaflets assuring
consumers that apples and pears were not affected by
the disease.
The Speaker said by inteIjection he hoped I ate some
apples. I am pleased to inform him that I ate a lot of
Granny Smith apples. Representatives of the local
paper and television station were there when I arrived at
approximately 10.00 a.m., and they had prepared some
of the most beautifully shined Granny Smith apples you
could imagine. However, the media can be a
demanding beast, always wanting the best possible
photos, so in the space of approximately an hour,
during which there was a television interview and a
number of photographs were taken, I ate five
magnificent apples, the best I have ever eaten. But five
apples, even wonderful Goulburn Valley apples, are too
many to eat in one morning. We returned to Parliament
House in the afternoon.
The fire-blight issue was very damaging to the industry.
There is more than enough scientific evidence showing
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it exists in New Zealand, but it does not exist in
Victoria. Australian quarantine standards are second to
none and should be kept that way.

attendance was 670, somewhat fewer than this
morning, which was pleasing to me and the chamber. I
was determined to get that into Hansard!

A letter to the Premier from Bruce Aumann. a fruit
grower from Gladysdale in the Goulburn Valley, states:

The Closer Economic Relations trade agreement
between Australia and New Zealand has already
eliminated tariffbarriers to trade between the two
countries. New Zealand has a population of
3.64 million, so Australia provides it with a market
roughly six times greater than its domestic market. We
have a combined market of more than 21 million
people.

On page 8 of the Herald Sun newspaper, Saturday, 31 May
1997, my notice was drawn to a full page advertisement
supporting the car industry, an initiative that I support.
However, could I ask that your government consider placing
a similar message in the newspapers urging all Victorians to
support their apple and pear growers, and the people reliant
on them for their incomes, by seeking out retailers who stock
and sell Victorian apples and pears.
In regard to the ban on Victorian fruit by the other states in
relation to the unfounded fire-blight disease, the marketplace
has become oversupplied with Victorian fruit, together with
interstate fruit that is still being sent to Victorian markets.

New Zealand is our third-largest trading partner.
Indeed, Australia is New Zealand's major import
source. Victorian companies exported goods valued at
more than $2.1 billion to New Zealand in 1996-97 and
Victoria received more than $1.2 billion worth of New
Zealand imports in the same period.

I seek your support in this matter.

We need the tightest quarantine standards in the world.
They were there in the past and it is crucial to Australia
that they continue in the future. The fire-blight scare
damaged our producers and put them through a very
difficult period. Their viability should not be
threatened again by any relaxation of quarantine
restrictions between the states.

In relation to Australia and New Zealand, this reform
builds on the close integration of the two countries.
New Zealand is both geographically and culturally
close to Australia. There are no language barriers, and
the two countries share an Anglo-Irish heritage.
Significantly it is St Patrick's Day. It is claimed that
approximately 40 per cent of Victoria's population has
an Irish heritage, and I understand it is a similar figure
in New Zealand.
I spoke at the Irish-Australian Chamber of Commerce
this morning recognising St Patrick's Day. It was a

It is hoped the bill will open up more trade
opportunities for both countries. There is an opportunity
in Victoria for our vital manufacturing sector to
increase its export performance in a range of
manufactured foods such as confectionery and dairy
products.
I know that is a particular interest of yours, Mr Deputy

Speaker, as you represent a part of the state that is
heavily involved in dairying. If this arrangement meets
its intent Victoria will be able to export more and add
more value to dairy product, which would be good for
the south-west of the state, as it would for the whole of
Victoria.
The bill gives effect to a process originally put in place
by the Labor Party. Although it is pleasing that that
process has come to fruition, I repeat my concern about
the lack of detail of the commonwealth legislation.
When this type of legislation is dealt with in futureand with increasing commonwealth-state
cooperation through COAG and so on we will see more
of it- it is imperative that the commonwealth act be
affixed to the bill so that every member of the house,
including both party rooms, knows exactly what the
content of the legislation is and what he or she is voting
on.

tremendous function attended by a crowd of
690 people, including the Irish Minister for the
Environment, Mr Noel Dempsey. It marked the 10th
anniversary of the Irish-Australian Chamber of
Commerce. In my speech I referred to the description
by the former Premier of South Australia, Mr Don
Dunstan, of Adelaide as the Athens of the South, and I
quite fairly described Dublin as the Melbourne of the
North. There are many similarities between Melbourne
and Dublin: our fierce pride in our cities and our love of
culture and of sport, particularly football and
thoroughbred racing.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! To be sure,
the Deputy Speaker appreciates that.

The breakfast this morning was a credit to the
Irish-Australian Chamber of Commerce. Last year the
guest speaker was the Premier of Victoria and the

Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill) - The Leader of
the Opposition commenced his remarks by saying that
the report of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations

With those few provisos, and wishing you, Sir, a happy
St Patrick's Day, I endorse the legislation.
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Committee, presented to the house today, was critical
of the legislation. As usual, the Leader ofthe
Opposition has got it wrong. That committee's report
simply describes the purpose of the bill- namely:
... to adopt the Trans-Tasman Recognition Act 1997 of the
commonwealth. The committee notes the comments in the
second-reading speech ...

It then simply quotes verbatim parts of the
second-reading speech, particularly that the bill results
from the trans-Tasman recognition arrangements
signed by all Australian heads of government. The
second-reading speech concludes that:
The arrangement extends the mutual recognition principle to
New Zealand in relation to New Zealand goods and
occupations.

Crucial words in the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee's Alert Digest demonstrate that the Leader
of the Opposition not only gets it wrong but does not
do his homework - or, even worse, those who write
speeches for him do not do the homework for him. His
comments today make him look like a goose. The
report states:
The committee makes no further comment.

Having said that about the Leader of the Opposition, I
agree with the remainder of what he said. I suppose his
having agreement from the government and
particularly from me is like winning a tiger snake in a
raffle!
The Leader of the Opposition is correct in his assertion
that the second-reading speech contains a dearth of
detail. The speech contains an accurate description of
the purpose of the bill- namely, to implement the
agreement between the various Australasian
governments to continue the program of mutual
recognition that was put in place some time ago - but
one has to search the second-reading speech to find the
real provisions. The legislation contains no real
provisions other than the provision in clause 4( 1) that
states:
The commonwealth act, as originally enacted and as amended
from time to time by regulations made in accordance with the
commonwealth act, is adopted within the meaning of
section 51 ...

That tells us that the commonwealth act will be
implemented by regulation. Clause 5 discloses that
regulations will be made for temporary exemptions.
They are the key points in the provisions of the bill. I
agree with the Leader of the Opposition's comment
that it would have been helpful for us, as legislators, to
have greater detail not necessarily in the
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second-reading speech but perhaps in an explanatory
memorandum or some schedule which need not
necessarily be attached to the state legislation but
which could be made available to provide such
information. That could, for example, be incorporated
into Hansard so that something more detailed is on the
record. That means the bill is still deficient but it would
have been helpful to have had the additional
information. The information would then be firmly on
the public record, and disagreement or agreement
could be reached later. However, ifthe necessary
information is not available you do not know what you
are agreeing or disagreeing with.
The exemptions will relate to sensible issues such as
fireanns, quarantine provisions, mutual recognition,
and the lack of recognition of some protections such as
those for the medical profession because of
arrangements in place within the two countries which
make mutual recognition difficult. In general, however,
the legislation states that if you are qualified in
Australia or New Zealand according to the standards of
those countries, your qualifications will be recognised
in both countries. Unless you wish to sell or import
from either country an item deemed by one or both
countries as one that should be restricted, you will be
free to move goods and services across the Tasman Sea.
All this has been in place for some time; this sensible
legislation simply extends and refines the existing free
trade arrangements.
Although, it does not mean we are moving inexorably
towards a European Union-type arrangement in the
South Pacific nor even to a United States of Australasia
or some equivalent political union, it clearly moves
forward the commercial and professional interests of
both countries.
The legislation does not extend the arrangements to, for
example, some of the island nations of the South
Pacific. Arguments could be put that because of their
special responsibilities to those island nations in the
south-west Pacific, Australia and New Zealand should
formalise some type of mutual recognition between the
two big nations and the little ones. However, that is a
matter for the commonwealth government. It is a
foreign affairs issue and is not a matter for a state
government. I am simply concerned that there should
be an expression of support, interest and concern for
those island nations from the two big guys who
dominate the region.
The proposition in the bill is sensible. I do not see it as
being controversial but as having some traps. Some
exemptions should have been applied but were not; the
failure to provide exemptions may cause difficulties.
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Some exemptions to be put in place will be found later
to be wrong. I do not yet know what those exemptions
will be, but I have been around long enough to know
that inevitably mistakes of the kind I have described
will be found. Then it will be necessary to finetune the
way in which the arrangement works.

was given to the Spaniards and the eastern side was
given the Portuguese, who were more interested in the
Spice Islands. I offer that as a modest aside, Mr Deputy
Speaker. You have been more than generous--

The legislation provides that such finetuning can be
done by regulation. Therefore it can be done quickly
and effectively and will not require the governments of
each of the participating states and nations to legislate
for it. Regulation is an efficient way of administering
something. However, regulations can lead to
weaknesses in legislation in that they can be made
without people necessarily knowing about them. There
is always a danger in taking away from Parliament its
capacity to debate, scrutinise, argue and resolve
something and placing it in the hands of government,
which can achieve change by regulation and therefore
without debate and without the same sort of scrutiny
that comes from parliamentary debate.

Mr BAKER - I was not being modest - I said it
was modest. Those old boundaries are increasingly
breaking down. It may well be that the same result
would be produced under the proposition put by the
honourable member for Forest Hill, who said we do not
need the sort of formalised trading bloc arrangement
that has been established in Europe, where they are
making universal laws at a rate that no-one could have
foreseen 10, 15 or certainly 20 years ago. Although he
suggested he would not like to go that far, it may well
be that this is the same thing.

Mr Baker - Or in the committee phase, for
example.

Mr RICHARDSON - The honourable member
for Sunshine is correct. However, having made those
points about the legislation, I reiterate that it is
supportable. I am pleased that the Leader of the
Opposition has said the opposition will support the
legislation, which is in the best interests of both
Australia and New Zealand. I conclude with the
warning that in my view further fmetuning will be
necessary. When the time for that finetuning comes, it
would be helpful if we knew about it.
Mr BAKER (Sunshine) - On this grand day I am
delighted to graciously and generously acknowledge
the thoughtful contribution of the honourable member
for Forest Hill. I suggest that perhaps later in the day
we might have a Jameson or two together - or three or
even four! His was a thoughtful contribution on a topic
that is of vital concern to us all. We are all aware that
the world is contracting in many and various ways. The
sovereign boundaries that were drawn by the
Portuguese, Dutch and English navigators as far back as
the 15th century, and even the state boundaries that
were drawn in later times, have little application to the
free-trading nations of the modem world.

For those who are interested, I point out that the
boundary line between Western Australia and the rest
of Australia is part of a line drawn by Pope
Alexander VI in the 1450s, if! remember correctly, to
try to resolve a conflict between Spain and Portugal.
As defined by that line, the western side of the world

An honourable member inteIjected.

The following is not commonly known because it is
not taught in our schools. The reason New Zealand
decided not to join the Australian federation was that it
was appalled by the way we treated our indigenous
people. We should let that hang in the air, Mr Deputy
Speaker. Even though its treatment of its indigenous
people has not been all that flash, either, New
Zealand's record is far superior to ours - and, given
the period, their ancestors were much more genteel
than ours! I confess that my ancestors were certainly
around at that time, and I suspect their handling of
various matters was also not all that flash. After all,
they were living in a pretty rough world.
I announce that the seventh generation of our family
was born 10 days ago, so I am now a grandfather. My
grandson has his grandfather'S hands, but fortunately
not his nose. We have another one coming in a couple
of days, so it is raining grandchildren. It is a time, as I
am sure you are well aware, Mr Deputy Speaker, when
you reflect on certain issues.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! If you keep
going like that you will end up with a Baker'S dozen!
Mr BAKER - That would be very handy. That
causes one to reflect on what the Italians call la terza
fase di vita - 'the third phase of life', which is the best
phase - and on what sort of world they will live in.

Mutual recognition has become one of the first signs of
amalgamations that transcend traditional economic,
cultural and political barriers. Ijoin with the Leader of
the Opposition and the honourable member for Forest
Hill in welcoming the proposal while sounding a
couple of notes of caution that have already been
alluded to. The first is that it is appalling that we are
considering legislation without really knowing the
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devil in the detail- if there is any devil in it. I have
grave reservations about being asked to blindly
endorse the proposition. There is no reason why the
various levels of government cannot adopt a more
cooperative attitude to these matters without engaging
in the sorts of internecine jealousies that have marked
the relationship, particularly in recent years.
The German system has a model which allows for that.
There is regular consultation between the federal and
state governments on a broad range of matters, even to
the point where the states send representatives to be
observers of and even participants in the German
federal Parliament. There is certainly close cooperation
in the determination of budgetary provisions and
estimates.
As a former Minister for Agriculture I am conscious of
the need to maintain quarantine standards. Although we
have been precious about that in our time, that
preciousness has stood us in reasonably good stead.
One of the problems that comes with mutual
recognition is the dangerous tendency - this has been
seen in Europe - for people to search for the lowest
common denominator for the sake of agreement and
commonality rather than trying to aim for a common
denominator of standards.

Regardless of what area one is tal king about - the
health and quarantine areas are particularly
important - those standards are critical, especially
when Victoria has made great strides in ridding its food
produce of chemicals, which has been valuable to the
fanning community in enabling it to obtain premium
prices. Strict regulations have also been introduced to
govern veterinary quarantine and health standards.
With those few remarks, I am happy to endorse the bill.
I look forward to seeing increased trading opportunities
with New Zealand. I take up the point made by the
honourable member for Forest Hill, that it is time for us
to be looking to our neighbours around the South
Pacific to enter into similar arrangements rather than
being regarded, as we unfortunately are in some places,
as the bully of the Pacific.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - I am pleased
to join the debate on the Trans-Tasman Mutual
Recognition (Victoria) Bill and to comment upon some
of the remarks made by earlier speakers. I fmd it
somewhat curious that the Leader of the Opposition
noted that the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee commented critically upon the bill. I have
just perused the report of the committee tabled in this
chamber in the last hour and found it makes no critical
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remark whatsoever about that particular piece of
legislation.
The bill is set in the context of an increasing trend
towards a global economy. I heard at the weekend a
speech given by a French member of Parliament in
which he defined what he perceived to be some of the
issues currently confronting the world. On
demographic changes in France he noted firstly the
shift of population from rural or subsistence
environments to the productive areas of the economy
and secondly the changing age patterns the French
government needs to address. The second issue he
remarked upon was the revolution in technology; I will
not go further into that particular point. Further, he
referred to economic integration and how the European
Union, with a current population of approximately
450 million, is dealing with the move towards
comparable rules, or one rule, and the free movement
of goods and services within the community.
The eurodollar is another issue currently being
considered. It is yet to be seen how many countries will
adopt a single European currency. Foreign policy issues
relating to defence and the changing nature of warfare
following the 50-year cold war must also be considered.
Chemical and germ warfare may be used by
independent nation states and it will be salutary to
ascertain and consider the significance of those devices
over the next 100 years. Foreign policy issues about
warfare in other regions must also be considered.
The bill deals with an economic community between
Australia and New Zealand of some 21 million people.
That contrasts with the far larger number of people in
the European Union. The honourable member for
Sunshine noted that at one point 100 years or so ago
New Zealand contemplated becoming part of our
Federation.
I echo the remarks of the honourable member for Forest
Hill. We have before us a bill- the same bills will be
presented in other states throughout Australia - that
enters into legislative arrangements with the
commonwealth. It was signed off at a Council of
Australian Governments meeting of 14 June 1996.
Each state parliament has either a subordinate
legislation committee or a committee that scrutinises
bills against a framework of statutory principles to
ascertain whether they will infringe upon the statutory
charter. A 1996 report, Scrutiny ofNational Schemes of
Legislation Position Paper, contains a number of
remarks that are germane to this debate. On page 7
point 2.6 states:
It is accepted that there may be a need for national schemes of
legislation because of, for example, the internationalisation of
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the world economy and need for the finance and commercial
sectors of the economy to meet international standards and
regulations, but this trend in law making should not exclude
parliaments from executing their constitutional responsibility.

The then Premier of Tasmania, the Honourable Ray
Groom, noted at the time that:
... the general principle of accountability of government to the
parliament and ultimately to the people should be affirmed. In
accordance with that principle it may be that further work
should be undertaken to determine whether modifications
could be made to the present system which could increase the
role of parliament in considering uniform legislation without
unduly fettering the effectiveness of government to govern.

A number of parliamentary committees are continuing
to meet on an ongoing basis to work out the best way
of addressing uniform legislation and how that
legislation can best be implemented within a federal
system of government. I remind members of the house
that at the time of Federation the preamble to the
constitution clearly articulated that Federation was a
product of the people of New South Wales, Victoria,
South Australia, Queensland and Tasmania agreeing
'to unite in one indissoluble federal commonwealth'.
From my perspective as a federalist the states have an
ongoing role to effectively scrutinise these legislative
regimes.
The Victorian government has considered these matters
in the past. In 1994 in response to the Victorian
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee the
Attorney-General noted that that particular committee:
... might well give some consideration ... that there could well
be a strong case for developing uniform scrutiny principles to

deal with legislation which forms part of a uniform national
scheme.

The commonwealth act is available from the
parliamentary library. I echo the comments of earlier
speakers that perhaps it should be more freely available
to members so that when they are scrutinising the
Victorian bill they have available the federal
legislation.
The second-reading speech adequately summarises the
broad thrust and principles of the bill. I am pleased to
support it, subject to my longer term view that there is
scope to develop scrutiny principles to enable the bill to
be more user-friendly for the legislators in this chamber
who will be voting upon it later this week.

Mr COLEMAN (Bennettswood) - As has been
said by several earlier speakers, arising from a COAG
meeting, the bill is aimed at Victoria's introducing
legislation complementary to commonwealth
legislation. I am sure those of us who have followed the
process understand why the bill is as bereft of
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information as it is. Nevertheless, we are moving
inexorably towards a much closer arrangement with
New Zealand. That move has been going on since the
original settlement and gained a certain amount of
speed when New Zealand went through the cathartic
economic changes that forced it to review many of its
economic and trading arrangements to bring it into
today's world.
Australia and New Zealand have had a long and
satisfactory working relationship. One has only to look
at the Anzac tradition to see that that relationship is
well sealed. Many families have relationships
spreading between Australia and New Zealand and
vice versa. One of the things that drove that process
faster than anything else was the removal of the
residential conditions on New Zealanders coming to
Australia. Significant numbers of New Zealanders
have come to Australia seeking both employment and
different lifestyles. Through that process the earlier
barriers have started to break down. This bill
encourages the broadening of trading arrangements. I
am fascinated that although the bill deals with mutual
recognition it establishes a number of exemptions that
will result in some manufacturing industries having
different standards applied.
Honourable members have already mentioned some of
the significant quarantine issues. A number of
Australian ministerial councils have already sought
participation by New Zealand ministers. Some
members of this house in the course of their ministerial
obligations have journeyed to New Zealand for
ministerial conferences. Equally, New Zealand
ministers have travelled here. Some matters that have
obviously been precluded from trade can now be
addressed, as can some of the issues many people are
concerned about such as forestry and fishing. Clearly,
the fishing arrangements in the Tasman Sea concern
Australia and New Zealand. The arrangements that
have been introduced to regulate some of that activity
are important because fishing is a shared resource.
Equally, following the economic change in New
Zealand some manufacturing companies that were
previously based in Australia shifted their whitegoods
manufacture to New Zealand to take advantage of the
different trading conditions. If free trade is to be opened
up we must be particularly vigilant to ensure that the
conditions, the requirements and the standards imposed
on the manufacture of such goods can be installed and
used in Australia.
Australia and New Zealand and some of the smaller
island states have a unique trading bloc which can be
developed. It is necessary for Australia and New
Zealand to be bonded because much of our heritage has
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been sourced from the same countries and many of our
traditions have had the same history. As the honourable
member for Sunshine said, in both instances there were
'Pre-existing indigenous populations with which both
countries had to deal. Nevertheless, the current
legislation enables Victoria to pick up and come within
the ambit of the commonwealth Trans-Tasman Mutual
Recognition Act. Provided there is some expose of the
regulations as they are made and people on both sides
of the Tasman Sea understand the intent of the
legislation, both countries will benefit from the
relationship fostered via this bill.
Mr STEGGALL (Swan Hill) - I support the
Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill.
However, a couple of issues require explanation.
Honourable members may not realise the size of
Victoria's role in existing types of mutual recognition
which operate in the food industries in Australia and
New Zealand. Some years ago I was a member of a
delegation that visited New Zealand to negotiate with
its food industry to bring Australia and New Zealand
together in food regulation. At that stage Victoria was a
partner in the National Food Authority and played a
role in the formation of the Australia New Zealand
Food Authority. Both countries needed to modernise
and to develop their food standards. It was obvious
New Zealand did not have the wherewithal or the
means by which to properly develop its standards alone
and Australia was also experiencing trouble. It was
proposed in Australia that ANZF A be formed and that
we would work in a mutual recognition manner to
develop food standards in Australia and New Zealand.
Those negotiations were successful.
Prior to Christmas last year the house debated new
food safety legislation for Victoria which will come
into effect on 1 April this year. The standards we are
introducing will be trialled in this state in the hope of
developing a common set of food standards and a food
hygiene structure. Early in 1980 the CER trading
operations between Australia and New Zealand were
formed. From time to time the Swan Hill electorate has
experienced pressure in the dairy and fiuit industries,
so it is important that trading operations be sensible.
We do not always understand how other people
perceive us, but honourable members who have visited
Asia in the past few years would be aware - if they
have been negotiating trade between countries - that
many ofthe Asian countries put Australia and New
Zealand together. Because of our close economic
relations the Asians believe they are trading with
Australia and New Zealand as one. We are regarded as
Australasia. As such many countries believe the
mutual recognition arrangements the commonwealth
and states are introducing already exist.
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We have taken the mutual recognition aspect a little
further in the food industry. Through ANZF A we
developed a working group to provide national food
laws and a certification system for Vietnamese food
exports. That was achieved through discussions and
negotiations with the Victorian government. The
ANZF A approached the commonwealth to see whether
we could play a role in food standards and food hygiene
legislation throughout the Asian region. I am pleased to
inform the house that our foreign minister, Mr Downer,
picked that up with an Ausaid program and that today a
working group in Vietnam is helping that country put
together national food laws and a certification system
for its food exports. One member of the Victorian
Department of Human Services, Lyn McLennan, is a
member of that working party; she has worked hard to
achieve food hygiene and the regulations that go with
the food safety plans. We should not sell ourselves
short in our role throughout Asia. Although this is only
one small part, Australia and New Zealand are working
together as a unit using mutual recognition to better our
positions by raising the standard and quality of life
throughout the Asia-Pacific region.
Comments were made earlier today that it is time we as
a nation and as a state were more helpful in Asia. I shall
put the record straight: Victoria, Australia and New
Zealand through mutual recognition in food standards
and food safety and hygiene are already doing that in
the Asian area, I hope with continued cooperation with
the ANZF A and commonwealth ministers who are
keen to develop trade links through their
regulation-making powers so that societies of all
associated regions will benefit.
The Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill
has come about because of just one part of an ongoing
role of this state and this nation to improve standards,
recognition and cooperation not only between New
Zealand and Australia but throughout the rest of Asia.

Mr ROWE (Cranboume) - I will join the debate
for only a short time to add my support to this
important legislation. The Trans-Tasman Mutual
Recognition (Victoria) Bill is significant because it
continues this government's commitment to economic
reform and balances the need for economic reform with
the need for consideration of public health and safety
and environment issues. The bill provides protection for
the community by enabling the state to place
restrictions on or to exclude goods from entering
Victoria for up to 12 months on public health and safety
and environmental grounds. That is an important
safeguard I was pleased to see when considering this
bill.
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The bill provides a mechanism for community safety,
such as the safety of children's toys, small parts of
which can break off and be caught in children's
throats. This and other areas that need to be regulated
by government are provided for in the bill.

Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - I also join
the debate on the Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition
(Victoria) Bill. I have listened with great pleasure to
many speakers make very short but valuable
contributions to this debate.

The bill is consistent with the government's
conunitment to reducing the impost and the cost of
government regulations on business and removing all
artificial barriers to trade for the benefit of the whole
community. It allows fuller and freer competition in the
production of goods and the delivery of services.
Obviously some professionals are exempt from the
bill- doctors, dentists and the like - because each
jurisdiction has its own requirements for the registration
of such professions.

It is interesting that, in the current atmosphere of
reassessing the constitution and the way the
government of the country and our democracy is
heading, something that has been talked about for the
past hundred years has finally come to fruition. The
honourable member for Sunshine mentioned New
Zealand choosing to not take part in the
Commonwealth of Australia at the time of federation
in 190 1, and we have been talking about bringing
down trade and other barriers that have prevented free
interchange between Australia and New Zealand.

Because our economy is as large as if not larger than
that of New Zealand, it is important that Victoria is able
to trade freely with that country. That will benefit our
manufacturing industry by allowing for the exportation
of raw materials to New Zealand and the importation of
goods from that country that this state does not produce
as effectively.
This type oflegislation highlights the need for freeing
up our wharves, and it would be excellent if this house
could pass a bill to ensure the waterside workers and
the MUA delivered a service equivalent to that
delivered by their New Zealand counterparts. The
turnaround time on the New Zealand waterfront is far
better than that at our own ports. I would like to see the
MUA take up the challenge, particularly with the
Victorian Farmers Federation entering into port
services, to deliver a service similar to that offered by
New Zealand wharfies so this nation could be truly
competitive.
My electorate of Cranbourne has one of the largest and
best vegetable-growing areas in Victoria because of its
year-round growing season, soil types, availability of
water and mild climate. However, my growers resist
attempting to get into the export market because of the
high costs of getting produce through the wharves and
the possibility that the produce will spoil because of the
inactivity of the waterside workers.
This legislation is a step in the right direction. I only
hope similar action is taken to free up our trade with
Asia and our near neighbour, New Zealand, by the
union addressing what this government and the federal
government have addressed - that is, the removal of
barriers to free and effective trade. That would result in
a growing economy, which in turn would result in more
jobs. I recommend the bill to the house.

The first time in any practical way that that was
achieved was during World War I when the troops from
the Australian Imperial Force, the AIF, and the New
Zealand army joined as one at Gallipoli. The Australian
and New Zealand Army Corps fought the very heroic
battles of that period and continued as an ANZAC force
throughout that war. It is interesting that in subsequent
wars, particularly the Vietnam war, we again fought as
an ANZAC force. It has been a means of joining
together our two countries.
At a time of pulling down barriers and artificial barriers
between countries in the expanding computer world,
this bill is a practical way of pulling down some trade
barriers. We can take great pleasure in the fact that that
will finally become a reality.
As a result of the recent constitutional debate in
Canberra, any changes in the way this country is
governed will be decided by referendum. But the
practical ways to unite are those that united us in times
of war and which are now uniting us in times of peace.
Just as the honourable member for Sunshine talked
about his family ties with New Zealand, I am proud to
inform honourable members of my family ties with that
country. Within the past couple of years my daughter
Alexina Maree married a Maori. The pair is an
extremely vibrant force, and I am very proud to be
associated with the new import into our family, Mr Rau
Albert.
Mr Richardson - He is a rugby player!
Mr E. R. SMITH - The honourable member for
Forest Hill knows he is quite a well-known rugby
player, and he has certainly broUght a great deal of
pleasure to our family.
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This type of bill which provides for mutual recognition
between the Australian states, the commonwealth and
New Zealand will further increase our opportunities to
move freely between the two countries, to expand the
services between them and to expand the trade. While
there are some obvious exemptions, such as the
recognition of qualifications in the employment area,
there has never really been any great barrier between
the two countries, even in the area of medicine.
I note that the minister'S second-reading speech refers
to the medical exemption. It is fairly obvious we are
achieving something that has taken us 100 years that is, parliamentary recognition. Although we have
done this in areas such as the military, finally areas
such as trade and services will be recognised. It is with
a great deal of pleasure that I wish the bill a speedy
passage.

Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - I commend and recognise the
contributions made by the honourable members for
Broadmeadows and Sunshine on the other side of the
chamber and the honourable members for Forest Hill,
Bennettswood, Swan Hill, Cranboume, Glen Waverley
and Sandringham, who indicated in their own ways and
in tenns of their special areas the ways we have
benefited and will benefit from closer cooperation with
our historic trading and military partner - New
Zealand.
I did not hear the whole of the debate and I wonder
whether anyone spoke of the contribution New
Zealand has made to the horseracing and thoroughbred
industries and to our racing carnivals. For the punters
in our community that has certainly been part of our
closer relationship. Whether it be food, history or the
military - whatever the basis for closer
..
cooperation - the bill brings together a long tradItIon
of good relations with our nearest neighbour.
Victoria's contribution to the Mutual Recognition Act
1992 clearly set out the need for closer cooperation. I
thank honourable members for their contributions to the
debate, and I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 February; motion of
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and Local
Government).

Mr BRACKS (Williamstown)- The opposition
does not oppose the Financial Management
(Amendment) Bill, but it will move a reasoned
amendment seeking to improve the arrangements for
reporting to Parliament.

The changes in the bill are welcomed because they
give effect to a movement to accrual accoun~ing and
whole-of-government accounting and reportmg
arrangements that has been taking place in state and
federal governments for some time. The changes mean
there will be a clearer understanding of the net worth
of the state of Victoria than it is possible to obtain
under the current arrangements. This approach is
supported by the opposition and was supported in its
embryonic stage during the period of the Labor
government between 1982 and 1992 when program
budgeting and a reporting arrangement designed to
match appropriation and funds to outputs were
implemented. Clearly this is a much more advanced
stage of the process, and there is bipartisan support for
it.
The reform, part of which is expressed in this
legislation and part of which appears in the
appropriation acts, is quite fundamental and profound.
It should be noted that there will no longer be separate
cash reporting and capital reporting in the Victorian
budget presentation.
I was told in the briefing I received that Victoria is in a
similar position to other states. The commonwealth, .
South Australia, Tasmania and Queensland are movmg
towards accrual accounting arrangements during
1999-2000. Western Australia, the Australian Capital
Territory and the United Kingdom are taking a staged
approach. New Zealand has already implemented these
arrangements. The fundamental change is that the
budget that will be introduced on 22 April will no
longer show separate cash and capital account.s. We
will see what we see in the accounts of any pnvate
sector organisation: a balance sheet, a statement of the
assets and liabilities of the state; an operating statement
showing what has been spent; and a cash-flow
statement. Those three separate reporting arrangements
will replace the existing cash and capital accounts.
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The benefit is significant. For example, the massive
privatisation program entered into by the government
since 1992 has seen the privatisation of significant
assets such as the electricity industry, and the
privatisation of transport, gas, a range of information
technology and other services is proposed. Until now
only one side of the ledger has been accounted for. We
have not had available to us the net worth of state assets
so it has not been possible to see whether when an asset
is privatised there has been a net benefit to the accounts,
which is not always the case with a one-off payment.
Because we have not had a full statement of the net
worth of Victoria's asset base we have not been able to
tell by how much the asset base has been reduced or
whether there is a compensating arrangement. When
the cash for an asset is received and debt is retired or
new capital is acquired or some other arrangement is
made to use the receipts of the privatisation, it also
means that the net worth of Victoria has been
reduced - that is, the assets Victorians have owned
have been reduced. The bill will provide for proper
scrutiny by the public and the opposition of
whole-of-govemment reporting.
I shall now move the reasoned amendment, which
seeks to have improved reporting arrangements
included in the bill. I move:
That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words 'this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until meaningful output measures
detailed to small subprogram levels are detennined'.

As I said, the bill is welcomed for its move to accrual
accounting and whole-of-government reporting and
because there will be a balance sheet for the state in
which assets are valued and the increase or decrease of
the asset base is clearly specified.
To make sense of the budget and the reporting
arrangements we need to have a much improved
position on what was presented in last year's budget, in
which a whole series of output measures were
described. Output budgeting is welcomed, but when
outputs are aggregated to the extent that they were
aggregated in that budget and performance measures
are so meaningless that they cannot be assessed, there is
a problem in implementing a proper accrual-based
accounting and output reporting system.
You only have to look at some of the output measures
included in last year's budget to see how ridiculous and
inappropriate they were in providing an understanding
of what the budget was about. My understanding is that
when the review of the budget and the budget papers
was undertaken the major complaint from members of
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Parliament, users and the public concerned output
measures - how to understand the output measures;
how they translated from the old program reporting
arrangements; and how, therefore, you could work out
what was happening with any particular government
program or activity.
The reasoned amendment will make sure before the
budget is presented on 22 April that we have better
output measures and better subsets in those output
measures and that they are understandable. For
example, in the last budget in the program covering
protocol and special events in the Department of
Premier and Cabinet, in the Premier's own portfolio,
two of the key output perfonnance measures for what
the Premier would regard as one of his shining
achievements. one of his strengths-namely, special
events and state visits, which includes major eventsare feedback from key customers and the Premier's
percentage satisfaction.
That is the output measure we are to use to assess
whether those major events were successful- the
percentage to which the Premier was satisfied. In that
case the target was not available, which is the case in a
lot of the output measures. I hope the targets will be
available this year, and I expect they will be. The
Premier was 85 per cent satisfied with the special
events on that output measure. That is ridiculous stuff.
If there is to be a sensible move to proper reporting
arrangements in the budget we have to get rid of these
silly performance measures, which are meaningless,
unintelligible and unable to be interpreted. In this case
they are so idiosyncratic, being based on the Premier's
personal wishes about a certain event and his
satisfaction with that event, as to be totally
meaningless.
Other examples of output measures that cannot be
assessed occur in State Development. The major
outputs or deliverables are shown as tourism, economic
framework, industry development and small business.
In small business, for example, the outputs include
'Delivery of policy and programs to strengthen small
business access to government purchase and supply:
development and delivery of skills information
sessions'. The unit of measure is the date and the target
is April 1998. There is no way of detennining support
from the state or whether there is a measure, a target,
and whether that target has been achieved. There is no
way of assessing how these arrangements are to be
proved up in the future. That is the case with a large
number of measures.
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The plea from the opposition is that before we go down
this track more fully - I would expect now that we are
12 months on we would have a better examination of
performance and output measures - we at least have
output measures that are specified to as small a level as
possible so that accountability arrangements are in
place and are able to be understood by the public.
The other issue of concern is the transition
arrangements. One of the key methods of making sense
of any budget document is to compare it with previous
budget documents or previous actual figures for
expenditure and revenue. As we are moving to a new
system we need a proper explanation, which I
understand will be available to Parliament - I hope it
is suitable - and proper transition and translation
arrangements so that we can compare one budget with
the next. On 22 April we will be faced with a totally
different system of reporting and it will be
extraordinarily difficult to make comparisons. How can
you assess the performance of a government unless you
can make comparisons with previous years? The
translation and transition arrangements are extremely
important.
The opposition supports the bill. Proper treatment in the
accounts of depreciation and of the asset base of the
state and proper reporting arrangements that are not
idiosyncratic to the public sector but are universal
across all sectors are welcomed by the opposition for a
number of reasons. The Labor Party was part of the
move in the early days to bring about this outcome and
it supports the way the system has developed. I
congratulate the Department of Treasury and Finance
on its efforts to develop the kit and provide briefings. It
has been well done.
But at the end of the day the issue is whether or not the
public is satisfied that it has proper comparative
reporting arrangements. Are the matters being reported
on of such detail that they can be understood and the
government can be held to account? These are the
issues the opposition seeks to resolve through its
reasoned amendment. Members of the opposition
welcome the change to accrual accounting and look
forward to its implementation. We hope it works
smoothly. We also hope some of the comments made
by the opposition will be taken into account in that
implementation.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) - It is typical of members
of the opposition that when they fmd a bill in which
they have nothing to criticise they throw up a
smoke screen to try to divert attention from the
legislation. The reasoned amendment moved by the
honourable member for Williamstown is such a
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smokescreen. It is also a hypocritical smokescreen
because under the previous government absolutely
nothing was done to move towards output budgeting.
This has been entirely an initiative of the present
government. It is an initiative that is starting to take
off, and I believe it will be well cemented into the
fabric of the budget papers and financial accountability
in this state. It is an initiative under which the initial
measures will continually be improved, and that is
what the government is doing. When the honourable
member sees this year's budget papers he will observe
that to be the case. The honourable member suggests
that this bill should not proceed unless further changes
are made to the regime for output budgeting and output
measures but that has nothing to do with this bill; that
process is steadily moving forward. It is something that
has been undertaken by this government and is
certainly not something that is to the credit of the
opposition.
There is a further reason why the reasoned amendment
is a smokescreen and why the honourable member for
Williamstown is keen to talk about the reasoned
amendment and not talk about the bill itself-that is,
because the bill rules out a large number of the rorts
that were perpetrated by the honourable member's
predecessors when they were in government. No
wonder the honourable member does not want attention
to turn back to what his predecessors got up to. Those
of us who were in Parliament while the Labor Party
was in government can well remember the various rorts
that went on in those days. I shall examine some
examples to demonstrate that such cases will be
prevented by this legislation.
The bill will provide a far greater degree of financial
accountability and performance disclosure than has
ever existed in Victoria. One example of the previous
government's financial skulduggery was its deferral of
grants to non-government schools. In 1990--91 it
deferred the payment of a grant from February to July,
thereby ostensibly reducing the state's deficit by
$40 million but at a cost to the taxpayer of $2 million in
associated fmancing charges. That amount was
continued in 1991-92 with the amount being deferred
set at $43 million but with a further $2 million in
financing charges. It was sheer trickery to create the
illusion that the deficit was reduced by $43 million
compared with its true level. That sort of trickery will
not be possible once this legislation is passed because
the emerging costs to the government of such liabilities
to make grant payments would have to be brought to
account on an accrual basis.
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Similarly. in 199{}-91 the government requested its
borrowing agency Vicfm to offset interest payments
against interest earned on transactions relating to the
commonwealth-state housing agreement. The deferral
of the payment of interest from the consolidated fund
achieved an apparent improvement in the budget
outcome for the relevant year of about $100 million but
at a cost to the taxpayer of about $5 million.
Many honourable members will recall the deferring of
subsidies for private bus services. In 1990--91, under
the former Labor government, the Public Transport
Corporation altered the timing of payments from
monthly in advance to quarterly in arrears, thereby
reducing the deficit by $14 million but at a cost to the
taxpayer of $200 000. That trend was continued in the
following year - another rorting of the figures - with
an ostensible reduction in the reported deficit of some
$27 million but with no alteration whatsoever to the
true underlying financial position of the state. That is
yet another rort that will be prevented by this
legislation.
A further example is the deferral of subsidies for
municipal rate concessions and libraries; that deferral
became quite notorious. In 1990-91 the former
government deferred payments to municipal councils
for the pensioner rate remission scheme and the
municipal libraries subsidy scheme to a total of
$26 million but with associated financing costs of
$3 million. That was continued in the following year
and was yet another piece of financial underhandedness
that this bill will prevent from occurring.

It is no wonder the honourable member for
Williamstown is keen to talk about anything but the
legislation because it eliminates the potential for all
those rorts and ensures a level of fmancial opermess and
accountability far greater than has been seen in
Victoria. The introduction of accrual accounting and
the recognition of assets and liabilities brings to the
public sector of Victoria the same methods of
accounting that have been practised in the private sector
for decades. It finally marks the phasing out or
departure from the scene of the old cash-based systems
of appropriation and accounting that for many years
have demonstrated the inadequacy of public sector
finances. The former Labor government said it would
introduce accrual accounting but never quite got around
to it.
The bill brings that aim to fruition. The legislation will
require governments to present the true state of public
fmances and will make the cost of government
decisions far more transparent than previously. It will
facilitate the efficient delivery of government services
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and the management of public assets. The bill will
allow Parliament to exercise wider control over public
fmances than it has to date. It will increase the quality
and scope of monitoring, auditing and reporting of
public finances.
In short, the bill is a substantial step forward in the
standards of public financial accounting and
accountability and is a tribute to the officers of the
department who have worked so hard to bring it
together. The bill is also a reflection of the fact that the
government is committed to the introduction of high
standards of fmancial accountability. The coalition has
spent a large part of the past five or six years, since the
change of government, coping with the rorts, the time
bombs and landrnines that were strewn around the
Victorian fmanciallandscape by its predecessors and
with the massive liabilities that were not brought to
account and which were concealed from the public
prior to the 1992 election; it has paid them out and
cleared the backlog of debts. The government has
regularised the state's fmances and is now introducing
legislation that will prevent such rorts being perpetrated
again.
The legislation will provide confidence to Victorians
that they are receiving a high standard of fmancial
accountability and of disclosure, and a high level of
useful content in the fmancial statements issued by the
government.

Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) - I support the
reasoned amendment moved by the honourable
member for Williamstown and the bill. I find the
comments of the honourable member for Box Hill
surprising. He castigates the Labor Party for not
introducing accrual budgeting but accrual accounting
was commenced by the Labor government;
unfortunately for it and most Victorians, the Labor
Party lost office.
Accounting is like economics, as I am sure the
honourable member for Box Hill knows. There are
fashions in accounting. Anybody with a knowledge of
accounting will remember how enthusiastically
program budgeting was welcomed. Zero budgeting
was also fashionable at the time. The move towards
accrual accounting has been a recent development.

Mr McArthur world.

It has not in the commercial

Mrs MADDIGAN - That is not strictly correct,
either. It certainly has been introduced more recently in
the commercial world than here. If the honourable
member speaks to friends in private enterprise he will
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find that program budgeting was considered the bees'
knees not so long as 10 years ago. I am sure in another
10 years we will probably have another welcome fonn
of new accounting procedures.

satisfaction with his speeches gives no indication of
whether they are of value to the rest of the world.

The point made by the honourable member for
Williamstown is important. Ifthe government is
sincere about its accounting procedures being
transparent, it must produce them in a fonn that people
can readily understand. Its aggregation of the
outcomes, as it has done so far, has made it difficult for
people to understand if or to what extent the
government is meeting its targets.

Mrs MADDIGAN - We on this side of the house
would be more than happy to participate in a qualitative
and quantitative examination of people's satisfaction
with ministerial speeches.

I have carefully examined the arts section oflast year's
budget and I refer to a couple of areas where the
outcomes and deliverables are nonsensical for people
trying get a clear understanding of what is hoped to be
achieved in the budget. I acknowledge this form of
budgeting for the public sector was new; it was its first
year. As we move into the budget process, as we will
soon have another budget, the opposition hopes the
papers contain far more detailed examination of the
programs that are now operating and that more detailed
explanations are made about outcomes. We require
qualitative and quantitative explanations to understand
whether the sorts of government activities are being
undertaken in the best manner possible.
The implementation of Arts 21 shows that some of the
outputs and deliverables do not tell people much. I refer
to the government's references to world-class facilities.
One refers to the timely establishment of regional
infrastructure works programs and to a unit of
measurement date. No target was set for 1996--97.
What is the government talking about? Where is a
defmition of 'timely'? What sort of regional
infrastructure works programs is being proposed?
That sort of information cannot be gleaned from the
document. I have no doubt that the people of regional
Victoria will be interested to know how the works they
may have been promised by the government will be
covered in the coming budget.
One performance measure of 'Converging technologies
in the arts' is the 'timely establishment of multimedia
strategies'. Another intriguing major output is listed as
'Portfolio research and public affairs' , one performance
measure of which is 'ministerial satisfaction with
speeches'. The unit of measure as a percentage for
1996-97 was not available, but it is shown as 100 per
cent for 1997-98. Does that mean we can expect a
100 per cent improvement from the minister based on
his 1996-97 performance? However, the minister's

Mr MiJdenhaU - They should ask us.

Another category of outputs includes the poor old
Office of the Governor, and some of the measures are
bizarre. For Governor's visits, the performance
measure is 'Feedback from the Governor' and the
satisfaction target for next year is 100 per cent. I am
not sure how that is to be measured. Does it mean if
the Governor is not happy with his afternoon tea the
program is unsatisfactory? It is bizarre for the
government to expect the Governor to confonn to
those sorts of output measures.
It is nonsense for the government to suggest that it is
improving its accountability unless the process is
meaningful. If the government is convinced Victoria is
operating efficiently, it should be prepared to adopt
more detailed accounting procedures, including more
detailed programs and output measures. If the
government wants to convince the people of its
sincerity, it should make its programs more transparent.

The Victorian University of Technology business
school is currently surveying government accounts, and
I assume some government members have been asked
to give their views. It will be interesting to examine the
results of the survey and to see the responses that are
given on understanding budgets. The word 'budget'
puts many people right off. There is a lack of
information about budgets not only in the community
but in this place as well. The departmental briefmgs
organised last year by the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee were useful, because they at least
made members of Parliament aware of the changes in
accounting procedures. I congratulate the committee on
its work and hope it continues to organise the briefmgs.
It is unfortunate that more honourable members did not
attend them.
Overall, the amendment can be supported. The claim
by the honourable member for Box Hill that the
previous Labor government tried to hide programs by
deferring library grants is a bit rich when one considers
that the schools that were promised money for
computers by the beginning of this year - that is,
under the miserly $1 for $3 program - have now been
told they will not be getting the money until July.
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I am glad the government has realised its failure in that
area and is now seeking to remedy it. I am sure that
education institutions are pleased that the money they
have been promised by the government will now come
in on time. One could say that those institutions have
received so little support from the government that
nothing would surprise them.
This type oflegislation can be useful, but it has to be
implemented in a way that is understandable. I strongly
support the reasoned amendment. Anyone with a
genuine concern about budgets being able to be read by
as many people as possible and about governments
being truly accountable should support it.
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - It is a pleasure to
support this important bill. It is another step in the
government's program to ensure that Victoria has a
world-class financial accountability and reporting
system that works in the best interests ofthe taxpayer,
as well as giving public service managers more
flexibility and providing better information to
Parliament.

I oppose the reasoned amendment moved by the
honourable member for Williamstown, the tenns of
which surprise me. I have had the pleasure of working
with the honourable member on the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee and his reasoned amendment
is not consistent with the views he expressed during
the committee's discussions on the estimates process
and accountability. I can only wonder at the reasons
that have driven him to move it. There is clearly a
double standard at work, but I will come back to that
later.
The measure is a welcome improvement in fmancial
accountability. It has been introduced following the
recommendations of the Commission of Audit, which
carried out its inquiry soon after the government came
to power in 1992. The commission found serious
deficiencies in the way Victoria's financial records had
been kept in previous years, and it discovered serious
deficiencies in the way the account books had been
presented to Parliament and to the public.
Over the past five or six years, we have been given
many examples of the ways in which the previous
government and its ministers attempted to conceal the
true facts from the public. We have heard of attempts to
account for the public purse that could reasonably be
described as fraudulent. The legislation will go a long
way towards ensuring that those sorts of practices can
never be repeated.
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I am confident that the legislation will remain in force
so long as this government occupies the Treasury
benches. However, I would not be as confident about
the legislation remaining in force if the Labor Party
ever occupied those benches again. I am not confident
that the Leader ofthe Opposition could be relied on to
present the books of account to Parliament and to the
public in a way that clearly disclosed not only what had
been spent and borrowed but the condition of the state's
assets.
Labor governments and Labor ministers have a proud
tradition of deliberately disguising what is happening to
the finances of the state. They have spent way beyond
their means and passed the buck to future governments
and generations, who have had to repay the debts they
have incurred and recover the economy they have all
but destroyed. I am confident the government will not
make those sorts of mistakes. I hope Victorians will see
not only the benefit of this accounting system but also
the risks involved in returning the opposition to the
Treasury benches.
One key requirement prevents ministers from entering
into agreements that bind the Crown and, in doing so,
go beyond the appropriations that have been allocated
to the departments they administer. Ostensibly to
provide services, Labor ministers have a proud tradition
of entering into arrangements which bind the Crown,
incurring liabilities for which the Crown must be
responsible at some time in the future.
Labor ministers have set about fmding ingenious ways
of disguising the fact that they have entered into those
arrangements by entering into further arrangements
which required balloon payments some time in the
future and which are also not disclosed in the books of
account. They have done so by hiding borrowings, by
providing for deferred interest and by engaging in a
range of other devices. Those sorts of things will no
longer be possible once the legislation is passed - and
nor should they. There is also no reason for any
minister or any government to conceal from Parliament
or the public what is being done with the public's funds
in the public's interest.
If a minister can find a good reason for going into debt
or for entering into an arrangement that binds the
Crown in the future, he or she should be up front about
it. He or she should be prepared to describe to
Parliament and the people of Victoria why such an
arrangement is being entered into, what possible
benefits it may have and what costs are associated with
it both now and in the future. If the proposal is worth
while I am sure the public will accept it, but the public
should be given the opportunity to judge it. All that is
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required is for the public to have the opportunity to
assess what is being done and to say, 'Yes, we think
that is a good idea and in the interests of ourselves and
our children' , or 'No, that is not in our interests'. To
hide that information would be a deliberate abuse of the
power of government and a deliberate deception of
Parliament and the people of Victoria. It is a practice
that should cease as soon as possible.
We have already heard discussion from both sides
about the benefits of accrual accounting and accrual
appropriation. The Labor Party has sort of welcomed
the move towards accrual budgeting and accounting. I
emphasise the words 'sort of. It is a little like
St Augustine. I am sure honourable members remember
the story of St Augustine when he received in Britain a
message from Rome that henceforth all priests were to
be celibate and that chastity was to be the vow of the
church. St Augustine is reputed to have fallen on his
knees and prayed to the almighty, 'Lord, make me
chaste - but not yet!'. Members of the Labor Party are
a little like St Augustine; they want accrual accounting
but not just yet. They are not too sure. They think it is a
good idea, but they say, 'Let's have somebody else do
it. Let's have it somewhere out there, but not here quite
yet'.
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee my modest
guess would be that that would take a year or more.
That in turn would delay the introduction of accrual
budgeting for a year or more. It would delay by a year
or more the move the honourable member for
Williamstown welcomed in the initial stages of his
speech. As I said, it is the St Augustine solution 'Make us chaste, but not yet. Let's just keep putting it
back a little further'.
I wonder if the honourable member for Williamstown
has considered what he is doing. Is this a deliberate
ploy to be obstructive and to delay the introduction of
the measures so that he can protect or preserve
something or is he simply misled? Has he been fed this
line by the honourable member for Niddrie, whose
procedures and methods of debating in the house are
wonderful, including his past perfonnance of
obstructing every program this government has
undertaken to reform public sector finance and
management?

That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words 'this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until meaningful output measures
detailed to small subprogram levels are detennined'.

Does the amendment have the unintended effect of
returning us to program budgeting and getting away
from accrual accounting? Just what is the honourable
member for Williamstown asking for? Why in Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee meetings does he
welcome accrual accounting and budgeting and ask
ministers and departmental heads why they have not
introduced it earlier. Yet now he says 'Oh no, we don't
want it yet. We want a little more detail and a little
more time. We want another go at it'. Where on earth is
he coming from? The honourable member for
Williamstown exhibits an extraordinary double
standard. In his 18 months as a member of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee he has consistently
supported the move to accrual accounting, output
measurement and judgment by performance rather than
the traditional Labor Party input measurement. He
welcomed the move to output measurement so that
public sector managers are judged by what they achieve
rather than by what they spend. This amendment is a
complete backflip from the honourable member for
Williamstown. It has the effect of reversing all the good
work he has done so far in the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. I really wonder why he does it.

What on earth does that mean? If the house were to
support the reasoned amendment moved by the
honourable member for Williamstown what would the
effect be? The bill would be withdrawn and somebody
would have to try to find out how to detail output
measures to a 'subprogram level'. Then the bill would
have to be reintroduced. Is that feasible between now
and the introduction and passage of the appropriation
bill? I doubt it. From my experience of the work of the

The public of Victoria has nothing to fear from the
public sector, the Parliament and the government being
judged by what they produce and the services they
deliver rather than what they spend. The public service
has nothing to fear from being judged on what it
produces and what services it delivers rather than what
it spends. Public sector managers will have increased
flexibility in their management programs by having
performance judged on output measurements rather

The move to accrual appropriation, accounting and
budgeting will be a substantial benefit to the
community because for the first time Victorians will be
able to see the net effect of the decisions the
government and the parliament make. They will be able
to see the effect at the cash and capital levels. They will
be able to see the net increase or decrease in the value
of assets, how much money has been borrowed and
how much has been deferred. For the first time
Parliament and the Victorian public will be clearly in
possession of the facts about what governments are
doing. For that reason the bill should be welcomed. The
amendment moved by the honourable member for
Williamstown, which should be seriously questioned,
states:
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than on inputs. They will also have increased
responsibilities under the new regime. Although they
will be able to make more flexible management
decisions, they will be answerable for those decisions
and their performance will be judged on the outcomes.
The public and the Parliament will clearly be in a
position to make those judgments. The bill deserves a
speedy passage and the support of all members of the
house.

Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (Benambra)- The
honourable member for Monbulk asked why the
honourable member for Williamstown introduced the
reasoned amendment. I suggest it is a blind. It is purely
a stalling tactic, a means to try to discredit the
government over the introduction of legislation to
establish accrual accounting in this budgetary
session, something which I am sure the Labor Party
would have loved to have achieved in its days in
government and which the Labor Party has supported
through the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
for the past five years. I agree with the honourable
member for Monbulk: the amendment is purely an
opportunity to try to discredit the government and
prevent it from introducing legislation that both sides of
the house have been very keen to have for at least five
or six years and almost surely prior to that.
The words of the amendment the honourable member
for Monbulk highlighted refer to the need to provide
greater detail to output measures. I do not believe that
is a bad request; we should all be considering that aim
so that output measures can be properly detailed and
compared from one year to the other. In this way
output measures can be determined. But to suggest it is
worth delaying the passage of the bill is nonsensical.
Again, I endorse what the honourable member for
Monbulk suggested: that the honourable member for
Williamstown is out of character in putting this
amendment forward. I suggest he finds it difficult to
live with the amendment. The honourable member for
Williamstown will be delighted to see the budget
provisions being passed with the inclusion of the
accrual appropriation provision and the enactment of
the accrual budgeting process.

Mr HamUton -

Does that work on the farm?

Mr A. F. PLOWMAN - Obviously the
honourable member for Morwell knows little about
farming because every farm runs on an accrual
budgeting and management basis. If that were not the
case you would not have a farm at the end of the day. It
is extraordinary that the honourable member for
Williarnstown is prepared to delay the introduction of
accrual accounting on the basis that we should more
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clearly identify the comparisons. I appreciate the
comparisons are most important; that is part of the
whole budgeting process. But it is unbelievable to say
that it should not be done this year.
I agree with the honourable member's statement that
we should make those transitional arrangements as
clear as possible. In the main when you go from one
budget process to another the opportunity to compare
like with like has always been difficult. Every budget
process I have been involved in has been slightly
different from the one before, and it has always been
harder when you have wanted to make direct
comparisons from one budget to another. However,
accrual accounting makes everything a lot easier. I am
sure the honourable member for Williamstown will
agree the opportunity to make those comparisons will
be far easier under the accrual system. Therefore I
cannot see the justification for delaying the passage of
the bill.
It is vital that we have comparative quarterly reports,
which is part of the system. Again, with the
transparency introduced with the accrual system
quarterly reports will be far more meaningful and more
valuable to all members of the community, because
they will be able to see the complete picture not just the
cash picture that has been projected in the past. It will
also eliminate the creative accounting that has brought
past governments into discredit. If accrual accounting
and accrual budgeting achieve that end Victoria under
future governments will be far better managed. I am
sure when the people of Victoria recognise that fact
they will accept the value of the legislation.
Earlier I mentioned the desire of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee to introduce this legislation. I
have spent nearly four years on that committee. In a
bipartisan sense the Labor Party promoted the
introduction of accrual accounting. Throughout the four
years I was a member of that committee Labor strongly
supported the introduction of accrual accounting and
pushed every government department to ensure its
introduction was not delayed. The reasoned amendment
is a means to discredit valuable legislation that the
opposition wishes to see introduced.

Mr Hamilton life?

Were you an accountant in a past

Mr A. F. PLOWMAN - Any housewife or farmer
should be a part -time accountant, but that was not the
case with the past government when we consider what
it achieved. The honourable member for Box Hill
referred to a few abuses, and I add a couple of abuses to
that list. One is the unfunded superannuation liabilities,
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one of the greatest hidden debts this state incurred.
Until the coalition government came into office those
unfunded liabilities were not disclosed to the public
because we did not have an accrual system that
highlighted what those unfunded liabilities were doing
from year to year. If a situation like that arises under
this system - which it might - at least it will be clear;
at least the public will be able to see it; at least there
will be no opportunity to hide behind that situation.
The Auditor-General's report on the 1993-94 financial
statement at 30 June 1993 reports an $18 billion deficit
by way of unfunded superannuation liabilities.
Employee leave and other entitlements is another area
where these liabilities will not be able to be hidden in
the future. More recently - and I cast no aspersions
on past governments - at 30 June 1997 that figure
amounted to $2.4 billion. It is important that the
accounting processes of the state are properly managed
and that when Victorians have the opportunity to judge
them they know these figures exist and can record their
movement. The movement of the figures is very
important. Those two examples add weight to the
examples provided by the honourable member for Box
Hill.
When I was a member of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee a small subcommittee visited
New Zealand to discuss, to see and to understand the
benefits gained by New Zealand through the
introduction of accrual accounting. I will not list them,
but the most significant benefit cited by all department
managers and accounts section heads was that they had
a better understanding of running their own show. Not
only did they have a better understanding but also they
had a better appreciation of how they could work to
their own advantage, how their own departments could
benefit and therefore how the public could benefit.
Indirectly, accrual accounting brings with it acceptance
by the government of a more accountable system for
each government department that introduces it. In the
future governments that wish to commit this state to
any programs that will extend the cost one way or the
other may do so but they will no longer be able to hide
those costs from the public; they will certainly not be
able to hide them from the Parliament.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I thank. the honourable
members for Williamstown and Essendon. I understand
they support the bill in the main, although they want to
insert a reasoned amendment - and I will return to
that. Because of his association with the Department of
Treasury and Finance the honourable member for Box
Hill gave a thorough and detailed explanation of the
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legislation. I also thank the honourable members for
Monbulk and Benambra for their input. I understand
they have both worked with the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee and have a good understanding of
the legislation as it relates to the financial management
of the state.
Since we came to government five years ago, the
state's financial management, arrangements and
outcomes have been among our main concerns. The
people from the socialist side have the idea that money
grows on trees and that you can keep on spending
without being accountable.
Mr Hamilton inteIjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - I believe we have
demonstrated decent standards of accountability and
responsibility in financial management.
The government is not prepared to accept the reasoned
amendment moved by the honourable member for
Williarnstown, which refers to the house refusing to
read the bill a second time until meaningful output
measures detailed to small subprogram levels are
determined. Although the honourable member for
Benambra said he had some sympathy with it, the
government does not believe the amendment would
greatly add to debate on the bill.
We need to get on with the accrual accounting program
to ensure it is transparent, not only to members of
Parliament but to the general public. Transparent
quarterly reports always give the voting public - the
constituency- a clear indication of the state of the
government's overall financial management. At the end
of the day the constituency calls for fairness and equity
in fmancial management, in job opportunities and in the
taxation systems imposed by all levels of government.
If you can ensure that there is fairness and equity in
those three areas, you are well on the way to satisfying
the voters.
Mr Hamilton inteIjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - I can assure you that no
spin doctors are at work here. However, if you look
back you will see that the spin doctors were well and
truly at work prior to October 1992. The honourable
member for Benambra highlighted the work of those
spin doctors in the cover-up of the public sector
superannuation liability, which had grown from around
about $4 billion in 1982 to about $18 billion by 1992.
With those remarks I repeat that the government is not
prepared to accept the reasoned amendment. However,
I thank. opposition members for their comments, which
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in the main support the principle underlying the
legislation.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote no):

Ayes, 53
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley, Mr
Burke, Ms (Teller)
Clark, Mr
Coleman, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Oavies, Ms
Dean, Or
Oixon, Mr
Ooyle, Mr
Elder, Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn, Mr
Gude, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper. Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John, Mr
Kilgour, Mr (Teller)
Lean, Mr
Leigh, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McArthur, Mr
McCall, Ms
McGill, Mrs
McGrath, Mr W.O.

McLellan, Mr
Maclellan, Mr
McNamara, Mr
Maughan. Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr
Peulich. Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman. Mr A.F.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Ryan. Mr
Savage, Mr
Shardey. Mrs
Smith. Mr E.R. (Teller)
Smith, Mr I.W.
Spry, Mr
Steggall, Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tehan, Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr
Treasure, Mr
Wade, Mrs
Wells, Mr

Noes, 27
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr(Teller)
Carnpbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Oollis, Mr
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett,Ms
Haerrneyer, Mr
Hamilton, Mr

Hulls, Mr
Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr (Teller)
Leighton, Mr
Lim, Mr
Loney, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs (Teller)
Mildcnhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Robinson, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson, Mrs

Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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TERTIARY EDUCATION (AMENDMENT)

BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 February; motion of
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management).

Mr HAMILTON (Morweil) - The Tertiary
Education (Amendment) Bill is a simple bill. In fact, I
could deal with it in a couple of minutes by saying that
the opposition does not oppose it. However, the
importance of the bill should not be downgraded
because it extends the power of the minister to monitor
the performance of pri vate post -secondary education
providers in the same manner that is done for
universities. The minister is able to require any private
university to provide the same sorts of details and
statistics - The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) There is too much audible conversation.

Order!

Mr HAMILTON - You would think they would
be listening more intently. If I were talking about
accountants or lawyers I might have the attention of the
house because they are fair game in anybody's
language!
The bill assumes there are private universities
established in Victoria, but at the moment there are
none. However, Melbourne University is planning the
establishment of a private university in the Docklands
area as part of its development. It is appropriate and
timely that private post-secondary institutions be
subject to the same government audit process to which
universities are subject. Indeed, I note with concern
that the minister's second-reading speech states:
Steps are being taken to specify in greater detail the
procedures and criteria through which applications for
approval to operate as a private university will be assessed.
This action follows a legislative review of implementation of
competition policy last year.

Indeed, some public discussion should take place and
some information should be provided. If I have a
criticism of what the bill is about it is the fact that the
minister has the power to monitor what is going on in
the university sector, which is critical if we are to have
some say in forward planning and in ensuring that
resources in the tertiary education system meet the
demands and, more importantly, the projected
demands of the area. However, it is not possible to
instantly produce a product to satisfy a demand that
suddenly appears over the hill. It is necessary to plan
and prepare. I will be most interested to read the annual
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reports, especially that of the minister, to see more
detail about what is happening in the minister's
department and in the TAFE sector regarding the
monitoring and detail that has been required and how it
has been applied in terms of forward planning. That is
the clear responsibility of the minister. More
importantly, however, the public should know and
understand what is going on.
I have a number of concerns about what has already
taken place and the apparent failure of the minister to
act. Either the minister does not know what is going on
or he does not care enough to take action or he will take
action after the horse has bolted. 1refer to one of the
major disasters occurring in country Victoria, following
the amalgamation of the Victorian College of
Agriculture and Horticulture (VCAH) with the
University of Melbourne.

Mr Honeywood interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - We are arguing that the
university has forgotten about education. All it is
thinking about is earning money and responding to the
economic rationalists. The University of Melbourne
will be forever damned because it is destroying a
critical part of education in country Victoria.
Mr Honeywood interjected.

Mr HAMILTON - I will give you the evidence
lock., stock and barrel, notated and proven. By default
and sleazy practices the University of Melbourne is in
the process of shutting down a critical and vital part of
education in country Victoria - that is, the campuses
of VCAH at Dookie, Longerenong near Horsham,
Glenormiston and Macmillan. Why are they destroying
them? Heaven only knows. What is wrong with those
honourable members? The Deputy Leader of the
National Party, who was the Minister for Agriculture, is
watching his college at Longerenong in Horsham being
closed down.
Mr Honeywood - Rubbish!
Mr HAMll..TON - Rubbish, the minister says.
Longerenong offered a full university degree course,
but what has Melbourne University decided? It has
decided to wipe it out. The minister should come with
me to Horsham next Friday and listen to what the staff
and students are saying. The minister, who is
supposedly monitoring these things, is not aware of
what is going on. VCAH lost 39 staff through
involuntary redundancies because it was said they were
not needed.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) - Order!
The minister will have an opportunity to speak when
closing the debate.
Mr HAMILTON -1 am glad the minister is
interjecting because it reinforces what I am saying. It is
his duty and responsibility to monitor what is going on.
To his eternal shame he is now monitoring the
destabilisation, disenchantment and destruction of the
Victorian College of Agriculture and Horticulture. He
is letting the University of Melbourne ride roughshod
over both him and the government.

Dookie has an international reputation, but what does
the University of Melbourne do? Chop it down; crucify
it; destroy it. It is time the minister got off his tail, got
into his motorcar and went and found out what is
happening. All he does is listen to the vice-chancellor
of Melbourne University, who says he can fix all the
problems. He has demanded the same TER scores for
students going into Dookie as for Melbourne. The
entrance level for Dookie has been lifted from 45 to 65
which will destroy the existing structures and
automatically prevent hundreds of country students
obtaining an education in agriculture and research and
an opportunity to upgrade from TAFE courses through
to diploma and degree courses. That is what is
happening.
In the words of the director in charge of the Institute of
Land and Food Resources (ILFR), 'Thirty-nine of you
are going. No more degree courses at Longerenong'.
My information has come from the staff.
Mr Honeywood - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member is deliberately waxing
lyrical about mistruths. I am not aware of a standing
order that suggests honourable members should not lie
to the house, but I put it that he is well aware that the
last 3 minutes of his contribution have been a total
fabrication of untruth.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) - Order!
There is no point of order. Government members will
have an opportunity to respond to the opposition's lead
speaker, the honourable member for Morwell, and the
minister will have the opportunity to respond to the
comments when he sums up the debate.

Mr HAMILTON - I thank you for that correct
ruling, Mr Acting Speaker. The information is not, as
suggested, a figment of my fertile imagination but
information received from staff and students at the
colleges affected. They were concerned when they
received an e-mail on 6 March indicating that
39 academic and general staff were to be forced into
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involuntary redundancy. Is the minister suggesting the
staff do not know what their e-mail says? Is he
suggesting that the staff do not know that no higher
education degree courses will be offered at
Longerenong? Is he saying the staff do not know what
they are being told when they are the ones being put on
the scrap heap? If the minister does not know what is
happening it is about time the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services who is the honourable member for
Wimmera, the honourable member for Shepparton up
in Dookie country and the honourable member for
Polwarth in Glenonniston country found out what is
happening in their electorates and advised the minister
of the concerns of the agricultural industry that is the
backbone of our economy.
Mr Honeywood - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, this is a briefbill relating wholly and solely to
the ability ofthe Victorian government to obtain
information from private providers of education. We
have just listened to a 10-minute diatribe of
misrepresentations of fact about a public provider,
namely Melbourne University, and its relationship with
the former Victorian College of Agriculture and
Horticulture which is also a public provider. The bill
involves the ability of the government to extract
information from a private campus and has nothing to
do with the 10 minutes of mistruths we have had from
the honourable member for Morwell.

Mr HAMll...TON - On the point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, the minister's own second-reading
speech states the requirement of the minister to:
... monitor the overall level and nature of provision to plan for
the strategic development of higher education. This will
require provision of basic statistical information relating to
student enrolments in various areas-

and I haven't got on to the student enrolments yet of study and other matters as may be required from time to
time for the effective coordination of higher education.

In his own second-reading speech the minister states

that the purpose of this bill is to require private
providers to provide him with the same information as
is required by public providers, and that that
information be supposedly monitored by the minister
and his office. It is perfectly appropriate for me to raise
in Parliament concerns expressed to me so that the
public knows what is happening.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) - Order!
While I do not uphold the point of order, I believe the
honourable member for Morwell has made his points
relating to the colleges outside the metropolitan area.
He has adequately covered the issues previously
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referred to and should now return to the main aspects of
the bill.
Mr HAMILTON - The import of this bill is the
requirement for the minister to be able to effectively
monitor what is happening not only in public
institutions but also in private institutions that may
come into effect. That legitimate, general concern can
be extended to probably the most important part of
government responsibility. We must ensure we know
what is going on in education and we must note the
changes which have occurred and which will continue
to occur. That is what the minister's office is doing, and
the minister now wants to do it not only for the public
institutions but the private institutions as well. Hooray!
Good on him; I support that wholeheartedly. However,
having been given the power, what the devil is being
done with it? What is going on at the VeAH, for
example should concern not only me but also the
minister, and I could give similar examples of more
than 50 staff gone at the Warrnambool campus of
Deakin, more than 100 staff gone at the 8endigo
campus of La Trobe and about the same number going
at the Gippsland campus ofMonash.
Mr Honeywood - Rubbish!
Mr HAMILTON - The minister again says
rubbish. He should check to ensure the figures he has
been given are honest and true. The bill is about making
sure he has factual information and that he is aware that
certain courses are no longer being offered at three
country campuses of metropolitan universities.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr HAMILTON - What comes first: the chicken
or the egg? If you slash resources, the students cannot
attend. That has happened at Dookie. If you take away
the resources and the students do not attend, you reach
a self-fulfilling prophecy. The government should do
something about education in country Victoria. Country
students are important. We should value them more
than we value city students because of the lack of
opportunities and options in rural areas. They do not
have the same opportunities to get high tertiary entrance
ranking (TER) scores.
Under any government country students should have
the opportunity to study at either a private or public
institution. I draw a distinction between 'private' and
'public' because the taxpayers of Australia bear a
responsibility to provide a quality education, whether it
be primary, secondary or tertiary, for every Australian.
That should be an automatic responsibility.

TERTIARY EDUCA nON (AMENDMENl) BILL
400

ASSEMBLY

For heaven's sake, we should not be forcing our
universities and TAFE colleges to become self-funding!
That is the crudest and most disastrous way of dealing
with education in Australia. I hope the Minister for
Tertiary Education and Training, and every honourable
member, have the same passion as me for providing
quality education for kids. If we do not give country
kids an opportunity to attend agricultural colleges like
Dookie, Glenonniston or Longerenong, what are we
doing about providing for the future of agriculture in
Australia? We should not allow institutions like
Melbourne University to go on a $2 million spending
spree to make sure it gets a few more professional
chairs - although Creswick must be all right because it
has a good school of forestry and did have the college
of horticulture. I hope the minister takes those matters
as seriously as I do.
If my facts are wrong I will be the fIrst to apologise
profusely. I have not gone through the litany of factsand in due deference to the Chair, I shall not - but if
the changes I have described are not taking place at
those branches of the Victorian College of Agriculture
and Horticulture, as it was known, I will apologise in
this place to the minister and to every honourable
member. I deserve to apologise ifmy information is
wrong.

Mr Honeywood - Did you bother to ring them up?
Mr HAMll..TON - I got the information from a
simple inquiry to see what was happening to Victorian
country students whom I happen to believe are
important. It does not worry me if I never talk to
Professor Gilbert. I have had a thing about
vice-chancellors for SO years; I do not need to bow and
scrape to any of them. I have no intention of doing that
but I will strongly criticise them if they try to bring
economic rationalist models into education. If that is
what they are on about, I will always be in complete
and utter disagreement with them.
A number of changes have been forced on our
universities because of changes to funding. Because of
the demands upon them the universities must become
more self-funding; but by the same token, the same
universities - the old, established sandstone
universities of Melbourne, Monash, Sydney, Adelaide
and even Western Australia - have sat on their
thumbs while the governments have screwed them.
They have rolled over, put their legs up and had their
bellies tickled while the government has said, 'We will
chop away your funding'. The university
representatives have said, 'We don't care if we don't
pay our staff decently or sack staff or chop courses'
like music at La Trobe and other courses. Later the
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honourable member for Coburg will talk about the
cutting of an Italian course at a Victorian university.
Those universities should be the strongest political
lobby. They should be able to exert so much political
pressure on governments of whatever flavour that there
would be no chance of those cuts occurring. But no,
they have rolled over and said, 'Yes, sir; no, sir; three
bags full, sir'. What a lot of academic wimps we have
in this country! Although I have a quarrel with him
over three or four examples, Professor Osborne at
La Trobe University was the only one to stand up and
complain.
We should ensure the legislation functions properly
because it is vital that private universities work well.
Where are the great precedents in Australia? I fInd it
amazing that Melbourne University thinks it can do
better than Bond University. Mr Bond was not a bad
entrepreneur but he failed miserably with Bond
University. Perhaps Melbourne University knows
something nobody else does and believes it will do
better than Bond.
There should be a proper monitoring and a strategic
plan so we all know what is happening with courses
and the number of students; we do not want to end up,
as is claimed in data at the moment, with a shortage of
teachers in a few years. Victoria does not need a
shortage of engineers or computer experts or whatever
fIeld of endeavour one can think of. Those things
should be monitored by the government.
I applaud the Minister for Tertiary Education and
Training for introducing this power to pre~mpt the
establishment of a private university in Victoria. Good
on him! But having done that, and having the power,
information and statistics, he should be talking to
somebody other than the vice-chancellors of the
universities. He should be monitoring what is
happening. He should be aware of the concerns of staff
and students at every country campus in Victoria. That
is what it is all about. If the minister is not aware of
those partiCUlars, he jolly well should be!
I believe the Minister for Tertiary Education and
Training takes his job conscientiously. However, if I
am receiving such information, he should also be
receiving it. He should know what could happen if
university departments centralise and we end up with a
Melbourne central operation. He should know what is
happening with the country universities and how course
options and student numbers are being reduced. The
best way for him to do that is to go into the bush and
discover it for himself. Are the staff and students in the
country all stupid? Are the only ones with brains in
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Melbourne? I believe the reverse applies - that is,
most of the brains are in the country but the power
happens to be centred in Melbourne.

him for the way he has carried out his responsibility to
monitor. plan and watch over what is happening in
country Victoria.

If the information I am being fed is wrong I will
certainly be humble and apologetic. I am fundamentally
a humble person, but I am also a most passionate
person when it comes to ensuring that kids in the
country get opportunities for courses. that courses in the
country are not cut simply because they do not look as
though they will appear on the bottom line or that they
are not putting dollars in the coffers. The universities
must provide educational opportunities and qualified
students. Students must also be able to work their way
through a Dookie course or complete diplomas and
convert their qualifications to degrees at the same
universities, where there are qualified, caring and
dedicated staff.

Let the record show that I will be there to support him
when he does that. regardless of my politics. because
the issue is far too important to the students for any of
us to play party politics. There is an urgent need to
address the things I have raised in my short speech. I
have a lot more detailed information that I will be glad
to discuss with the minister at any time so we can
address the concerns of country universities.

I am not the only one who should be screaming at the
government about this. The honourable members for
Wimmera, Polwarth and Shepparton should also be
screaming at their government because this is
happening in their electorates. They should know more
about what is happening than I do.
There is a need to ensure those trends do not
continue - in fact, they oUght to be reversed. If
Melbourne University cannot be controlled - if it is
bigger than government and bigger than the act that
created it - it is time the act was changed so the
university can be given some direction. The
government and Parliament must show they care about
opportunities for country Victoria. Learning is not just
about getting information. It is about social interaction,
and it will always be about that. We do not want the
Internet and computer links to Melbourne to be the only
learning opportunities for country students. Learning as
social interaction between human beings must not be
replaced by electronic machines.
It is opportune that the bill is being debated by
Parliament today. As I said, it is fundamentally good
because it enables the minister and the government to
monitor what is going on. But for heaven's sake let us
monitor accurately and sensitively and with an
understanding of the concerns of every country
university campus in the state. There is tremendous
concern in the bush about what is going on.
I will certainly pass on to the minister any information
that comes to me and I will ensure he checks it out. He
has the responsibility and the office to do those things. I
will be there to support him when he straightens out
some of the problems. I do not want to spend my time
criticising the minister; I would rather spend it praising

Ms McCALL (Frankston) - Before I begin I
would like to clarify a few points raised in good faith by
the honourable member for Morwell. First of all, there
is some misinformation drifting around about the
Victorian College of Agriculture and Horticulture,
which I trust the minister will have the opportunity to
clarify later on. I am aware that the discussions that led
to amalgamation ofthe VCAH with Melbourne
University began under the auspices of the former
Labor government. I suspect the playing field was not
clearly marked out from the beginning, which is why
we have had to do a bit of tidying up afterwards.

Mr Hamilton - That is all I am asking: you do
some tidying up.

Ms McCALL- We have spent the past five years
doing a lot of tidying up, so we are well and truly into
the swing of it.
The second issue raised by the honourable member for
Morwell was the minister's understanding of rural
students and campuses. The minister has often left the
so-called seclusion of the metropolitan area to visit
rural campuses. Unlike the honourable member for
Morwell, he is happy to talk to students and staff and, heaven forfend, vice-chancellors as well. The
government has listened to and communicated with all
levels. I have every confidence that the minister has
done his best to ensure that all parties have been
involved in those discussions.
Although the bill is small it focuses on an important
aspect of education. The government believes in quality
education being provided from a number of sectors.
The state is not the only sector responsible for
providing the best education. It may be that we buy in
or use providers who have expertise that the state
system cannot provide. These private providers should
be regulated and governed in the same way as the state
system is. If we are asking our students - both the
young and the not-so-young - to use a private system,
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we should make sure we approve and accredit the
standards that apply under that system.
At the same time, the government believes that if
people are paying for their education they have every
right to demand that that infonnation be made pUblic.
Some of the statistical information the minister will
now receive from private providers will enable the
government to ensure that the user-pays system is being
used as honestly and fairly as possible.
The honourable member for Morwell quoted from the
minister's second-reading speech, and I intend to do so
as well. The third paragraph states:
With an increasing number of pri vate providers within the
state and further privately provided programs expected, it is
important that the responsible minister be in a position to
monitor the overal1 level and nature of provision to plan for
the strategic development of higher education.

There is no question that it is appropriate for the
minister to ensure that standards are maintained.
Mr Hamilton -

Well said!

Ms McCALL - Thank you, I did not think we
would actually ever agree on anything! I am interested
in the current list of private providers. Displaying my
nonnal parochialism as the member for Frankston, I
mention with pride the Mount Eliza Australian
Management College, which is now affiliated with
Monash University but which still operates as a private
provider in the system.

The college offers a graduate certificate of
management, a graduate diploma in management and a
distance MBA from Henley in the United Kingdom, as
well as its own corporate and executive MBA. As a
former alumna, I am delighted to say the standards of
the college have been maintained through its affiliation
with Monash. As a result of the changes in the
legislation, statistical information will be available to
people who may consider Mount Eliza as a
management college option.
I did not pay for mine because I won a scholarship to
go there. While talking about private providers in the
state system, I point out that I am a qualified trainer. I
did my training following the federal government's
introduction of the RIT A system. I am therefore aware
of the need for private providers to attain certain
standards in education and training and for the
certificates or diplomas they hand out at the end to be
appropriate to the courses they offer.
I underwent a stringent training course so I could be
listed as a training provider. I did some of my training
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at Victoria University of Technology at Footscray,
which the honourable member for Wantirna is well
aware of. I enjoyed the work I did in cooperative
education, which involved not only locating students in
the private sector as part of a sandwich course but also
the use of private training providers to run courses that
the university was unable to run.
I am a strong and vocal advocate of quality education in

Victoria. Education is a lifelong experience. Ifwe stop
being educated the day we leave primary or secondary
school, we miss out on the most important thing in life.
Education is related to the formation of character and to
behaviour in later life - and to the sort of behaviour
that the honourable member for Sunshine sometimes
has difficulty grasping.
Overall, the Victorian education system is second to
none, whether in multimedia or in access to training. I
commend the move by the minister to re-arrange the
system so that he has access to the private provider
system. I have much pleasure in supporting the bill.
Mr BAKER (Sunshine) - It seems a long time ago
that as a backbencher I prepared the Baker report into
agricultural science. There was considerable confusion,
which has continued whither and beyond, about what
an appropriate agricultural education was and where it
was headed. The traditional competitive forces within
the agricultural ministry - I suspect they have not
changed - surrounded the clash between veterinary
scientists and those with traditional university
agricultural science degrees on the one hand and on the
other hand graduates of colleges of the type described
in the bill and as enunciated and amplified so fluently
by the shadow minister.
Apart from educational pedagogic territorial
imperatives I was not at that stage satisfied that anyone
had a clear view about where agricultural education
should be heading. Honourable members will probably
be aware that the major thrust of that report which was
not ideological and which, if I may be immodest, was
hailed by people on all sides of politics, and especially
by-A government member interjected.
Mr BAKER - The shadow minister at that time,
Mr Austin, caused me a great deal of concern by
putting out a note which just said, 'We strongly support
the Baker report'. What do you do with that? But it was
well received.
Mr Finn - Not in Doutta Galla!
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Mr BAKER - Do you want to put some money on
Doutta Galla? Get on while the odds are there. As I was
saying, there was some confusion at that time. The
report adopted the particular focus of trying to boost the
scientific content of agricultural education while
accepting that it is a broad problem because it needs to
encompass not only scientific research and educational
knowledge in the very practical, such as in-farm
trialling alongside the farmers but also the
pointy-headed genetic content that is obviously so
important for agriculture in this day and age. There is
no perfect answer. There will always be strong
competition within those two dominant disciplines and
from those with a more practical view of farming. The
answer lies in some sort of permutation or
conglomerate.
The bill swings or skews the result too much one way.
Therefore I am not comfortable with it, and nor should
any member who has any understanding of the
requirements of agriculture and the farming
community. As we all know Dookie Agricultural
College has a history of producing very fine farming
people. Many have produced initiatives and
breakthroughs not so much in the pointy-headed
research area but in practical farming, especially
mechanisation. I would hate to see that go, because
there is no doubt that the proposed legislation guts
colleges like Dookie.
I also point out to honourable members who represent
farming communities that significant changes have
come about in terms of who takes over the farms. In
many cases farmers are handing the running of farms
over to daughters who are interested in farming and
have the smarts. You have to be smart to be a good
farmer these days. As I have regularly said in this place
that is why many farming families send those who are
not too flash into parliament to represent the Liberal
and National parties. They do not want them to destroy
the farms. Without being too specific, honourable
members can see some examples of that in this house.
You get Bozo off the farm and send him or her into
parliament. Many farmers are sending daughters into
either the agricultural science or veterinary science
faculties. I have one daughter who is a veterinary
scientist and another who is a plant geneticist. 'I have
sinned, but not this much', I say to myself.

Mr Finn interjected.
Mr BAKER - Even the dog is female in our
house; I have sinned! But I have just got a grandson, so
I am very pleased about that!
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper)Congratulations; but back to the legislation.

Mr BAKER - The problem is to balance the scales
with science and practice. My thinking when I left the
position of Minister for Food and Agriculture was that a
mix of pure scientists needs to be added to the selection.
That would be resisted by the dominant groups, of
course. However, it would ensure that people with a
pure science focus could concentrate on the
pointy-headed problems that are becoming so important
at one end of the scale. At the other end of the scale,
when farmers want to educate their children - I
mentioned daughters, but it does not matter whether
they are male or female - it is very useful to have
institutes in their own areas that relate to local
conditions and are close and handy. There is no reason
why those institutes should not be located locally, even
in the interests of active decentralisation. There is no
reason why people should have to come to the city to
acquire those skills. On the contrary, the reverse logic
applies. Those institutes also have a role to play in
fanner education. Those of us who have spent a lot of
time on farms in our younger days know-Mr Honeywood - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, although I happen to think the honourable
member for Sunshine is one of the more entertaining
and knowledgeable speakers in this parliament, I point
out that the bill is small and relates specifically to
private providers of education. For the past 8 minutes
when education has been mentioned it has been public
universities and agricultural institutes. They have
nothing to do with this bill, which concerns the ability
of government to get information from private
providers.

Mr BAKER - On the point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the second-reading speech suggests that there
will be some wider effects and that the bill is not
particularly narrow. I accept the minister's point of
order to some degree. I am quite happy to respond to
that and move back a bit closer to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) - Order!
You have responded very well in determining the point
of order. Although 1 do not uphold the minister's point
of order, the bill is a reasonably narrow bill and the
second-reading speech does provide an opportunity to
talk on other issues. I direct the honourable member
back to the bill.

Mr BAKER - Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. In
closing I point out that many of these institutes have
played valuable roles in farmer education. People
increasingly need those sorts of facilities. You would
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know perhaps even better than I, Mr Acting Speaker,
that that is an invaluable resource. It is an up-market
fann field-day-type operation. There are numerous
instances where as a result of the cooperation of
institutes of that kind and agricultural science institutes
associated with the Victorian tertiary sector people have
been able to make that quick jump to acquire new
knowledge.
We all know that fanners are sometimes a bit slow on
the take-up of these initiatives because they are
naturally and traditionally cautious - and quite
properly so. But in this day and age there is a need for
quick take-up of new ideas, particularly in the
scientific area. That take-up comes through education,
which is a solid reason for maintaining institutes of this
kind with a full staff complement and a wide range of
courses, although specifically directed to the practical
end of the scale and well resourced.
Mr WELLS (Wantirna)- It gives me great
pleasure to join the debate on the Tertiary Education
(Amendment) Bill. I refer the house to the remarks of
the two previous opposition speakers. I am one of the
people the member for Sunshine talked about. My
family arrived in Australia in the early 1800s and I am
the first person in my family who has not gone onto the
land. My family would be horrified to think I had been
bundled up and sent into Parliament!
Like the honourable member for Morwell, I believe
strongly that education is moving closer and closer to
country kids, especially in the Gippsland area. When
we were growing up, after finishing secondary college,
the only choice we had was to come to the city to study
for a university degree. In many cases kids stayed in
the city because of the job opportunities. However,
these days even though tertiary institutions are moving
further and further away from the city there is a better
chance that some people will return to the country
where they are desperately needed.
The crux of the legislation is clear. With an increasing
number of private providers in the state and further
privately provided programs expected, it is important
that the responsible minister is in a position to monitor
the overall level and nature of tertiary education
provision to plan for the strategic development of
higher education. That means the minister will be able
to obtain basic statistics from private providers about
student enrolments in various areas of study. It will
allow the minister to effectively coordinate higher
education. In the past the minister has had the power
only to obtain the information from government
universities and not from private universities.
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The bill removes the reference to a post-secondary
education institution, or an institution which is
supported by government funds, and replaces it with the
tenn 'prescribed institution'. Proposed section 5(2) of
the act defines a prescribed institution to mean a
post-secondary education institution and also
institutions approved to offer higher education
programs either as private universities or other private
providers. The coordination of higher education is a
critical role that the Minister for Tertiary Education and
Training must fulfil. It is crucial for Victoria if the state
is to continue to grow economically and socially. It is
of little value if we are looking to the future to produce
only doctors and lawyers when there is a greater
demand for engineers and accountants. If we are to
coordinate higher education effectively we desperately
need to look to the future. One has only to consider the
growth of multimedia today to ensure we produce high
quality graduates who will be available to fulfil the
needs of industry in years to come.
I am always amused by the South African example
of the homelands in the dreadful old days of apartheid.
One particular university in one of the homelands had
4000 theology students! Theology is a very important
part of education, but I am not sure whether it is the
most important part in a public university in South
Africa where they were desperate for doctors, engineers
and other professionals. The planning was not in place
and it took some time for South Africa to get back on
track.
Private universities are providing specific courses.
Some of them may move into niche markets, but in
other cases it may not be worthwhile for a public
university to go in the same direction. It is important
that that information is available to the minister so he
can frame an overall plan for future years. At the
moment Victoria has nine universities operating: they
provide 20 per cent of the state's total research effort,
and if you take away the business component comprise
40 per cent of the research that is conducted.
Universities directly and indirectly contribute more
than $500 million a year to the Victorian economy
through the export of educational services. The number
of overseas university students has increased by 10 to
15 per cent over the past four years. Monash is the
no. 1 provider closely followed by RMIT; they are
ranked 1 and 2 nationally in enrolment for
overseas-paying students.
The bill enables private providers to be part of the
overall planning of tertiary education. I congratulate the
minister for its introduction.
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Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - I shall make a
few succinct comments on the importance of
experimentation diversity within the educational sector.
At present in Victoria private providers include a range
of theological institutions, accounting peak bodies,
management organisations, medical organisations and a
number of others in the security area. Each organisation
has the opportunity to provide high quality, high calibre
courses. I am sure the honourable member for Morwell
who contributed to the debate earlier this evening
would welcome the Victorian government's
commitment to increase its emphasis on science and
engineering.
Recent international comparative studies indicate that
Victoria does not have the same output in those fields
as other countries, in particular Japan. Professor Lance
Endersbee, a former chancellor at Monash University,
has emphasised the importance of Australia developing
a higher research impetus. With these factors in mind,
the approach of the minister in endeavouring to
broaden the statistical base to understand the number
of students involved in tertiary education - I believe
49000 tertiary education students started this year
within the recorded sector - and to add the statistical
data from the unreported sector at this stage will help
plan education for the longer term.
My fmal remark relates to the importance of Australia's
role as a provider of educational services within the
Asia-Pacific region. The honourable member for
Morwell again referred to the importance of the social
interaction that takes place on university campuses.
Many of today's leaders in governments overseas had
their educational beginnings at Victorian tertiary
institutions. Or Reg Matchaba, currently a member of
the Zimbabwean government, studied medicine at
Monash University in the early days. I commend the
bill to the house.

the other picks it up. Given that the states have lost the
funding powers, it is an honest broker role the
government should be prepared to play. I should point
out, however, that the true situation was misrepresented
in a number of ways. I know the honourable member
for Morwell is an honest man; I therefore assume the
misrepresentations were based on his being given only
one side of the argument.
I should correct a couple of points. According to the
vice-chancellor of La Trobe University, there has been
nothing like a cutback of 100 staff at the 8endigo
campus over the past two years, despite the claim
made by the honourable member for Morwell. I have
been told right from the top that his claim is nothing
like the case. Similarly, none of the 39 positions he
described as having been lost through forced
redundancies has actually been lost yet. They are all
subject to voluntary departure packages, and I have it
on good authority from the institution involved with
Melbourne University that an additional net
20 positions have been added to the former VCAH
staff since the merger last year.
We still have some way to go before the strategic
approach taken by Melbourne University on the future
ofthe former VCAH can be deliberated on. Of course
there will be some misunderstandings, as is always the
case when strategic changes are countenanced.
However, contrary to the view expressed by the
honourable member for Morwell, I am confident that at
the end of the day higher education courses will carry
on in the Wimmera and that a number of the other
points of delivery will be as they were before, but with
a more strategic focus on the overall benefit of
agriculture and horticulture to the state. I wish the bill a
speedy passage, and I am pleased that it has the support
of all members of Parliament.
Motion agreed to.

Mr HONEYWOOD (Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training) - There were only two
opposition speakers in the debate this evening, and they
both concentrated entirely on the public provision of
education. The bill has a very narrow focus concerning
the ability of future state governments and the current
state government to collect data from private providers
for very good reason: to ensure we have proper
coordination of strategic planning for higher education
and post-secondary education courses in this state. To
ensure that initiative is achieved for the past year my
department has tried to broker arrangements. If a
university wants to close down a course I refer it to the
nearest possible provider; the two institutions may be
able to come to an arrangement where one closes down
a course as a result of federal government cutbacks and

Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
Sitting suspended 6.32 p.m. until 8.09 p.m.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 26 February; motion of
Ms McCALL (Frankston) for adoption of
address-in-reply.
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Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) - It is with pleasure
and pride that I participate in the address-in-reply
debate on the speech by His Excellency the Governor,
Sir lames Gobbo. What an excellent choice Sir lames
Gobbo was. He is the living personification of what can
be achieved in this country. For that reason I am
delighted to have the opportunity to pay tribute to an
outstanding Victorian and an outstanding Australian.
Sir lames, who was born of Italian migrant parents, has
risen to the highest office in the state. He was a Rhodes
scholar and one of Australia's most talented barristers,
and he had a distinguished career as a Supreme Court
judge.
Sir lames and Lady Gobbo have taken a keen interest
in community affairs, and I am impressed by the way
they both relate wannly to all members of the
Australian community. I am delighted that Sir lames
and Lady Gobbo have consented to serve in the
important role of Governor of Victoria, and I wish
them well during their term of office.
On a personal note I am equally delighted that I was

able to have as a guest at the opening of this session of
Parliament a distant relative of Sir lames who happens
to be a constituent of mine. Mr Larry Gobbo and his
wife and family were down for the official opening. As
a young lad he shared his home in Italy with Sir lames.
It gave me a great deal of pleasure to introduce him to
his long-lost relative, whom he had not seen for many
years.
I also pay tribute to the former Governor, the
Honourable Richard McGarvie, and his wife Lesley. I
commend them for the sensitive and dignified way they
carried out their roles. As honourable members know,
they visited all parts of the state. They were always
courteous and positive, and they provided great support
and encouragement to the many people they met as
individuals or in cornmunity organisations. They visited
the Rodney electorate on several occasions. My wife,
Dorothy, and I had the pleasure of dining with them on
at least two occasions - in Echuca and in Cobram.
I well recall the former Governor's pivotal role in
securing land that was to be sold for the Barmah
Primary School. He intervened and secured the land
forever for the school. Further he hosted a group of
Koori schoolchildren at Government House. It was a
marvellous day, and it showed the way the McGarvies
related to ordinary people. I thank the McGarvies for
their contribution to the life of this wonderful state of
Victoria.
I shall touch on a number of issues based on the matters
referred to by Sir lames in his speech. I shall touch on
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some matters at large and deal with some of the
essential differences in approach and philosophy
between this government and its predecessors on the
other side of the house, particularly our opponents
during the years 1982-92 - the so-called Cain-Kirner
years. Sometimes I do not believe our current
opponents in this house are aware of some of the
difficulties that were evident during those times
because they have not learnt the lessons of history. The
ALP has attempted to dump many of its members
associated with those years and to shoehorn into
Parliament people of high profile who are as yet
untested candidates. I wonder whether members on the
other side of the house have learnt any lessons from the
enormous damage that was done to Victoria during the
Cain-Kimer, lolly-Sheehan years. I remind the house
and the public generally - because I do not believe we
can say this too often - of the state of Victoria's
fmances when the coalition government came to power
in 1992.
I shall also touch on the many achievements of the
coalition government in getting Victoria moving again
and itemise some of the changes in the electorate of
Rodney in that time. In conclusion I shall raise some of
the matters that still need to be addressed in Victoria.
I remind the house that as a result of the Cain-Kirner
years when the ALP lost government in 1992 the public
sector debt was $31.9 billion, which is a massive
amount of money. The budget sector deficit was
running at $2.5 billion a year and the current account
deficit was $1.5 billion. It was hardly a formula for
sustainable growth and development! In fact, it was a
recipe for disaster and it could not have been sustained
at that level. Therefore the coalition government had to
make very difficult decisions in its early days. I pay
tribute to the Premier, the Treasurer, the Minister for
Finance and members of the previous and the current
cabinet for having the capacity to make those hard but
necessary decisions to get the state back on track.
During the Cain-Kimer years debt and unfunded
liabilities totalled a massive $40 billion. To get that into
perspective, I point out that during that same 10-year
period the corporate losses suffered by failed
companies such as Bond, Adsteam, Estate Mortgage,
Pyramid, Budget and Interwest were a mere
$16.5 billion. That figure shows the enormousness of
the problem the coalition government inherited when it
came to office. Interest and superannuation were taking
23 per cent of all revenue and grants. Unemployment
rose sharply to 12.8 per cent. State debt was 31 per cent
of gross state product - a massive amount compared
to the revenue we had coming in. Our credit rating was
rapidly downgraded four notches from AAA to AI.
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I contrast that with today's situation, only a mere six
years later, with public sector debt reduced from
$31.9 billion to about $10 billion. Public sector debt as
a percentage of gross state product has decreased from
31.3 per cent in 1992 to approximately 10 per cent
today - a significant reduction. The restoration of our
AAA credit rating will hopefully be achieved during
the remainder of this term of government. That is a
remarkable achievement by any standard. Again I say
the ministers should be congratulated on what has been
achieved, which is regarded as outstanding by the
financial community and by other governments.
Investment has been increased well above the national
average as a result of the attraction of investors to
Victoria. In food production and processing-an area I
am interested in - some $1.5 billion has been invested
slightly more than $500 million of which has been
'
invested in northern Victoria, the area I represent and in
which I have a particular interest. An outstanding
example of that is the investment of$20 million is
Cedenco in Echuca, which processes thousands of
tonnes of tomatoes. It is adding to the prosperity of
northern Victoria by providing an outlet for tomato
products and providing jobs. That is what the
government is all about: creating an environment that
encourages investment, which leads to jobs and the
generation of wealth and hence the provision of human
services.
The government is frequently criticised for not having a
soul and for not being concerned about those human
services. The government is very concerned about
human services, but acknowledges that the only way it
can provide for the underprivileged in the community,
for the community service obligations it has, is firstly to
generate the wealth to fmance important services such
as health, education and community services on a
sustainable basis.
Unemployment is still too high, and I willingly
acknowledge that the government needs to bring
unemployment down even further. But significant
progress has been made in reducing unemployment
from close to 13 per cent - 12.8 per cent was the
actual figure - to between 8.1 and 8.2 per cent as it is
today. That is a significant achievement.
Unemployment is coming down in this state more
rapidly than it is in any of the other states in the
commonwealth. Nonetheless, it needs to come down
further, and I am confident that that will happen with
the policies the government is pursuing.
It is important not only from a purely economic point of
view, important though that is; it is even more
important that as many people as possible in our
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community have meaningful, worthwhile jobs, because
that leads to heightened self-esteem, and I am utterly
convinced that that will reduce the amount of social
problems we have in the community, which are very
costly. The government, like its predecessor and like
future governments, has to provide enormous amounts
of money to deal with those problems.
I make no apology for concentrating firstly on the
economic issues because we have to create the jobs to
create the wealth to provide those human services. If
we can create the right sort of economic environment,
continue to provide the strong, decisive leadership the
government has been noted for and encourage
investment, we will reduce the problems I have been
alluding to. I believe there is no other way to do it.
Wealth creation, I say without any hesitation, is a very
laudable and worthwhile pursuit. Some people ridicule
the idea of creating wealth and having profits as if there
were something inherently wrong with it. I reject that
notion entirely. There is no other way but to create the
wealth and the profits we need in order to provide for
the underprivileged members of society. We need to
change our culture to one that rewards effort,
encourages enterprise and honours those who create the
wealth in our community.
This presupposes that we have a fair and just taxation
system and that the distribution of wealth between the
states and the commonwealth is fair and that the
distribution between individuals is fair and reasonable. I
strongly support a system that encourages enterprise on
the one hand and honesty on the other and provides for
those who are less fortunate within our communities.
I warmly commend the Premier for his strong efforts to
get a fundamental reform of our taxation system. It has
grown up like Topsy; it is unyielding; it is unfair, and I
support the Premier's efforts to get a national consensus
on the important issue of taxation reform and the
sharing of wealth between the commonwealth and the
states.
In dealing with the economic issues I believe we have
turned the tide. Victoria is no longer the Rust Bucket
State it once was. It is fair enough for honourable
members on this side of the house to say that. People
can be cynical, but I quote an article as recent as last
Saturday, 14 March, in the Age, a publication that is not
generally noted for being favourable towards the
government. The article was written by the economics
editor, Tim Colebatch, and is headed 'Tide turns south
to Victoria'. It says:
Victoria has a net gain of people from other states for the first
time since the 1960s.
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For the first time in decades, Victoria is gaining people from
the rest of Australia. The Bureau of Statistics estimates that
more people arrived from other states in the December
quarter than left, including a big gain from New South Wales.

The article goes on to say:
It is the first time since the boom era of Australian
manufacturing in the '60s that Victoria gained people from
other states. As then, the shift reflects the strength of the
Victorian economy, which leads the nation on several key
indicators -

and the article goes on to itemise the key indicators. It
concludes by saying:
Total spending in the state grew 8 per cent in the year to
September, second only to WA, and Victoria's share of
international tourists is rising rapidly.

That leads me to the next point I wish to discuss - the
importance of tourism to this state. I believe tourism is
a great success story. I commend my party leader and
the Deputy Premier, who was responsible for setting
up the rejuvenation of tourism in this state. If he did
nothing else - and he did a lot more - he certainly
set up a very professional group in Tourism Victoria,
led by David Grant, which put tourism on a
professional footing and set us up for the gains we
have made. He also appointed as the chief executive
officer of Tourism Victoria, Bob Annells, who has
done an outstanding job. I am sorry to learn he intends
to leave Tourism Victoria to pursue other interests. He
has made an enormous contribution, not just to tourism
but to this state generally.
The present minister, the Honourable Louise Asher, has
continued to recognise the importance of tourism and is
doing a fantastic job in extending the benefits of
tourism from the metropolitan area out to country
Victoria. She is hardworking and enthusiastic about
translating those benefits into country and regional
Victoria, and I am proud to be a member ofthe
government's tourism committee. I commend the
minister for her personal efforts in enthusing people
involved in the tourism industry to do even better
because it is a fantastic industry for Victoria.
During the term of this government tourism in Victoria
has more than doubled; it now generates revenues of
$9.4 billion per annum for this state, or 7.4 per cent of
our gross state product. It creates employment directly
for 169 000 people. Tourism provides an answer to
those who believe that all those who were made
redundant under various schemes, including about
40 000 public servants, will remain unemployed
forever. When people are made redundant there is
much complaint that they will add to the dole queues. I
reject that notion because through the efforts of
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Tourism Victoria an additional 80000 jobs have been
created in tourism. If the people who are employed
indirectly as a result of that are added, you realise that
something like 250 000 people are now working in
tourism in Victoria. Tourism is a key economic driver
for this state in terms of investment, jobs, the wealth it
creates and, as I mentioned earlier. the social benefits
that result from the improved self-esteem and
self-worth created by those jobs.
About 12 per cent of the Victorian work force is either
directly or indirectly employed in tourism. I shall
translate that to the electorate of Rodney. In Echuca,
the town in which I live and represent, the tourist
industry generates more than $100 million a year and
directly employs 1500 people, with a number
providing a large range of services. The tourism
industry in Echuca, as it is throughout the Rodney
electorate, is growing rapidly. We have the
magnificent River Murray and the port of Echuca. I
pay tribute to Bruce Whelan, the manager of that port.
Since he has been involved there has been a steady
growth in visitors to the port. We all benefit from that
industry in northern Victoria.
I conclude my contribution on the tourism industry by
referring to certain statistics. Victoria's share of total
domestic trips has increased significantly: it has
increased from 20 per cent in 19~91 to 23 per cent in
1995-96, and continues to grow. Melbourne hotel
occupancy rates have increased from 53.6 per cent in
1993-94 to 74.4 per cent in March 1997. The number
of international visitors to Victoria has grown
significantly, from 720 000 in 1992 to more than
950000 today; and the number continues to increase.
They are leaving their money in Victoria, much to our
benefit.
My electorate is blessed with its marvellous tourist
attractions. It has the River Murray and the Barmah
Forest, with its magnificent red gums and wetlands, our
Koori culture, the proposed Nadco development in
Nathalia, the Wetlander that operates in the Gunbower
Creek, and Cohuna with its magnificent sporting
facilities, including bowls, tennis and golf clubs.
Cohuna has one of the most magnificent football
grounds you will see anywhere; next Saturday I will be
attending the Cohuna show.
Further tourist attractions in my electorate include the
Campaspe run at Elmore. That marvellous venue
celebrates the life ofH. V. McKay, one of Australia's
great industrialists. The Victorian government provided
$200 000 to get that project off the ground. Also,
Rochester has the Oppy museum that celebrates the life
of Sir Hubert Opperman, one of Australia's greatest
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sportsmen - alongside, of course, Sir Donald
Bradman. Sir Hubert was born in Rochester.
Tongala has the golden cow tourist attraction. Kyabram
is famous for its fauna park to which the government,
through the Community Support Fund, contributed
$390 000. Tourists with an interest in goldmining find
Rushworth a fascinating town; many are also intrigued
by the box ironbark forest and the Whroo Forest.
Since 1996 the government has started to seal the
Rushworth-Nagambie road. At present the first
4 kilometres is being sealed and with the cooperation of
my colleague, the Deputy Premier, during the tenn of
this government the remainder of that road to
Nagambie will be sealed.
Agriculture is the main and most important economic
activity in my electorate. Our agriculture is based on
irrigation and dairy farming. My electorate is probably
the most important dairy farming electorate in
Australia. The government has recognised that and
supported the Kyabram Research Institute by providing
$2 million worth of capital funding, thereby securing its
future for many years. The government has allocated an
initial $22 million for research and development, with
another $40 million allocation over the next five years,
as announced during the last budget. That is an
important contribution to agriculture in Victoria.
The dairy industry is a most important industry in
Victoria. Recently the government provided $7 million
for the second stage of an advisory program for dairy
farmers known as the Target 10 program. It is estimated
that in the not-tO<Hiistant future Victoria will supply
about 80 per cent of Australia's milk.

i

Victoria supplies the vast majority of Australia's
exports. They include products from Murray Goulburn,
Bonlac, Kraft and Nestle-all of which have factories
in the Rodney electorate. Victoria produces 10 per cent
of the world's dairy trade, making that industry a most
important part of the Victorian scene. It has been
strongly supported by the government, as have a range
of other initiatives in the farming community.
The establishment of the Victorian Meat Authority, the
exemption of family farms from stamp duty, the
establishment of the Melbourne Market Authority and
the rebuilding of the Torrumbarry Weir which was
opened about 12 months ago by the Prime Minister are
noteworthy government programs that benefit country
Victoria.
I know of many other worthy recipients. The
government has provided $1.3 billion for its water
initiative, $450 million of which was allocated to
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country Victoria. That will provide each country town
with a population of more than 500 residents with
world-quality standard water. When the coalition took
office in 1992 less than 30 per cent of those towns had
World Health Organisation-quality standard water. By
the end of our tenn of government each of those towns,
and others, will have world-quality standard water. I
could itemise many associated initiatives. Waste water
treatment plants are being or will be constructed at
Echuca, Girgarre, Kyabram and Nathalia. For the
construction of water treatment plants the government
has allocated $3.7 million to Kyabram, $1.2 million to
Tongala and $3.3 million to Stanhope. One could go on
and on about such wonderful statistics.
I shall refer briefly to education. Despite all the
criticism, I believe the government has done a
marvellous job. It has overcome the backlog of neglect.
Schools have been or are being refurbished. In the
Rodney electorate schools are now in good condition. I
will not itemise them tonight because the list is long.
Suffice to say that the facilities at most schools in my
electorate are now in excellent condition.
Despite the criticism levelled by the opposition the
young people we are producing this year from our
government secondary colleges form one of the best
groups of young people I have seen. I am privileged to
have two of those young people here tonight as my
guests. I am most impressed with the quality of the
outstanding young people who are now graduating
from our government school system.
In the past couple of days the government has
announced expenditure to provide even more
computers in schools. Additional government funding
of$142 000 makes a total of more than $500 000 that
has been provided in recent years for computers in my
electorate. I understand that 25 schools will have
360 computers and 10 file servers - a significant
improvement to our education system.

On the matter of housing, today I had the pleasure of
announcing a $2 million project to construct 26 new
homes in an Echuca estate. That will provide housing
for people now on the waiting list and, importantly, it
will provide even further economic activity in Echuca.
We often hear that country Victoria is not getting a fair
go. I believe it is - and the statistics show that is so.
Expenditure per capita in country Victoria is greater
than it is in metropolitan areas.
However, I conclude by saying that some issues still
deserve the attention of the government. The first
priority in my electorate is improvements to local roads.
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Our roads have been in poor condition for many years
and are continuing to deteriorate. We do not have
enough money. Roads are not the sole responsibility of
the Victorian government but of the commonwealth
government and ratepayers. Under the 13 years of the
fonner federal Labor government fuel excise increased
from 7 cents to 34 cents for unleaded petrol. The
amount returning to us for road funding decreased from
about 60 per cent to 8 per cent.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Peulich)Order! The honourable member's time has expired.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) - I am
pleased to join the debate. I praise the achievements of
Sir lames Gobbo, whose appointment as Governor is a
symbol of the success of multiculturalism in Victoria. I
want to address two examples of poor administration by
government agencies, including conflicts of interest and
pork-barrelling. One concerns the Harness Racing
Board and a massively bungled computer contract to
update its computer facilities.
The Harness Racing Board has suffered significant
financial losses over the past few years as a result of
the increased competition and other difficulties the
harness racing industry has faced. It has squandered
the $12 million in reserves that it gained from the
privatisation of the TAB. One of the reasons for its
losses is the bungled implementation of its new
computer system and the resulting cost blow-out.
The implementation of the new system gave rise to a
conflict of interest, because Michael Brennan, the
treasurer of the Harness Racing Board, is also a partner
of Ernst and Young, the accounting firm that was
awarded the contract for the computer upgrade. There
was no proper tender process, which resulted in a lot of
complaints from members of the harness racing
industry. The opposition sought under FOI to obtain
documents on the tendering agreements for the
implementation of the new system. The documents
reveal information that leads me to conclude that in his
dual roles Michael Brennan is involved in a blatant
conflict of interest.
Meetings of the Harness Racing Board were held
regularly at Emst and Young offices, but the minutes of
the meetings reveal that no formal contract for the
computer tender was ever signed. Documents also
reveal that although Michael Brennan left the room
when most of the decisions concerning Ernst and
Young were being made, he did not do so at all times. I
will raise some of the matters in chronological order.
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There is reason to suspect that at the very least Emst
and Young not only gained a commercial advantage but
faced a direct conflict of interest in being awarded the
contract for the computer system. Some people have
told us they have concluded that there was insider
trading: a member of the board had an advantage in
knowing the needs of the board, following which the
company of which he was a partner secured the
contract. I will spell out the issues in detail. As I have
mentioned, the cost blow-out has been considerable, so
the computer upgrade will now be more expensive than
that envisaged listed in the competing expression of
interest.
Questions need to be asked about the minister' s
understanding of what has happened with the Harness
Racing Board's computer system. The sports portfolio
is certainly the fun portfolio, and more often than not
the minister is accused of being the Minister for Having
a Good Time. He is not keeping a close eye on what is
happening in his portfolio.
The minister needs to address the reasons for the
computer bungle and the cost blow-out. Has his office
been monitoring the blow-out? When he appointed
Michael Brennan as treasurer of the Harness Racing
Board were there discussions about his potential
conflict of interest; and if so, what is to be concluded
from that? Does the minister condone the conflict of
interest?
I refer to copies of the minutes of the Harness Racing
Board that we received under the FOI act. At a board
meeting of 12 October 1995 Emst and Young presented
a report on the business process review. At that meeting
it was resolved that the accounting finn would prepare
a proposal to implement phase 2 of the business change
program. Mr Brennan did not leave the meeting despite
his conflict of interest. There was no proper tendering
process for the review of the business change program,
which involved examining the computer system needs
of Victorian harness racing in a more competitive
national harness racing marketplace, was followed.
At one stage Mr Brennan left the board meeting on
27 October 1995 but was invited to participate in
discussions with Emst and Young on the
recommendations for the business change program. The
fOllowing question needs to be asked: was Mr Brennan
involved in drafting the business change program as a
partner of Emst and Young? Was that the vehicle that
gave Ernst and Young an unfair competitive
advantage - what I would call insider trading - in
gaining information about what needed to be done?
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Not only did the Harness Racing Board authorise
Mr Brennan, a partner of the finn and the treasurer of

the board, to participate in discussions on his finn's
recommendations for the business program, but at the
board meeting on 27 October Mr Brennan was also
authorised to discuss with Emst and Young the first
stage of the computer system - again, an obvious
conflict of interest.
There are various references in the board minutes to
Mr Brennan's involvement as a member ofthe board in
discussions with the finn of which he is a partner. As
we know, a lot of partners oflarge firms such as Ernst
and Young receive payments or commissions for
bringing business to their organisations. The minister
needs to say whether Mr Brennan received additional
income by bringing Harness Racing Board business to
Ernst and Young. There is much speculation in the
marketplace, and a lot of people are concerned about
the board's administration. Those questions are coming
up. The questioners may be right or they may be wrong,
but their questions certainly need to be addressed.
Board report no. 260, dated 30 November 1995, shows
that Mr Brennan and the chief executive officer of
Harness Racing Victoria met Ernst and Young to
discuss the first stage of the computer system.
Mr Brennan was reviewing the project charter, which
involved decisions on services being contracted to Ernst
and Young, despite his obvious conflict of interest. That
sends the wrong message to corporate Victoria. When
businesses see a government that does not worry about
conflicts of interest, they think that is part of normal
business practice - but it is happening with the
Harness Racing Board.
The documents show that at another board meeting on
26 April 1996, Bellamy, Miller and Monypenny, the
computer company then working with Harness Racing
Victoria, was asked to prepare a bid recommending
options for the computer system. In its assessment of
alternatives for the development of Harness Racing
Victoria's computer system, dated 21 May 1996, BMM
recommended a computer update costing between
$891 779 and $1.2 million, saying that the project
would take three to four months to complete. There was
no tender process: the existing computer company was
asked to provide a costing and an expression of interest,
and it provided three options at varying costs. Apart
from BMM and Ernst and Young, no other companies
were asked to bid for a project valued at over
$1 million.
At its meeting on 26 June 1996 the board engaged Ernst
and Young at a total cost of $1.7 million, $500 000
more than Bellamy, Miller and Monypenny had
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suggested in its proposal. BMM had worked in harness
racing and knew the industry. However, Ernst and
Young was appointed despite having no experience of
harness racing - except for its introduction to the
industry through Mr Brennan, the treasurer of the board
and a partner in the finn. That is the unfair or insider
trading advantage that Emst and Young had.
A report to the board claims that Ernst and Young
would deliver in a timely and professional manner, but
the documents also reveal a significant discrepancy
between the expected date of completion and the actual
completion date. It is important to understand that,
having conducted the business process review, Ernst
and Young had the inside running on winning the
computer contract because the review was all about
putting in place a new computer system.
Minutes of the meetings further show that on 22 August
1996 the board passed a motion stating that a late
penalty clause should be included in the contract for the
payment of $7500 a week for the first six weeks after
the agreed completion date and $15 000 for each week
thereafter until the project was fmished. It is not
unreasonable for a business that is involved in a
commercial contractual arrangement with an
organisation on which it relies for its cash flow and the
protection of its business entity to insist on a penalty
clause to cover any delay.
It is also interesting to note that on 20 September 1996
the chief executive advised that following consultation
with the chairman and deputy chairman of the board it
was decided not to include a penalty clause in the Emst
and Young contract. Why did the chairman and deputy
chairman not agree to a penalty clause, something
reasonably expected in all commercial arrangements for
new equipment and technology? Many people have
said that this government just cannot manage high-tech
IT systems. The only state with a Minister for
Multimedia has massive problems with Intergraph and
Metcard. Now massive problems - of Intergraph
proportions - seem to have arisen with the Harness
Racing Board computer system.
A letter of 27 August 1996 from Ken Bridge of Emst
and Young to the chief executive officer of the Harness
Racing Board stated that there was no fonnal contract.
He said, 'We can't agree to this penalty clause because
we don't believe there is a fonnal contract between
Emst and Young and the Harness Racing Board' .
Meanwhile, Ernst and Young had staff working on the
project in the offices of the Harness Racing Board. Yet
Ken Bridge of Ernst and Young told the board there
could not be penalty clauses because there was no
formal contract! He added that he 'appreciated that
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might need to be further discussed with the board'. So
Ken Bridge from Emst and Young suggested that the
board needed to discuss whether there should be a
penalty clause. But who was on the board? A partner of
Emst and Young: the treasurer of the Harness Racing
Board. Let us be serious about this. It is a blatant, clear
and deliberate conflict of interest. No attempt was made
to distance themselves by providing the opportunity for
other firms with computer expertise to bid for the
project.
At the board meeting of 20 June 1997 it was decided to
commit a further $206 490 to ensure the system was
complete. On top of the contract more money had to be
provided because the board had bungled its part of the
computer deal. It had to fmd more money to try to
provide a solution to its technology problems.
The changeover date was extended from 5 July to
1 September 1997. That was admitted in a memo to
board members from the chief executive which said
that Ernst and Young had underestimated the size of the
system and that had extended the project. The
opposition was told that when they had compared
BMM and Ernst and Young it was found that the latter
would do it in a timely and professional manner and so
on. Yet Ernst and Young underestimated the size of the
system and extended the project. There were
considerable blow-outs in 'go live' times for the
computer system. On 29 August 1997 the board agreed
that the implementation should be extended to
15 September. On 26 September 1997 the board agreed
that the 'go live' date should be extended to 6 October.
On 24 October 1997 it agreed that it be extended to
3 November. After Emst and Young had been working
on the project for so long it was admitted on 24 October
that the communications software had to be completely
rewritten. At the board meeting of 21 November 1997
the board resolved that:
No further money be paid to Emst and Young until the
ramifications of the computer problems are further assessed
by the board on completion of the computer project.

That was a bit too late was it not? Finally the board was
embarrassed to realise that it was in a mess. Harness
racing had lost money every year for the past four years
and the image of a proud racing tradition was tarnished
through conflict of interest, bungling and
mismanagement.
It was pleasing that the computer system finally went
live on 4 November. Although there were a few
problems, I understand things are okay now and it
finally worked out. There was certainly an appearance
of a conflict of interest and the questions I previously
asked the minister need to be answered.
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The fact that in his letter to the chief executive of the
board dated 27 August 1996 Mr Ken Bridge, a
principal of Emst and Young, suggested there was no
formal contract between Emst and Young and the
board needs to be investigated by the Auditor-General.
I will certainly be asking him to do so. There also needs
to be an investigation into the discussions Mr Brennan
had with the board about the absence of penalty
payments. As honourable members can imagine,
because there were no penalty payments there was a
blow-out in the completion time of the project. Many
people regard the events to have made a laughing-stock
of harness racing. They and I, as shadow minister, are
saddened by that. I want to work with the government
to ensure that these problems do not recur. Questions
must be asked.
The second issue to which I refer concerns
pork-barrelling and maladministration in respect of the
Start program in the Justice Department under the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. The
principles of the program, which are to fund crime
prevention projects with a sports focus to reduce
juvenile crime and the entry of young people into the
criminal justice system, are good. Although the fund
has great potential, after discussions opposition
members had with those who administer the program
we developed severe concerns about the project. I shall
refer to some of the applications, about which only
members of Parliament are notified. The program is not
necessarily publicly advertised. To obtain funding
under the program, the groups must put forward
proposals to:
increase access to facilities for isolated/disadvantaged youth;
foster youth/police relations through sporting and recreation
activities;
increase or generate participation in sport and recreation;
encourage community interaction as part of a wider crime
prevention strategy;
use high profile sports people to convey positive role model
images for young people;
improve existing youth or sporting club facilities; and,
encourage young people to participate in sport and recreation
activities in holidays, weekends or after school.

They are certainly admirable objectives, and the
opposition has no problem with that. However, the
opposition is concerned that the government is using
the program as a pork-barrelling exercise. Those of us
who know of groups that need sports funding realise
that the Start program is the easiest place to obtain
funding. That is simply because there is no annual
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funding round; it is who you know more than anything
else.

Mr Jasper - Are you suggesting it is not a good
program?

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - No. If you had
listened you would have heard me say the principles of
the program are good. It is a shame the program is
being used as a pork -barrelling exercise. I turn to the
discussions opposition members had with officers of
the Department of Justice. Those discussions cast
serious doubt on whether the program is meeting its
objectives. The specific concerns of the opposition are,
firstly, that little or no attempt is being made to link
funding to areas with high crime rates or poor access to
sport and recreation. That is an admission that the
program is not necessarily even targeting high crime
areas or areas that are identified as having low
participation levels in sport. It is interesting that the
Department of Justice officers do not even liaise with
the office of the Minister for Sport to see where the
money could best be used.
Secondly, the project's success is measured largely in
terms of the good publicity returned to the state
government. That was mentioned by the officers
themselves. The program's success is judged on the
pUblicity it gets in the local papers. Having assisted a
boxing club in my electorate to receive funding I was
very surprised when the club told me that a member
for Eumemmerring in another place, Neil Lucas, MLC,
will be making a public announcement.
He is the government MP in the area; not me, the
lower house MP! He is the one who was given the
press release to go out and do the story; yet I was the
one who helped the club and assisted with the
application and contacted the police. This is simply a
pork -barrelling exercise.

It has also been admitted that no monitoring has been
undertaken of the scheme's success in meeting the
objective of lowering youth contact with the criminal
justice system. The government freely pork -barrels out
to seats held by its members but it does not ascertain
whether an important program is meeting its objective
of reducing crime in the community.
The success of the application was often dependent on
favourable assessment from often overworked police
officers. There is certainly an advantage in police being
used to encourage applications to the project, but
police officers are overworked and the scheme is open
to abuse. It is not fair and equitable to all organisations
that need access for funding for sport and recreation
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purposes. Many organisations do not know of the
scheme's existence - and that was admitted because
they do not actually advertise. They let rv1Ps and police
officers know about it but there is no advertising
process. As a consequence there is a chance that not all
the money available through the program will be
distributed this fmancial year, so there is concern about
whether all the money allocated will be distributed;
there are also concerns about whether sufficient
applications are coming in.
If you are in government you do not want to encourage
applications because you might have some from Labor
electorates that you do not want to fund! If you are
only encouraging government MPs to do it, you can
only consider the applications you have in hand and
you do not go out and advertise. Many projects that are
funded are not in line with the broad aims of the
program. I am sure all the projects funded have gone to
good purposes, but questions must be asked about the
benefit of funding some projects as part ofthe
crime-prevention program.
Typical projects include funding for new football
jumpers, which although helping out struggling clubs
provides only limited contact between youth and police
and does comparatively little to improve levels of
participation. This is a crime prevention program and
yet so many groups are missing out. Departmental
officers agree that in many cases the proposed police
involvement in sporting programs never eventuates.
Police are supposed to be involved on an ongoing basis
with groups that receive funding. Justice officers have
admitted there is very little police follow-up or
involvement in the programs being funded, which
again confirms that this is simply a pork-barrelling
exercise.
I turn to some of the grants that are supposed to have a
crime prevention focus: grants to rifle and shooting
clubs in Liberal and National party electorates for
capital works projects total $10 000 - desperadoes
trying to buy back the rural vote. The government is
using money for rifle and shooting clubs! Listen to
this: a $15000 grant to the Nagambie Golf Club for
the purchase of golf clubs, chairs and a Coke machine,
and the construction of a practice green fairway and a
barbecue. How does a new boat and oars totalling
$4000 at the Carrum Rowing Club reduce crime; or
$10 000 for a new boat and oars for the coxed four for
the Horsham City Rowing Club? Their application
specifically mentions that funding is to increase club
competitiveness, not as a crime prevention measure.

An honourable member inteIjected.
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Mr PANDAWPOULOS- What is wrong with
it? This program is being abused and rorted by the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services; it is a
pork-barrelling exercise for the government! Certainly
the last funding item of $1 0 000 to the Horsham City
Rowing Club is in the minister's own electorate; it is
one of the highest-funded projects.
Let us look at some of the projects that do not receive
funding. It is interesting to note that they are serving
Labor-held electorates. The Melbourne City Mission
submitted a proposal to take homeless and unemployed
people on bike rides and riding camps. Although this is
a high-risk group of offenders they were not funded.
The Gippsland Family Services put up a proposal to
take children in single-parent families to Phillip Island
but that was not funded either. You can get a
state-of-the-art rowing boat for the minister's
electorate but you cannot get funding for programs like
that.
I shall examine in more detail where the funding is
going. According to Victoria Police, the top 35 crime
suburbs in the state are getting very little funding. The
City of Darebin, one of the top 35 municipalities listed
as a high-crime district, in two years has received only
$13 100; but the Shire of East Gippsland, not listed as a
high-crime area, received $88 760. The City of
Maribymong received no funding - this is the
Footscray area! - for crime prevention programs. A
crime prevention sports program in Lalor for
Vietnamese youth also received no funding. Over two
years the City of Melton, another high-crime area
according to Victoria Police, received only $3100; the
City of Monash, covering the Oakleigh area, received
only $11 800; the City of Port Phillip, only $12 000; the
City of Stonnington, covering the Prahran area, $2600.
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awareness of the use of firearms and safety in a 2-hour
weekly program involving theory and practical for the
Euroa Rifle Club, they get funded to the tune of $5000.
However, a good program in Dandenong does not get
funded even if it is supported by the Victoria Police.
As I said, the Kildonan Child and Family Services in
Lalor, a project to provide opportunities for young
Vietnamese people to improve their social and physical
development, sought funding of $5700 but was refused
by this government. What is funded instead is the
purchase of 80 new singlets for junior basketball teams
to enable disadvantaged children to play with the
Celtics basketball club in Shepparton.

Mr Jasper interjected.
Mr PANDAWPOULOS - I am simply
comparing programs that manage to get funded for
government-held seats but not Labor-held electorates.
These programs are specifically focused for at-risk
groups and crime prevention. This is a pork-barrelling
exercise. The Auditor-General needs to investigate the
funding and the admission by departmental officers to
the opposition that there are no proper procedures to
manage the program. The Minister for Police and
Emergency Services knows who administers the
program. He knows there are no monitoring
procedures. The success of the Start program is judged
not as a result of its crime prevention benefits but from
how much publicity is received for the government! As
I said, we all know - Labor MPs certainly know! that where you have Liberal MPs in your area they are
the ones who have the funding announcements made to
them with the press releases made out with their names
already in them. It is organised by the Department of
lustice. It clearly shows this is a pork-barrelling
exercise, and the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services should be ashamed.

That money is not going to where it is needed; it is
allocated according to who can get the minister's ear
and who can get and buy favour with him so the
government can continue on with its pork-barrelling
exercise. The 1996-97 allocation for Labor electorates
was $137 700, or less than 23 per cent of total funding.
I repeat: the Labor Party, which represents 33 per cent
ofthe seats in this house, received only 23 per cent of
the funding. Labor areas were short-changed last
financial year by at least $42 000.

Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) - I am pleased to
join the address-in-reply debate on the Governor's
speech. I take this opportunity of congratulating His
Excellency the Honourable Sir lames Gobbo on his
appointment as Governor of Victoria and on the work
he has done to date. He brings prestige to the position
and will join the large number of former Governors
who have performed well for their state.

Important programs that do not get funded include the
E district youth incentive by Victoria Police in my
electorate. That organisation applied for funding to
conduct residential camps for at-risk 10 to 15-year-olds
similar to the high challenge camp at Bacchus Marsh
but was not funded. But when we consider other groups
that received funding to provide an educational

We were pleased to welcome the Governor and his
wife to Wangaratta on 23 October last year, when the
Governor delivered the George Mackay Pioneer
Oration to a crowd of approximately 250. The oration,
which is promoted by the Wangaratta Historical
Society, has been delivered by a range of distinguished
people. It was an annual event for a long time but had
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lapsed in the past few years. However, it recommenced
with the oration given by Sir lames Gobbo. We were
pleased Sir lames was able to visit Wangaratta so soon
after his appointment, and his delivery of the oration
was excellent.
Sir lames used his Italian background to highlight the
importance of the Italian community to north-eastern
Victoria. He recounted events in his early childhood in
Australia, his family's return to Italy, and his return to
Australia while still a small boy. He told of how he
assisted his parents to operate a small cafe near the
Queen Victoria Market, as well as the other activities he
had undertaken in his life.
He then described how, prior to the turn of the century,
a large number of Italians had come to north-eastern
Victoria and played an important part in its
development. He also spoke about the many others
who, later in the century, made a major contribution to
the north-east of the state.
He highlighted the importance of the Italian community
to Cobram, 25 per cent of the population of which is
Italian or of Italian descent, and to Wangaratta, which
also has a large Italian population. It was also
interesting to hear him speak Italian on occasion and to
pronounce Italian family names so accurately. After Sir
lames delivered the pioneer oration we listened to a
number of short speeches, after which the Governor
moved around the hall and spoke to groups of Italians
from throughout the north-east. While escorting him
around the hall I noted that he talked to a number of the
groups in Italian. He made a special contribution to the
function, not only by reinstating the George Mackay
Pioneer Oration but also by highlighting the importance
of the Italian community.
I had called the next issue I will comment on
'Brumby's comments', but then I wrote across that 'the
member for Dandenong's comments'. I listened with
great interest to the honourable member's contribution,
particularly the latter part when he spoke about the Start
program. So far as I am concerned, the Start program,
which is sponsored by the police and emergency
services ministry, is one of the great Victorian success
stories. It distributes funds to a large number of
organisations, helping them develop small capital
works and other programs that encourage people to
participate in various activities.
The whole idea of the Start program is to generate
interest among young people in particular by getting
them off the street and into organisations that encourage
them to participate in activities through which they can
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develop and become better citizens in the communities
in which they live.
I have encouraged people in my electorate to put in
applications to the Start program, recognising that the
maximum grant is $10000. That usually has to be
matched by additional funding from another
organisation with a police connection, which is
important. A range of organisations will be able to use
the money to assist their communities.
One of the problems in the past has been the lack of
access to small amounts of funding to help a wide range
of sporting and other service organisations provide
activities to attract young people and to develop their
sporting and other attributes.
The honourable member for Dandenong mentioned
some ofthe bodies that have been funded. I am proud
of some of the organisations that have gained funding
in my electorate. The Wangaratta Football Club applied
for funding to purchase weightlifting equipment. It got
approval for $7500, which enabled it to purchase more
than $10000 worth of equipment. The Tungamah
Cricket Club received $2500 to put up cricket nets to
assist in training young people in particular. It is not a
large amount of money, but to the people of Tungamah
it is a great contribution that they are pleased to have
received. Funding of that sort certainly assists people
who work voluntarily for organisations such as cricket
clubs. The Wangaratta Rovers Cricket Club also
recently received some funding.
An application from the Wangaratta Players is currently

being assessed. The group wants to upgrade its facilities
so young people can develop their acting talents. I hope
that organisation will be successful in its application for
$10 000. A range of organisations across my electorate
have applied for funding through the Start program, and
I could go through them one after the other. The great
attribute of the program is that it provides funding on a
continuing basis: it receives applications throughout the
year. Whenever I speak to the two people in the
ministry who are handling the program, they tell me it
is a great success. They handle the applications as they
arrive and assess them according to particular
guidelines.
The honourable member for Dandenong implied there
were no guidelines. I point out that there are fairly
stringent guidelines, that the programs are assessed
according to those guidelines and that funding is
provided on a continuing basis. Over two years
approximately $3 million has been allocated under the
program - and I think this is the second allocation that
has been made.
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I take issue with the honourable member's claim that it
is a pork-barrelling exercise. My experience has been
that of the large number of organisations that have
applied for fimding, many have been successful and
some have not, because they have not met all the
criteria or do not have the proper police connections.
One example I highlight is the St lames Bowls Club,
which applied for funding for a new green. Initially it
was knocked back on the basis that it would not be
used to assist young people. When the club contacted
the department it was told that the department needed
to see that the program would assist young people from
St lames and surrounding areas to participate in bowls.
The St lames club highlighted the introduction of
after-school programs for students from a range of
schools in the area and the local policeman, who
manned a single-person police station, was also
involved. The application was resubmitted with
photographs showing precisely what the club was
doing. It was approved and the club received $10 000
towards its bowling green.
The honourable member for Dandenong may suggest
that the funding was provided for a facility and not for a
program, but it is my view that we are better putting
money into facilities rather than programs because the
facilities can continue to be used. He also mentioned a
rowing boat provided for the Horsham rowing club and
a program at Nagambie. Funding put towards the
purchase of a rowing boat to be used by the club and
the local schools provides a continuing benefit because
the boat continues to be used. The funding is not lost as
it was with some of the airy-fairy programs fimded by
the previous government for which there really was
nothing to show when they finished. Honourable
members may remember the famous program in
Motwell that provided funding for a group of 6 to 10
people to hire a bus to take a trip around Australia.
When they fmished their trip they did not even have the
bus to show for it.
I have always encouraged people in my electorate to
participate in and governments to fund programs that
will be of continuing benefit for the community,
particularly those involving minor capital works. I
strongly support the Victorian Health Promotion
Foundation, which funds capital programs to improve
safety. Football clubs can apply for funding for
cladding for goal posts. The foundation funded a
program at Yarrawonga to purchase a table tennis table
and a ball machine. The community has something to
show for the funding. It was not just an airy-fairy
program that provides no future benefit.
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My fmal comment on the views expressed by the
honourable member for Dandenong relates to his
remarks about the Start program, which were a load of
rubbish. If he were a keen local member he would be
encouraging people to apply to the Start program and
he would follow up the applications. He should talk to
the departmental officer in charge of the program or
even to the minister about a program for which fimding
has been sought. He might fmd that the people handling
an application that does not meet the criteria will
explain why the application was unsuccessful. Some
programs in my electorate were knocked back because
they did not meet the guidelines or there was no police
involvement. The honourable member suggested that
an assessment should be made of how a program is
going. Although I would not object to a review of how
a program is going, I would be opposed to thousands of
dollars being spent on reviewing a program that is a
great success story.
I am concerned about the comments made by the
Leader of the Opposition in his continuing attack on
country Victoria, which he said is missing out. The
electorate ofMurray Valley is not missing out. During
the years I have been in Parliament I have been able to
achieve success in applications for funding for
development and capital works for hospitals, schools,
police stations and other government activities. I shall
not repeat the list because they already appear in the
Hansard report. Of course, we want more. Everyone
wants more for his or her electorate.
A case can be put for additional funding for
north-eastern Victoria, but I cannot say that my
electorate has missed out. It has received $8.5 million
for its 36 schools since 1992. The Leader of the
Opposition had the gall to say that schools have been
closed across country Victoria, but only four schools
have been closed in my electorate since 1992 and all of
them had fewer than 12 students. I cannot justify a
school remaining open with only six students,
particularly when the person promoting the retention of
one of the schools was teaching her child at home. They
are the sorts of arguments that should be put in
perspective.
The Leader of the Opposition talked about the closure
of hospitals. For goodness sake, there are four hospitals
across my electorate. They are the Yarrawonga,
Cobram and Numurkah hospitals and the Wangaratta
Base Hospital. Of course the base hospital is having
difficulties. Large hospitals that do complicated
operations are having difficulties in balancing their
budgets, but it is one of the great hospitals serving
north-eastern Victoria. The difficulties should be
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recognised, but the hospital is operating successfully
and providing a service.
Currently $3.9 million is being spent on developing a
psychiatric wing at the hospital, and repairs to a wing of
the hospital that will be used for patients who need to
assistance in getting back into society have just been
completed. I mention that because the Leader of the
Opposition keeps talking about how badly country
Victoria is doing and saying the National Party is
getting nowhere because it is being rolled by the
Liberal Party. However, it was interesting to hear his
comments about the guns debate. He turned it around
and said the National Party was dominating the Liberal
Party. Which way does he want it? Does he think the
National Party has won something on the guns issue
because of the amendments that will be debated in this
house next week? The Leader of the Opposition says
what suits him, and I take him to task because the
comments he makes are totally inaccurate.
I invite the Leader of the Opposition to visit Murray
Valley, which is a great electorate, to see how we do it
up there. We have developments right along the Murray
Valley. However, we do want more, and we are having
difficulties, one of which involves planning. There have
been objections to industry development on the North
Wangaratta industrial estate. The Minister for Roads
and Ports has approved funding of $190 ()()() to assist in
developing that estate. Objections have been
received - I do not say they should not be heard - but
Wangaratta is being held back because of the
objections, which are often not appropriate.
There are many other issues I would like to cover, but
that would be difficult in the time available to me. I
wanted to talk about the importance of tourism to
north-eastern Victoria. The honourable member for
Rodney highlighted the significant developments that
have taken place in the tourism industry. I also wanted
to talk about the bridges on the River Murray that are in
a dreadful state and the importance of funding being
provided on a continuing basis by the New South
Wales, Victorian and federal governments to get an
appropriate bridge replacement program in place.
However, I welcome the announcement of$12 million
in funding from the Federation Fund announced by the
Deputy Prime Minister, Tim Fischer. A bridge will be
built between Wahgunyah and Corowa, which is close
to my home town of Rutherglen. It is a welcome
development. It is a difficult issue and one where
continuing funding is needed.
Fuel pricing is an ongoing problem in country Victoria.
No government of any political persuasion seems to be
strong enough to take it on. I would take action to
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ensure there is equality of fuel pricing for country and
metropolitan users. I have grown up in and support
private enterprise and competition, but we do not have
fair competition in fuel pricing. Everyone in business
handles competition, but country people are angry
when that competition is not equitable and the oil
companies manipulate fuel pricing. I oppose a
differential of 10, 12 or even 15 cents in the price of a
litre of fuel for country and metropolitan consumers.
Another great success story in north-eastem Victorian
has been the extension of natural gas through the
Murray Valley electorate. Unfortunately the
development of the pipeline was held up for
approximately 12 months because of Aboriginal land
claims. Negotiations have taken place and thankfully
the issue has been resolved. As a result natural gas will
be available in Corowa, Wahgunyah and Rutherglen by
about May. I was told that a large industry near
Rutherglen would save approximately $50000 a month
in fuel costs once it transferred to natural gas, which
illustrates the importance of the pipeline.
I will address water issues on other occasions, but I
point out that water for irrigation is a huge problem. I
compliment the government on providing $450 000 for
the development of water supply and sewerage projects
in country Victoria.
It is important to work on continuing to attract
development to Wangaratta. Wangaratta Unlimited is a
significant organisation that was established in
cooperation with the Rural City ofWangaratta and is
working hard to develop and secure industry. It is a
continuing success for Wangaratta and the electorate of
Murray Valley.
Time will not allow me to cover many issues I would
like to cover, so I will deal with them on other
occasions. However, I want to talk about local
government. It must be recognised that the massive
changes to local government, reducing the number of
municipalities from 210 to 78, have caused enormous
difficulties for country Victoria. Municipalities in
metropolitan Melbourne have small areas, large
populations and large incomes, whereas municipalities
in country Victoria have large areas, small populations
and small incomes. Difficulties are created when
diverse areas are brought together to operate as one
municipality .
I had misgivings about the changes implemented in
country Victoria because I was comfortable with the
municipalities operating in my electorate. I knew all the
councillors and staff and worked closely with the seven
councils - and part of an eighth - in the electorate. In
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the 1994 amalgamations the number of municipalities
was reduced to three, one of which is the Rural City of
Wangaratta, which drew together the fonner shires of
Oxley and Wangaratta and the fonner City of
Wangaratta. Although it covers a large area the council
is going along reasonably well because the three fonner
municipalities are operating out of Wangaratta.
The Shire of Indigo, which includes the former shires
of Yackandandah, Beechworth, Chiltern and
Rutherglen, has also operated effectively under the
commissioners. The senior staff, under Frank Burffitt.
the chief executive officer, perfonned well over the
period the commissioners were in charge. There were
some difficulties in pulling those municipalities
together, but the historic nature of the four centres is
similar and the great wine area of the fonner Shire of
Rutherglen is a superb attraction for tourists coming
into north-eastern Victoria.
The fonner shires of Numurkah, Cobram, Tungamah,
Nathalia and Yarrawonga were brought together to
fonn the Shire of Moira. It is a great economic unit, and
although the potential for the municipality is enormous
there have been difficulties in settling it down. There
has been mismanagement and the municipality is now
in a desperate financial situation. Audit reports,
including the Salisbury report, prepared by the new
councillors indicate debts of approximately
$17.5 million. However, information provided by the
Minister for Planning and Local Government and an
assessment undertaken by the Auditor-General show
that many of the items included in that $17.5 million,
such as superannuation and depreciation, do not give an
accurate picture of the financial situation. A further
report from the Auditor-General is expected at any
time.
The Minister for Planning and Local Government has
indicated that he wishes to see that report, but it is clear
that the municipality will have to overcome a huge
financial loss. The new council is working effectively
in bringing the fonner shires together and working in
cooperation with a new CEO to produce a report on
how changes can be implemented and the municipality
can be developed as we look to the future.
Many people in the municipality are angry about what
has happened, and that needs to be taken on board.
Looking at the situation since November 1994, it is
clear that the Auditor-General's report will reveal that
there have been losses and that the municipality faces a
large fmancial problem. I believe the municipality has a
great future, but it will take a lot of work. Strong
support is needed from the Minister for Planning and
Local Government. A small amount of financial
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assistance has been provided and the municipality has
been supported by the appointment of two additional
officers to assist it.
Tomorrow the minister will meet with representatives
of the shire and others who have a proposition to
present. The Moira shire network has already presented
infonnation to the minister and others will also do so. 1
hope the government gives the shire strong assistance,
recognising the difficult fmancial situation it faces. I
believe the problems can be overcome. We can work
together to make the municipality work, and I believe
the first objective should be to hold the shire together.
We hope everyone in the new municipality will assist in
ensuring that that happens, but the needs of the
residents of each of the former shires within the new
Shire of Moira must be taken into account.
Mr LIM (Clayton) - It is with great pleasure that I
join other honourable members in the address-in-reply
debate on the speech of His Excellency the Governor.
In so doing, I congratulate His Excellency, Sir lames
Gobbo. and wish him all the best in his tenn as
Governor of Victoria.

I have to admit I had been most perplexed by the
number and extent of accolades expressed by all
honourable members about His Excellency. I confess I
had never met the Governor, I mean in a functional
sense, before last week. However, last week I had the
good fortune to participate in a workshop with him; I
sat around the table with him for half a day. From that
experience I have come to realise why he has had such
accolades heaped on him and why he has the obvious
respect of so many members of the house. There is
almost an aura around His Excellency. You can judge
from what he has to say about multiculturalism and
ethnic affairs that he is a man of enormous integrity and
conviction.
I also take this opportunity to congratulate my new
colleague, the newly elected member for Mitcham, on
his historic victory. It is an understatement to say that
the Labor Party's win in Mitcham spelt the beginning
of the end of the conservative coalition government in
Victoria, The 16 per cent swing against the government
will be a permanent scar; it will never heals, The wound
will fester until it rots the whole body of the
government at the next election,
I cannot resist quoting Kenneth Davidson's comments
in the Age of 3 October 1996 about the Premier:
The power of the Kennett government is greater than any
Victorian government in living memory. Only a very brave or
very foolish businessman or business organisation publicly
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criticises Mr Kennett or Mr Stockdale. From the viewpoint of
business, nobody else in the cabinet matters very much.
The normal checks and balances no longer apply. Mr Kennett
is proud of the fact that he runs the government as a business.
The public service, including starutory office holders, serve
the Premier rather than the ministers to whom they are
formally responsible.

That very much reflects the degree of absolute power
which, as the old saying goes, corrupts absolutely. I am
pleased that this nexus of power has at last been
broken.
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the Victorian government, which is supposed to be the
champion of ethnic affairs and multiculturalisrn, almost
insults His Excellency - because he is a man of
enormous integrity and conviction in multiculturalism
and ethnics affairs - by avoiding the use of the same
word.
I refer to one paragraph from the Governor's speech
about the significant area of ethnic affairs:
During the past session the Parliament has provided bipartisan
support for a series of motions which underline the
importance of Victoria's diverse international society-

Those matters are not the subject of my address tonight.
On 17 February this year the Governor addressed

Parliament following the proroguing of the previous
session. In their contributions to the address-in-reply to
the Governor's speech, many honourable members
have raised issues relevant to their electorates. As a
reading of Hansard reveals, many government
members have wasted valuable time, but nobody can
escape noticing that almost every government member
has talked about education.
1 have no doubt the government has panicked on the
education issue. The polls indicate the electorate has
now come to realise the extent of the damage the
government has inflicted on Victoria's education
system. The people of Victoria, through the Mitcham
by-election, have said loud and clear, 'Do not close any
more schools. Do not amalgamate the schools. Do not
increase the class sizes any more. Do not sell our
schools'. Constituent after constituent has been asking
me, 'What will we do when our kids grow up and want
to go to school? The government is now selling so
much school property'. In the first two weeks of this
sessional period all government members have become
somewhat panicky about education.
However, tonight I intend to speak about my area of
responsibility - that is, the ethnic affairs and
multicultural affairs portfolio. It appears that no other
honourable member has touched on this issue. It would
be negligent of me not to express my significant
concerns about this aspect of government. Tonight I
will comment on inunigration, ethnic affairs and
multiculturalism at the federal level and will refer to the
speech of His Excellency the Governor.
Although I listened carefully to his speech for about 35
or 40 minutes, I did not hear one word about
multiculturalism or ethnic affairs. Perhaps the
government has invented a new vocabulary. For the
past two years the federal government, particularly the
Prime Minister, has avoided like the plague using the
word 'multiculturalism'. I do not know why that should
be so, nor do I intend to pursue that tonight. But now

I stress his use of the words 'diverse international
society' and commit Victorians to reconciliation with our indigenous
people.

That is an insult. The Governor has been asked to refer
to the 'international society' in Victoria, including the
'indigenous people'. I am amazed at this development
in Victoria. I am shocked, to say the least. When I raise
this issue with many ethnic leaders they simply throw
up their anns. They seem to accept that this may be the
beginning of a watering down of ethnic affairs in
Victoria because they know this government is so good
at spending so much on propaganda but doing nothing.
Mrs PeuUch interjected.
Mr LIM - I do not intend to go into what the
government has done about damaging ethnic affairs at
the state level; I will raise that at another time. Instead, I
shall concentrate on what is at the coalface of the
electorate - that is, the migration issue. My response
to the member opposite is that I do not intend to speak
about the miserable state of the government's policies
on multicultural and ethnic affairs at the state level at
this stage.
Mrs PeuUch - What policies have you got on
ethnic affairs?

Mr LIM - That will be the subject of a different
speech at another time. We know why the cut in
immigration has come about. It is a sad and tragic
development for this country. For the past 50 years
Australia has greatly benefited from migration. For the
flrst time, we have a national government that is telling
the world that migration is a negative, that migrants are
not a national resource, and that therefore they should
no longer be allowed to come in. It has made family
migration its target.
The federal government has locked itself into a
negative mode of thinking. I am concerned about the
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conspiracy of silence among members on the other
side of the chamber. They know it is wrong but they
never speak out.
Mrs Peulich - You have been involved in a
number of conspiracies.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) - Order!
The member for Clayton without assistance,
particularly from the government benches.
Mr LIM - The sad fact is that our national leaders
know that the statistics for the past 50 years show that
the country has benefited so much from immigration.
Now they jump to the tune ofPauline Hanson. There is
no doubt that the Pauline Hanson factor has influenced
this new policy. But how does that affect the people of
my electorate who come to my office on a day-to-day
basis.

Mrs Peulich - They come to see me, that is what
they do.

Mr LIM - That is right, and what have you told
them? You tell them to accept their fate, which is
typical. It is not about my family, not Mr John
Howard's family. I will quote from an article published
in today's Age under the heading 'The face of the pain
behind migrant cuts':
The pain behind cuts to immigration programs is felt by
people such as Nafisa Amini, a 35-year-old mother of two
who cries, she says, every minute of the day.
Nafisa, her husband, Mohammed, and their two young
children fled war-tom Kabul in Afghanistan, camping briefly
in Pakistan before migrating to Australia in 1991.

She has been waiting for her family since 1991. Have
you ever been through that?
Her parents and brothers and sisters, well-educated and once
affluent. lost all in the war between Soviet-backed
government forces and the Mujaheddin and now live in
poverty in Peshawar, Pakistan.

There are hundreds of cases such as that in my
electorate.
Mrs Peulich - But you do not speak to them, you
are never there. They come to us for help.

Mr LIM - I have constituents who come and cry
because they ring embassies who tell them in
black-and-white tenns that the instruction from the
federal Minister for Immigration and Multicultural
Affairs is that their families have to wait another four
years. Labor never did that to anybody when it was in
power, and that is on the record.
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I am concerned because in His Excellency's speech the
ethnic community is now referred to as the
international society. We all know how powerful
language is and what it can do to people. That
language is now being used because of the dark cloud
hanging over this country. We are succumbing to this
so-called pall, this negative, enticing but immoral
force. What happens now to new migrants, particularly
those who have been brought in as part of this
country's obligation to take refugees under
humanitarian programs? For the first time a
community that has just arrived in this country cannot
go to English classes because the government is cutting
funding in that area. That means it is impossible for
them to go to English classes, yet they are blamed for
not having enough English to find work - and that is
the first point.
The second point is that there are no more labour
market programs because soon after the federal
government was elected it scrapped them all. Despite
that the Prime Minister had the audacity to blame that
new migrant for being unemployed. He is the victim yet
you all pretend to be deaf. You should all be ashamed
of this state of affairs.
The third point is that migrants cannot go anywhere for
help. This is the most oppressive government the
country has ever come across. New migrants could
once go to community organisations funded by the
federal government. Now those organisations have lost
their funding - or ifthey have not, they have been put
on notice. They used to receive funding for three years
so they could plan their activities; now. suddenly, they
are being funded for only one year. Every state ethnic
community council dares not speak out against the
federal government. They are silent; the situation is
atrocious.
I have been talking about families, and the federal
coalition went to the last election talking about the
family. The federal government says the family is the
linchpin of society, but the new migrant community is
asking, 'Whose family?'. They are definitely not John
Howard's!
An honourable member interjected.

Mr LIM - We never did that to the migrant
community because we value its contribution to this
country. The migrant community has proven its value
for more than 50 years. A quarter of the Victorian
population has been through these hardships. They
want to sponsor their families but they have to come up
with the money because the government is not
supporting them anymore.

ADJOURNMENT

Tuesday, 17 March 1998

ASSEMBLY

421

That may be fair enough to some, but newly arrived
struggling migrants now have no English classes, no
training and no jobs to go to. Their families are
paramount to them, because their life revolves around
family. They have to come up with the money to
support them, so they will not be dependent on the
government as such. I believe cutting family migration
is short sighted.

have nowhere to go. The school received good funding
from the government some years ago as part of the Start
program to refurbish the netball courts. In recent years
sporting clubs using the Schultz Reserve and the
Wantima Heights Primary School site have received
$17 000 in government grants which will all be wasted
because the government wants to sell the school in the
middle of the year.

The coalition is supposed to be an economic rationalist
government. I do not know what it means by that. Let
us talk about people who have been deprived by the
government's not allowing their families to come here.
They have to support their families overseas, which
means they have to send Australian money overseas.
Let us assume each family sends only $1000. I believe
tens of thousands of families are having to do that every
year. I am talking about $10 million and $20 million
each year. The federal government is the perpetrator of
the Australian citizen losing out on overseas markets.

The club and the Knox City Council want a relocation
of the facilities at no expense to the clubs because the
Department of Education and the school were
beneficiaries of money raised by the local community.
If the government is to close the school, the facilities of
the netball club should be available so that the parents
and children can continue playing their beloved sport
and keep involved in the community. The government
should compensate and relocate the facilities at no cost
to the clubs or the Knox council.

The SPEAKER - Order! The time appointed by
sessional orders to interrupt business has arrived. The
honourable member can continue his remarks when this
issue is next called on.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER - Order! Under sessional orders
the time tor the adjournment of the house has arrived.

Wantirna Heights Primary School
Mr PANDAWPOULOS (Dandenong) - I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Education,
otherwise known as the minister for closing schools,
destroying local communities and shutting down local
sporting clubs that operate in our schools. The matter
concerns the Wantirna Heights Netball Club. For some
time the club has used the Wantima Heights Primary
School, which the government, despite opposition from
local residents, decided to close last year.
A number of sporting organisations use the school
facilities. It is good that schools and local sporting
clubs can get together under a partnership arrangement
to maximise the use of facilities, that the school
benefits from money raised by the community and can
use the sporting facilities on site during school hours
and that sporting clubs can use them out of school
hours. It has been a wonderful arrangement.
However, with the closing of the school the
120 families involved in the Wantirna Netball Club

At a public meeting between user groups held on
27 November last year it was agreed that the council
would arrange for a contact list of all local politicians to
be circulated to those in attendance. The minutes of a
meeting held on 10 December between Cr Scates of
Knox City Council and Gordon Ashley, the honourable
member for Bayswater, say:
... this request has not been actioned in the interests of
maintaining the current good working relations between the
council and state members with respect to this matter.

Despite four months having passed the government
and the local member have done nothing on this
project. I ask the minister to make sure that the
Wantirna Heights Netball Club can continue and that
there be a fully funded total refurbishment on the site
of the Wantirna Heights Primary School at no cost to
the club and Knox City Council. It is a real shame that
the local club did not receive satisfaction from the
honourable member for Bayswater until the state
opposition became involved in the matter and raised it
in the local papers on 10 March.

Mornington Peninsula: administration
Ms McCALL (Frankston) - I refer the Minister for
Planning and Local Government to the management of
the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council, particularly in
regard to the people of Mount Eliza. When the council
amalgamations were undertaken at state level
Mount Eliza was part of the old City of Frankston. It
opted to go to the Mornington shire in the
amalgamation, believing that because it had a
substantial rate base on the Momington Peninsula it
would receive a reasonable ifnot a fair and equal
amount of attention from the management of the
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Mornington Peninsula Shire Council. Regrettably, in
the past two years that has not been the case.
I do not blame the elected councillors, nor do I have
any blame to lay at the doors of the commissioners, but
I have some concerns about the council staff. A new
telephone system was installed because it was decided
to move the council offices to Rosebud rather than
locating them in Mount Eliza. That means that people
who live in Mount Eliza and want to ring the council
offices in Rosebud must make an STD call. My office
tested the system again this morning, and if you catch
the phone switchboard you get, 'You are the 23rd
caller; please wait'. If you are on an STD call and you
are 23rd on the line you are not terribly impressed
about how long you might have to wait. In fact my
office tested it and had the phone on hold for three and
a half hours.
Other major issues of some concern relate to street
cleaning and making sure powerlines have been cleared
to prevent bushfires, because Mount Eliza is a
designated bushfrre area. There have been concerns,
certainly on the Canadian Bay side ofNepean
Highway, that the powerlines have not been cleared
adequately. When I tried to put all this in writing rather
than raising it in an adjournment debate it became
excessively difficult to contact the CEO or his staff. I
found it necessary to fax them saying, 'As soon as you
receive this fax, please call me back'.
I have a list of issues I am happy to leave with the
minister, but it is a matter of some concern to the
residents of Mount Eliza that they have been treated in
a grossly inadequate way by the Mornington Peninsula
Shire Council. Given that a temporary library comes to
the Mount Eliza community hall twice a month they
consider it would not be inappropriate if a council
employee came with the library and gave residents an
opportunity - An Honourable Member -

What about the CEO?

Ms McCALL - They could bring the CEO so we
could lynch him if we found him! He would have the
opportunity to meet with the concerned residents of
Mount Eliza, who would rather not wait as no. 23 on
the phone system. They would be able to discuss issues
relating to Mount Eliza face to face. I have had a
meeting with the mayor and the CEO during which I
put these issues to them. I am still awaiting results.

Greensborough and Rosanna roads: traffic
Mr LANGDON (lvanhoe)- I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Transport, who acts in
this house for the Minister for Roads and Ports. I seek
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an assurance from the minister on the outcome of a
public meeting held in my electorate on 24 February.
The meeting was conducted by Vicroads and was about
the north-south traffic along Greensborough and
Rosanna roads.
At previous meetings concerning Lower Plenty Road
Vicroads has stated that it will establish a consultative
committee for the north-south traffic along
Greensborough and Rosanna roads. However, at the
public meeting on 24 February the point was reached
where Vicroads representatives would not have raised
the matter of the consultative committee if I had not
raised the point with them. They tried to barge their
way through the public meeting of more than
450 people. I finally obtained some assurance from
them that there would be a consultative process, but the
public meeting was not advised how the process would
take place.
The honourable member for Bundoora was with me at
that public meeting where we represented the
electorates of both Ivanhoe and Bundoora.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr LANGDON - I note the interjection from the
government benches that perhaps only two people were
there, but in my opinion about 450 people were there to
discuss a vague report about what is facing the
Bundoora and Ivanhoe electorates with regard to
north-south traffic.

The assurance 1seek from the minister is that Vicroads
will honour the commitment made at previous public
meetings that an open consultative process will take
place with the residents on this issue. I also request that
the meetings for the consultative process be held on
nights on which members of Parliament can attend.
Meetings tend to be held on nights such as tonight
when members should be in this house attending to
their duties here.

Glen Eira: community forum
Mrs PEULICH (Bentleigh)- I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government some issues that emerged from of a
supposed community forum for the Glen Eira
community at McKinnon Progress Hall. The turnout
was 21 people, counting the 2 guest speakers, 2 local
members of Parliament, 6 councillors, 3 genuine
constituents and some staff members from the office of
ALP MP Clyde Holding, who is obviously the face
behind the Glen Eira community forum.
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The topic for discussion was the new role of city
councillors. The keynote speakers were the Office of
Local Government director of local government
operations, Vern Robson, and the secretary of the
Victorian Local Government Association, Cr Mike
Hill. The poor turnout on the night indicated that there
was satisfaction with the new municipality, but two
issues emerged as a result of a fairly lengthy address
from Cr Hill, the secretary of the Local Government
Association.
One issue was his criticism of the practice of the Office
of Local Government of calling in council chief
executive officers for briefings. I understand it is a
longstanding practice. It was certainly followed by the
previous government and has been continued by the
current government.
It was most concerning to me that Cr Hill did not see
the wisdom or merit of such an arrangement to
promote communication between municipal chief
executive officers and the department. He intimated
that there was something surreptitious, evil and
inappropriate about it as an attempt by the department
to consult on a piece of proposed legislation.
I ask the minister to assure councillors that the practice
Cr Hill attempted to promote as a partisan issue is a
practice of long standing. The chief executive officers
with whom I spoke, and I spoke with six, are all
concerned that the communication may be
discontinued. They were most irate that the chief
executive officer of the City of Moreland objected to
the practice. Will the minister assure chief executive
officers that the communication will continue and
initiate talks with the Local Government Association to
point out the narrow view peddled by Cr Hill in his
obviously partisan attempt to make a mountain out of a
molehill?

National Air and Space Museum of Australia
Ms KOSKY (Altona) - I refer the Premier to the
National Air and Space Museum of Australia,
commonly known as NASMA, at the Point Cook
RAAF base. The project is of national significance and
has a long and proud history of involvement with the
RAAF, with those interested in the air force and with
the general community. It is a major tourist attraction in
Victoria and certainly within my electorate of Altona,
an area which is growing considerably and which is
very proud to have the RAAF base and the museum.
The project was announced with much fanfare by the
Premier. The government promised $2 million to
NASMA. Barry Jones, the local federal member,
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played a major role in gaining funding and supporting
the project. So far NASMA has received $288 000 for
development, $800 000 for further work and $80 000
for winding up. Unfortunately the project has been
wound up because the government has indicated that it
is not prepared to spend the outstanding $830 000 of
the $2 million promised. Many representations have
been made to the Premier, but he has yet to explain
why he has withdrawn government funding from
NASMA, a project that he had loudly and long
supported. The people connected with the project are at
a loss to understand why.
I call on the Premier to investigate why funds have
been withdrawn, where funds have already been spent,
what commitments remain outstanding, what funds
have not been spent and whether the government
intends to continue its commitment to spend $2 million
at the air museum.

Bridges: River Murray
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) - I ask the Minister
for Transport to refer the bridge replacement program
on the Murray River to the Minister for Roads and
Ports in another place. I have referred to the matter on a
number of occasions in this place. Honourable
members will be aware that members of Parliament in
electorates along the Victorian and New South Wales
border and people from a number of other organisations
have brought considerable pressure to bear on the
government by stressing the importance of those
bridges and the fact that they are deteriorating and that
continuous funding is required for a bridge replacement
program.

I have been pressuring the New South Wales and
Victorian roads ministers and the federal minister for a
joint meeting to establish a program to fund bridge
maintenance and replacement. In 1936 a joint
agreement was made between the Victorian and New
South Wales governments to provide maintenance on
the 24 bridges they share. Although that funding
arrangement has continued over a long period, it has
not addressed a bridge replacement program. All
honourable members would welcome the Deputy
Prime Minister's announcement that $12 million in
Federation funding will be provided by the federal
government for a new bridge linking Wahgunyah and
Corowa to replace the deteriorating John Ford bridge.
One of the original meetings leading up to Federation
was held in Corowa in 1893. I presume that is the
reason for the Federation funding.
Although that funding is welcomed by the New South
Wales and Victorian ministers, it will not address the
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problem of continuing funding. The Victorian Minister
for Roads and Ports said he will continue to support a
bridge replacement program. Will the minister continue
to hold joint meetings with his counterpart and the
federal minister to assess a report prepared by the
federal government on road infrasttucture which
pointed to deficiencies in bridges? It is imperative that
funds are provided on a continuing annual basis for a
bridge replacement program. The bridges continue to
deteriorate and many are in a state of collapse. Four
bridges need to be considered immediately, two in my
electorate of Murray Valley at Howlong and Cobram. I
seek support from the Victorian minister for a bridge
replacement program with continuing annual funding.
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Ms GARBUTT - Will the minister inquire into the
meeting between big businesses and the Treasurer or
his senior officials at Flemington last December at
which they told big businesses that were facing large
bills that they should hold off paying them until the
whole business of the tariffs has been reviewed? The
people of the Latrobe Valley are paying their bills
reluctantly. They had no say in the election of the
appointed authority that has imposed an extra tax - a
secret tax - upon them. They should not be forced to
wear the extra burden because the government has done
a secret deal and let big businesses off paying some of
their levies.

Buses: Southland shopping centre
Latrobe Valley: water levies
Ms GARBUTT (Bundoora) - I refer the Minister
for Conservation and Land Management to the deal
done by the government with the owners of Latrobe
Valley power stations over the payment of the
waterway management tariff to the West Gippsland
Catchment Management Authority. Will the minister
provide a report on that deal and guarantee that local
residents will not be forced to pay extra to make up for
the amount by which the government has reduced the
bill for big businesses?
A recent report in the Age quoted a spokesman for Loy
Yang Power, Mr Richard Elkington, as saying the
company had met with the Department of Natural
Resources and Environment and Treasury officials in
December about the $450 000 bill. Following the
meeting the bill was slashed to a figure in the
thousands. Hazelwood Power is also negotiating a deal
over its $200 000 bill. Other businesses such as Edison
Mission Energy and Esscr-BHP are also fighting their
levies.
The minister should come clean about this deal. She
should guarantee Gippslanders in Parliament tonight
that they will not be burdened with extra costs to make
up for the sweetheart deals the government has done
with big businesses. The minister should come clean on
the deals and tell all Victorians how many businesses
have been involved and by how much their bills have
been reduced, The minister should guarantee that big
business will pay its fair share of the waterway
management levies and not shift it all on to the
community.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Bundoora should make some effort not to simply
read her contribution. She knows the rules.

Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - I raise a matter with the
Minister for Transport concerning the Public Transport
Corporation and the operation of the buses at Southland
shopping centre. Honourable members mayor may not
be aware that Southland is undergoing a $285 million
renovation over the next two years, which on occasions
will result in disadvantages to the whole community.
Everyone understands that and regards the
redevelopment of Southland as a generally positive
thing, particularly given the job opportunities that will
result.
The Southland bus tenninal has been moved to a lower
area at the shopping centre off Chesterville Road.
Opposite the bus tenninal is a very large retirement
village and some other residential units. I was at my
office until 11.30 p.m. yesterday and I could hear the
buses from my office window. A bus at the tenninal
had its motor running and the pollution and noise on
still nights upsets some of the more senior citizens in
the area.
The drivers have told me that the motors of some buses
cannot be turned offbecause it is not possible to get
them started again. Diesel engines are reasonably
efficient and if they are tuned properly should not cause
the degree of pollution that is caused by some of these
buses. Although we all accept the need for the terminal,
perhaps the bus companies could send buses to that area
that can have their engines turned off.
The buses are becoming a significant problem A
resident told me that a bus had its engine running for
some 10 to 12 minutes at 12.15 a.m. People cannot
sleep through the noise. We all accept the need for
some alteration to what is happening and the PTC or
the bus company could try to see that at the very least
the buses are as far away from residents as possible.
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The arrangement will be in place for the next two years
while the centre is redeveloped. I hope the
redevelopment proceeds quickly so that we can get the
proposed new bus terminal completed as soon as
possible. I seek the minister's assistance in the matter.

Nillumbik: chief executive officer
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government. 1ask the minister to issue a public
statement that would clear the way for the Shire of
Nillumbik to sack its chief executive officer, Mr Barry
Rochford. Mr Rochford has been ripping off the
ratepayers of Nillumbik for quite some time, including
using ratepayers' funds for legal advice on his 0'Ml
contract, taking a trip to Japan at ratepayers' expense
without authorisation from the council, and employing
his girlfriend in a senior managerial position at the
council.
An article published in the Diamond Valley News of
3 December last year under the headline 'Shire rift
exposed' states:
A memo, dated November 21, sent by Mr Rochford to
Nillumbik's five councillors, said 'Constant tension' between
councillors, staff and the organisation was •seriously
undennining staff morale and organisational performance'.

Quite clearly there was an attempt to destabilise the
council. Who would have an interest in doing
something like this? It came to the attention of the
ratepayers ofNillumbik via the Diamond Valley News
that Mr Rochford had applied for a job at the City of
Brisbane. I have made some inquiries about this and I
understand the City of Brisbane appointed
Mr Rochford to a senior managerial position in late
November, shortly before the article appeared.
Shortly after Mr Rochford accepted the position and
his appointment was endorsed by the Brisbane civic
cabinet he embarked upon negotiations with Nillumbik
council saying, 'I would like to be paid out - it's clear
you're not happy with me and I would like to go'. So
he is trying to extort $400 000, according to the
minister's estimate, from the ratepayers ofNillumbik
at a time when he has already accepted another
position at Brisbane, in totally bad faith.

In the Diamond Valley News of21 January
Mr Rochford claimed he had backed off the Brisbane
job - that he had withdra'Ml his application. The
reality is that Mr Rochford was told by the City of
Brisbane, 'Pull your application out - you are
effectively sacked'. That is what has happened. This
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shyster, this fraudulent con man, should no longer be
sustained by the ratepayers of Nillumbik.

Building industry: site toilets
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Health in another place in
relation to sanitary conveniences on building sites.
Previousl y it was necessary for municipal councils to
require building sites to have toilets. the previous
government repealed the requirement and it is no longer
necessary for councils to require builders to provide
such facilities.
It was expected that municipal councils would require
builders to provide the toilets, but that has not been the
case in all municipalities. Unfortunately many councils
in my area have decided that they will not enforce the
provision of toilets on building sites. I do not know
what the Labor Party thought about people involved in
the building if it thought they could attend building
sites for periods of 8 to 10 hours a day without using
toilets.

Building workers have had to relieve themselves
against the back fence, behind trees or in cans, and have
had to bury the contents around the site or hide it under
the building. The matter has been brought to my
attention because some of the workers on the building
sites have asked contractors to provide toilets, and have
been told by the contractors that they believe there is no
requirement for them to do so.
Will the minister please investigate the matter to see if
we can reintroduce legislation to require all councils
when issuing permits for building sites to ensure that
toilets are provided for people working on the sites? It
is absolutely disgraceful that any organisation,
particularly the Labor government when it was in
power, could see fit to repeal the appropriate
legislation. Unfortunately a number of municipalities
have decided not to enforce the requirement for sanitary
conveniences.
The SPEAKER - Order! I remind the honourable
member that he cannot ask for legislation, but he may
ask the minister to investigate the issue.
Mr LUPTON - I am just saying that I cannot
believe the legislation was allowed to be dropped. I ask
the minister to investigate the possibility of finding
some means by which local municipalities can again be
required to ensure the provision of portable toilets on
building sites.
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Motorcycle association toy run
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) - I raise a matter
for the Minister for Transport in relation to the annual
toy run organised by the Motorcycle Riders Association
of Australia. I would like the Minister for Transport to
investigate with Swanston Trams and Yarra Trams
what can be done to assist the association to organise its
toy run this year. For many years the association has
been gathering toys for charity and it has become a
major feature of Melbourne each year.
I am pleased to say I participated in the toy run the
year before last and was most impressed with the great
work some of the riders had done in decorating bikes
and preparing toys for worthwhile charities. It is a
great shame that although the government-run tram
system was quite happy to support the event for many
years, following privatisation both Swanston Trams
and Yarra Trams are seeking to charge the association.

Responses
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - The honourable member for
Frankston raised the difficulties her constituents in the
Mount Eliza area are having in making contact with the
Mornington Peninsula Shire Council. Her complaint
was that many of them have to wait up to 3Y2 hours in
making phone connections with the council about
matters such as street cleaning and the clearing of
powerlines that they wish to bring to the council's
attention, and that the chief executive officer is
apparently unwilling to respond to those matters.
The honourable member probably has some reason to
complain because, as I understand, a new telephone
system has been installed and the system has some
difficulties associated with it. Perhaps a major
difficulty, on the advice I have, is that including phone
and written complaints the order of the number
received by the Mornington Peninsula council is a
spectacular 600 000 a year. If I were chief executive
officer of that council and so many inquiries were
being made I would suspect that something must be
wrong. I would imagine that it would be next to
impossible to solve them, let alone respond to them if
the complaints came in at that rate.
I will raise the matter with the council and will seek a
response from the chief executive officer. Provided a
suitable notice period is given, I also encourage the
honourable member for Frankston to ask the chief
executive officer to meet with her and me in the
Mount Eliza area to discuss the issues with her
constituents and council ratepayers. We may then be
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able to share with the constituents who have these
difficulties the explanation from the council's point of
view about why these difficulties have arisen and how
we will solve them. I imagine Mr Dilley might be
willing to accept such an invitation, especially if he
knew I was coming. I am willing to attend if it would
assist the honourable member in getting Mr Dilley to
appear at such a meeting.
The honourable member for Bentleigh raised another
matter about my good friend Mike Hill from the
people's republic of More land. Cr Hill is the shadow
minister for local government's shadow minister. Due
to the inadequacy of the shadowing of the Honourable
Pat Power in another place, Mike Hill seems to take it
as his God-given mission to be the shadow minister on
local government matters. I am sony he did not get a
better crowd because I think the more people that hear
him the better. I am sorry his appearance should be
inflicted on only six councillors, local members of
Parliament and Clyde Holding staff when it could have
been inflicted on members of the public because all
Victorians deserve to know what Mike Hill is up toand the honourable member has done a lot to reveal his
work practices in her contribution tonight.
It has been a longstanding practice for local

government officers to have briefings with chief
executive officers, both to advise them on current
matters of office of local government and to consult
with them. If we do not consult and listen to the chief
executive officers and get bureaucrats in the Office of
Local Government listening and consulting with local
government practitioners we have little hope of getting
the messages across, backwards and forwards, to enable
us to get the legislation, the administration and the
practice right for the benefit of the ratepayers and the
citizens of the state. That longstanding matter has
proceeded for many years under Liberal, Labor and
coalition governments and I am sure it will continue for
many years to come.
For whatever reason, the chief executive officer of the
City of Moreland, partly inspired I suppose by Cr Hill
or his successor, experienced some embarrassment
about receiving confidential information; it was actually
a briefmg for chief executive officers on some of the
technical issues we intend to approach Parliament about
in future legislation. They are highly technical matters
about election dates, how-to-vote cards and things like
that - the nuts and bolts that chief executive officers
above all have to deal with. This very respected chief
executive officer apparently felt severely embarrassed
by being asked to regard the matter as confidential
because it had not been raised in the Parliament - the
legislation had not been brought here. It really ought to
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be part of a consultation process but not part of a
proclamation and publicity process. We were talking to,
briefing and consulting with the practitioners.
I advise the honourable member for 8entleigh that the
chief executive officer of the people's republic of
Moreland is embarrassed by being asked to regard
consultations as confidential. I will certainly excuse
him from ever having to attend such consultations
again. I do not think he should be embarrassed. I
believe if he is in that position he certainly should not
be embarrassed, and ifit is a ditliculty for his council
we can probably ask him to come to the consultation
bits that are open and reportable. If we ever have to
move, so to speak, into committee he can be excused
with no disregard to the high respect we have for him.
That will save him the embarrassment of having to go
back to his council and say, as he did last time, that he
was asked to keep the matter confidential but he did not
intend to; he intended to make it as public as he
possibly could. It will save any embarrassment I have
that members of Parliament might be embarrassed to
know that as a result of consultations the chief
executive officers were somewhat ahead of the
parliamentarians.
The honourable member for Van Yean referred to the
chief executive officer of the Shire of Nillumbik and
the relationship between the council and the chief
executive officer. The honourable member would
understand that the acting minister appointed someone
to investigate the matters he raised in the house.
Certainly the scandalous allegations he has made in the
area are quite unbecoming. If they were said outside the
house they would be actionable, and I think the
honourable member knows that. The declarations he
made in the florid language he chose to use were
defamatory and bordering on unparliamentary,
although not ruled so by you, Sir, but certainly
unbecoming to a member of Parliament.
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otherwise have had to pay an excessive and perhaps
even an unconscionable amount of money to secure the
termination of the appointment of the chief executive
otlicer.
Following that direct personal advice in December. the
council proceeded to meet and to continue with its
proposal to terminate the position of the chief
executive officer, not on the basis of paying him the
amount of money that it might be obliged to pay under
the contract, but an exaggerated amount of money, tax
free, that nearly doubled the amount. If the council
wishes to terminate the position of the chief executive
otlicer it has to give me reasonable notice of its
intention to do so. It has not done so. After giving me
reasonable notice, if it intends to pay a contractual
amount to the chief executive officer that is a matter
for the council. However, if it intends to pay an
exaggerated amount to secure that termination I will
not allow the accounts of that council or of any
municipality in Victoria to be rorted in that way. I
made that clear to the council. When it proceeded
down that path - clearly against every piece of advice
it was receiving - I had to appoint an inquiry.
Given that a senior barrister has been appointed to
undertake the inquiry and that he will take evidence
from councillors at the council chambers I would have
thought the remarks of the honourable member for Yan
Yean are both untimely and dishonourable. The
honourable member seeks to put himself in the position
where he is judge, jury and executioner. He is using the
privileges of the house to destroy the reputation of one
of the parties. He used florid and excessive language
and made judgments I would not dare to make. If the
honourable member wants to take sides in the
argument, that is fine, but if he wants to make
judgments about somebody he should have the courage
to go outside the house and say it and wait for the writ.
Mr Haenneyer inteIjected.

The honourable member should know that the
appointment of chief executive officers is a matter for
council as is the termination of their employment. I
made it perfectly clear to Mayor Marshall, to the
councillor who accompanied Mayor Marshall and to
the chief executive officer - in person and at the same
time in December last year - that if it was the
intention of the council to pay an exaggerated amount
as was proposed to be paid and to pay it tax free so that
the effective payment far exceeded the amount that
might be payable under a contractual relationship,
neither Mayor Marshall nor the councillor nor the chief
executive officer would be in a position in the council
to sign the cheque. I made that clear on behalf of the
ratepayers and citizens of Nillumbik who would

Mr MACLELLAN - Go outside and say it and
wait for the writ. If the honourable member does not
have the courage to do that - and of course he would
not - he should have the grace to wait until the inquiry
reports. He might even have the grace to read the
report. That would be surprising to all members of this
place, but nevertheless it would be a great start if he
read the report of the person appointed to hold the
inquiry, an inquiry that will examine whether the
council, in its anxiety to part company with the chief
executive officer, was prepared to pay an almost
unconscionable amount of ratepayers' money. It is of
great interest to me and, I am sure, the Minister for
Transport to hear the honourable member for Van Yean
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confinn the very amount we said was to be payable and
which Cr Marshall and members of the majority of the
council had denied time and again was payable. What
we have scored tonight is the fact that the honourable
member for Yan Yean agrees with the quantum, even
though his political colleagues within the council have
long since denied the quantum. They have said, 'No, it
is only $170 000'. But it is $170000 more than should
be paid and it is tax free. Honourable members can
clearly see that this was going to be a golden parachute
job.
I would not doubt that the honourable member for Yan
Yean might leave this place ifhe were offered that sort
of a reward. He might well decide to throw in the
sponge here ifhe was offered that much tax free.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr MACLELLAN - Indeed - especially if you
have a job with a Labor council in Brisbane. Did the
honourable member for Yan Yean forget that it is a
Labor council in Brisbane? Poor Mr Rochford was
going from one Labor council to another. If I were
moving from one Labor council to another I would
probably want $170000 tax free, too. But that is
another story.

We have had a disgraceful attack in this place by
somebody who is using the privileges of the house and
who is clearly not prepared to go outside the premises
and say in public what he would say here. I am sure
you would not be prepared to take the report of your
speech in Hansard and read it in the public arena,
would you?
Mr Haenneyer interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will address
the Chair.
Mr MACLELLAN - Mr Speaker, his defence is,
'It is all in the local paper'. Isn't it sad that a member
who has the privilege of representing the people of Yan
Yean in this house would be prepared to scramble back
to say, in justification of what he said in the house, that
it is all in the paper?

We know the disordered way the honourable member
puts things in the house, we understand the difficulties
that he has, and we understand that he does not always
bring a sense of balance to matters. But we understand
that he does not have the courage to say outside the
house what he said in it. We understand that he would
not have the courage to repeat what he said by reading
his Hansard outside this house, that he is lacking in
balance, that he is lacking in judgment, and that his
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remarks were a disgrace to both the house and to the
situation in the Nillumbik shire.

Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - The
honourable member for Ivanhoe raised for the attention
of the Minister for Roads and Ports the north-south
traffic in Greensborough and Rosanna roads and
requested that Vicroads conduct an open consultative
process on the matter.
I will be happy to bring the matter to the attention of
my colleague in the other place, the Minister for Roads
and Ports, and ask him to address the issue and respond
to the honourable member.
The honourable member for Murray Valley also raised
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads and
Ports. It is a matter that he has addressed in this house
several times over the past 12 months - that is, Murray
River bridge replacement? The honourable member has
stressed again the importance of ongoing funding being
provided for the maintenance and, importantly, the
replacement as necessary of bridges across the Murray
River.
While welcoming the recent announcement by the
commonwealth that it would put money towards a new
bridge between Wahgunyah and Corowa, he says
ongoing funding is still an issue and there has been no
commitment by government to ongoing funding. He
seeks a meeting ofthe appropriate Victorian, New
South Wales and commonwealth ministers to pursue
the issue.
I will be more than happy to take the matter up with the
Minister for Roads and Ports on behalf of the
honourable member. The issue of the bridges across the
Murray River is an important one for us all in both New
South Wales and Victoria.
Dr Napthine interjected.

Mr COOPER - As my colleague reminds me,
particularly because of the huge number of people who
are now migrating back to Victoria. They will certainly
need the bridges as they bring their goods and chattels
back from the north. I will be more than happy to bring
the matter to the attention of my colleague in the other
place and have him respond directly to the honourable
member for Murray Valley.
The honourable member for Mordialloc raised the
question of the repositioning of bus terminals at
Southland shopping centre while building works are
being carried out there. He advised the house that the
repositioning of the bus terminals to Chesterville Road
is causing significant amenity problems to people in
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nearby residential areas. The honourable member
asked me to take up the matter with the Public
Transport Corporation. The matter is a responsibility of
the Department of Infrastructure and I will be more
than happy to have it drawn to the attention of that
department tomorrow.
Although I am certainly not a motor mechanic, I find a
touch extraordinary the information given to local
residents that the motors on buses cannot be turned off
because they might not start again. I understand the
concern the honourable member for Mordialloc has for
his constituents in the area, particularly the elderly, who
will be subject to the noise and pollution from motors
running late at night and early in the morning. I will
certainly see what the department can do about the bus
services that are using the tenninal in order to reduce
the amenity problems that are being caused to the
nearby residents.
The honourable member for Essendon raised the matter
of the annual toy run conducted at Christmas time by
the Motorcycle Riders Association of Australia. I
assume she has raised that matter following claims by
the president of the association, Mr Damian
Codognotto, that the toy run cannot be conducted
because Yarra and Swanston Trams are demanding
payments for the disruption of services.
About four weeks ago I wrote to Mr Codognotto saying
that no charges will be applied to the charitable toy run
and that it is my view that, given that he now has that
information in hand, there are no grounds for the toy
run to be cancelled. I am disappointed that apparently
Mr Codognotto has not sent that information along to
members of the Motorcycle Riders Association, who
very rightly are concerned about the prospect that the
toy run might be cancelled. It is a magnificent annual
event of some moment in Melbourne, conducted by a
group of dedicated and caring motorcycle riders who
want to help people, particularly children who are ill or
come from homes where they might not receive the
usual sorts of presents that kids receive in homes where
there are higher income levels.
I hope now Mr Codognotto will reverse his position on
his apparent detennination to cancel the toy run. There
is no need for the toy run to be cancelled because no
payments will be levied, although there may and
probably will be significant disruption to tram traffic in
the Bourke Street Mall because the Melbourne City
Council prefers to have this major event rallied in the
mall and it causes significant disruption to tram traffic.
It is held at a time when it also causes significant
disruption to Christmas shoppers. Bearing all that in
mind, the government still believes the toy run is of
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such importance to people in less than desirable
circumstances that it should proceed and that no
charges will be applied.
Mr Codognotto also referred to two other motorcycle

rallies that are not charitable events, the Ozbike run
and the grand prix bike run, both to Phillip Island.
Apparently the Melbourne City Council has requested
that the motorcycle riders rally for the rides in the
Bourke Street Mall, which will cause disruption
because the events are held mid-week. We have told
the Motorcycle Riders Association that if an alternative
rallying point cannot be provided - I believe it would
be happy to have an alternative rallying point - and
the council insists on the bikes rallying in the Bourke
Street Mall and disrupting the traffic, it will be the
responsibility of the council, not the Motorcycle Riders
Association, to pay for the disruption. We will take up
that issue with the council on behalf of the Motorcycle
Riders Association.
I thank the honourable member for bringing that matter
to my attention because it is an important issue. I hope
it has now been clarified so that there is no hint that the
toy run will be under threat in the future because of
charges about which the association may have been
notified and from which I have instructed both tram
companies to exempt the Motorcycle Riders
Association.

Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - The honourable member for
Dandenong raised with the Minister for Education
concerns about the Wantirna Heights Netball Club,
which apparently uses the sporting facilities at
Wantirna Heights Primary School. The school has been
closed and the students relocated because of changes in
the number of students attending the school.
I am reminded of the situation of an empty vessel
making the most noise! The honourable member is a
10hnny-come-Iately to the situation and is seeking to
make a lot of noise while the honourable member for
Bayswater has been working extremely hard to find a
positive solution to the problem. The honourable
member for Bayswater has been working with the
regional Office of School Education. Central Facilities
Branch, the minister, local councils, the local
community and various organisations to provide
ongoing facilities for the netball club and other users of
the school grounds.
It does the honourable member for Dandenong no

credit to come in at this late stage and seek to
grandstand, which is not a substitute for the real work
that has been done by the honourable member for
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Bayswater, who is not about grabbing headlines but
about achieving real results, solutions and outcomes for
the community. I understand those positive outcomes
will be achieved in the near future. I will be talking to
the honourable member for Bayswater and the Minister
for Education about the issue, and I am sure in due
course they will advise the honourable member for
Dandenong of the outcome.
The honourable member for Altona raised the matter of
the proposed National Air and Space Museum at Point
Cook and its future and funding. I will pass the matter
on to the Premier and ask him to comment. In passing,
although I make no comment about the particular
project, I point out that any project that is seeking
substantial government funding should be seen as a
long-tenn viable project and will need to be evaluated
to ensure that that is the case. I am sure the Premier will
be able to respond to the honourable member for
AItona regarding that project. It may be that it requires
significant evaluation before further work proceeds.
The honourable member for Bundoora raised with the
Minister for Conservation and Land Management the
issue of fees or tariffs to be paid to the catchment
management authority by large organisations, in
particular power generation companies in the Latrobe
Valley or Gippsland generally.
I think the honourable member for Bundoora will agree
that the government is to be commended for its
excellent work in establishing catchment management
authorities across Victoria. The authorities are doing a
grand job on behalf of the state in helping to manage
the environment and restore the situation with regard to
many river catchments - not only the immediate river
areas, but the whole catchment areas of those rivers.
That work that must be funded and continued. It is to be
commended.
The issue raised by the honourable member for
Bundoora concerned a fair and equitable distribution of
the costs involved among the people who may benefit
from the work, and particularly the fees or tariffs paid
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by power companies in Gippsland. I will pass the issue
on to the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management. I am sure she will respond in due course.
The honourable member for Knox raised with me as the
representative of the Minister for Health the issue of
toilet facilities on building sites. As the honourable
member correctly stated, section 56 of the Health Act
formerly required that suitable sanitary conveniences
that satisfied the requirements of the local council
involved were to be provided where any building works
to be carried out necessitated the employment of
workmen.
Following a review of the act under the previous Labor
government the section was repealed in about 1989. I
understand the view taken at the time was that it was a
matter for local councils to determine the appropriate
sanitary arrangements to be put in place on building
sites to protect the health of the workmen on those sites,
the general community and the public who may use the
sites in future.
The honourable member for Knox indicated there are
concerns that perhaps local government is not
undertaking the task as diligently as would be expected.
I will ask the Minister for Health to examine the matter,
and if necessary request local municipalities to address
what is an important health issue.
Councils have an overall responsibility on local and
environmental health matters and possess the powers
necessary to make local laws on such matters if they
wish, or to have their environmental health officers deal
with anything they perceive to be a hazard. On behalf
of the honourable member for Knox I will ask the
Minister for Health to examine the issue, talk to local
municipalities and consider whether further action is
necessary.

The SPEAKER - Order! The house stands
adjourned until next day.
House adjourned 11.02 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) took the chair at
10.05 a.m. and read the prayer.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Business Franchise (Tobacco) Act 1974S.R. No. 15
Business Franchise (Petroleum Products) Act
1979-S.R. No. 15
Children and Young Persons Act 1989S.R. No. 18
Magistrates' Court Act 1989 - S.R. Nos 16, 17
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 - Minister's exception
certificates in relation to Statutory Rules Nos. 16, 17, 18.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGE
Message read recommending appropriation for
Electricity Safety Bill.

GRIEVANCES
The SPEAKER -

Order! The question is:

That grievances be noted.

Barwon Health Network
Mr LONEY (Geelong North) - I grieve today over
the manipulation of Geelong Hospital board
appointments, appointments to the new Barwon Health
Network and the process for the appointment of the
new network chief executive officer. The people of
Geelong have been misled, misinfonned and poorly
served in the development of the new Barwon Health
Network.
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Mr LONEY - The new health network proposal
has been developed over a period with little or no
information being given to the public about the
proposed model and its supposed benefits prior to the
decisions being made. Secondly--

Honourable members intefjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have twice asked
members to keep their conversation down. There is too
much audible conversation in the chamber. In courtesy
to the honourable member on his feet, I ask honourable
members who wish to have conversations to have them
outside the chamber or to have them quietly.

Mr LONEY - In the lead-up to the decision to go
to the network, the membership of the board of the
Geelong Hospital was manipulated to ensure that there
were no dissenting or critical voices on it. These are
serious problems, serious flaws, in a procedure that
should have been open and public to allow the widest
possible debate when important decisions were being
made about the future of the delivery of health services
in Victoria's second-largest city. But that was not the
case - the case is in fact quite different!
For more than 12 months the network model has been
floated around Geelong, heavily pushed-Mr Doyle interjected.

Mr LONEY - We will come to that, Mr Doyle.
For more than 12 months this concept has been pushed
around by senior people at Geelong Hospital and the
Grace McKellar centre but no defmite infonnation
about the proposals has been put in the public arena.
The idea has simply been touted. It was mentioned in
the report of the CEO of the Geelong Hospital to the
annual meeting before last. When community health
boards were reappointed in Geelong last October, as
they were elsewhere, board members were quietly told
by people holding senior positions in the acute services
administration that they should not expect to serve any
more than a few months of their terms, tenns that used
to be up to three years.

Honourable members intefjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! There is far too much
audible conversation in the chamber. If honourable
members want to hold conversations I ask them to
leave the chamber.

Honourable members intefjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! There is still too much
audible conversation in the chamber - on both sides!

The Geelong community was told nothing during that
process. The steamroller was dragged out and it rolled
over everything. What was wrong with allowing
community input for such an important issue? What
was wrong with a public discussion of the issues and
the proposed model to ensure the best outcome was
achieved? Instead of that occurring, dissent was
actively stifled. The only two members of the Geelong
Hospital board known to have questioned the network
concept were mysteriously dumped from the board at
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reappointment time last year. What strange
circumstances!

contained in the documents released to the opposition
under FOI.

At the same time, payment was introduced for the
remainder of the board - even though, as it now turns
out, it had only four months of its term to run. Perhaps
the real reason for the introduction of that payment was
not to reward the then board members but to prepare
the ground for the new network board, which included
local Liberal Party members. The minister obviously
did not want to reward both simultaneously, so he
introduced one payment earlier than the other.

With those people missing, the government then rolled
on to the establishment of the network. Networks are
not new. But this is a different scenario in that it pulls in
the community health sector. Local communities with
community health centres were virtually just taken
along for the ride, powerless to resist and fearful of
losing their funding. When examined closely the
S<Kalled wonderful and voluntary decision of
community health services to join the network is a little
tarnished.

When this issue was raised previously, the minister said
he made that decision on the advice of the board. The
board says the minister requested that to be done. Both
parties have denied the other's version. Information
released from the hospital under freedom of
information simply adds to the mystery and does not
confIrm the minister's version of events. The hospital's
information does not help the minister's case because
the information released by the hospital contains no
documentation of any hospital request either for
payment to board members or to reduce the size of the
board, as the minister has repeatedly told us. The board
of management meeting of 11 November 1997 reports:
Mr Peter Gillham and Mr Eric Young were not reappointed in
accordance with the instruction from the Minister for Health
that hospital boards become smaller.

According to the information released by the hospital,
until that time the hospital had submitted that
Mr Gillham and Mr Young be reappointed. No
documentation shows any correspondence between the
minister and the board of any other discussion before
the 14 November letter from the regional director,
Department of Human Services, which states:
I refer to the Geelong Hospital's submission concerning the
board of management appointments.
I am pleased to advise that the Governor in Council has
appointed the following persons ... 8arry John Lansdell ...
Patricia Randal Heath.

Mrs Heath was to be the chairperson of the new
network. That is the only reference to those
appointments. When I asked the hospital for its
submission, I received a letter that simply pointed out
that four board members' terms of appointment had
expired and that they had sought reappointment to
those positions, nominating Mrs Patricia Heath, Dr
Barry Lansdell, Mr Peter Gillham and Mr Eric Young.
The minister topped the last two candidates because
they had dissented from the view he wanted to
promote. That is quite clear from the information

Geelong Community Health Service is not a traditional
health service: it is really the operator of the district
nursing service. Its decision to join was based on other
considerations. The Torquay Centre, which we were
told decided to join the network, had no
community-based committee and was run by a
ministerially appointed administrator. Corio
Community Health Centre was a reluctant starter and
determined that it would go into the network only if all
the recommendations of the Archon report were
implemented. That centre had many questions about its
future if it opted to stay out. Bellarine, the largest
community health centre in the area, chose not to join
the network because it did not believe the network
would pay anything other than lip-service to
community health.
So rather than the government -promoted view that
everything is rosy in the garden, the actual outcome
was carefully manipulated and massaged.
Prior to the appointment of the new board, those
involved in network discussions had been led to believe
the new board would be only interim- but it is now to
be permanent. The new board has no community
representatives; nor is there any opportunity for such
representation. The board has no health community
representation. Members have been appointed from
within the current boards; perhaps that is okay for an
interim board, but is totally inappropriate for a
permanent and ongoing board. Even worse, it means
the minister has completely missed the opportunity to
introduce new blood onto the board, to reinvigorate it
and to change the direction of health services in our
community.
Naturally the rush is on to appoint a new chief
executive officer before the board commences
operation. Almost two weeks ago an advertisement was
placed in the newspapers. According to the
advertisement, the position does not require experience
in health management, nor is there any reference to
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community health. Apparently business experience will
be enough to get the job. The advertisement states:
Candidates must be able to demonstrate leadership, a proven
track record in management of large, complex organisations,
financial skills, achievement of designated objectives and a
concerned customer service approach. It is important they be
strategically focused, skilled in negotiation and adept at
change management
Strong public relations, communication and relationship skills
are also important, because this position will have a high
public profile. Tertiary qualifications and experience in
people-based service provision are essential.

Then, tacked onto the end of the advertisement,
appears:
Experience in the health industry will be an advantage.

It is not even a requirement and, certainly, no
community health experience is being sought. The
community has been given a commitment that the
emphasis on 'community', which is quite different
from acute care service, will be maintained and
strengthened. To the north of Geelong we will be
watching carefully the board's decision and monitoring
whether it meets that commitment. Within whatever
management structure is detennined, the northern
community of Geelong will require a focus on its area
particularly through the appointment of a local
manager-level position immediately under the level of
directors. Without that, the model will be unacceptable.
The board must take that into account early in its
operations when considering its direction.
A significant redirection of resources, not just positions,
is also required in the northern community health area.
The Torquay area currently receives $43 a head, but the
Corio area receives only $6 a head. If everyone is to
benefit, resources need to be reallocated so that our
community health area is lifted to the level of other
community health areas around Geelong. Simply
establishing more positions will not be acceptable.
We want true community health services, not just an
outreach service of the Geelong Hospital's acute care
facility. If these changes are not made, the network will
be seen as a vehicle for cynical manipulation and the
changes as a grab for cash by the acute services in
Geelong, which are starved for funds.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

Rural Victoria: agricultural education
Mr KILGOUR (Shepparton) - I grieve for my
constituents and other constituents throughout rural
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Victoria who are involved in agricultural college
tertiary education campuses around Victoria, not only
at Dookie College, which is in my electorate, but at
others around Victoria such as Longerenong,
Glenormiston and Gippsland. I am sure all those
involved are concerned about the future.
The University of Melbourne has made a number of
changes since it took over the Victorian College of
Agriculture and Horticulture. What is happening now
will create major problems for the future that will not
be good for university education. Information I have
received includes a memo from Professor Falvey about
the University of Melbourne's mission statement as
contained in its strategic plan called 'Earning Esteem'.
I do not think anyone would have a problem with a
university earning esteem.
If Melbourne University is talked about as being in the
same league as universities such as Harvard, that is fine,
but in considering any changes we must ensure we do
not throw the baby out with the bath water. In short. we
must look after Victorian country campuses. Professor
Falvey's memo talks about securing:
... the position of the University of Melbourne as the premier
research and teaching university in Australia, and to make it
one of the finest universities in the world.

We should applaud that. From that strategic plan has
emerged what is known as the Melbourne agenda.
However, my point is just that: it is the Melbourne
agenda, not the rural agenda. We need to look more
closely at that. The memo also talks about:
... the Melbourne agenda, which provides many challenges
for all faculties and staff in the university. The Melbourne
agenda incorporates:
internationalising the university
enhancing its research performance-

I think that's greatstrengthening its funding base -

outside funding would be required for research and responding to the transformation of teaching
and learning technologies and modalities.

That is all well and good, and it is great to see the
university is moving down that path. However, it took
over a group of rural university or teaching
establishments that were doing an excellent job in
providing courses and much-needed jobs in rural
Victoria.
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I have also received a communique distributed by
Professor Falvey which refers to the anticipated loss of
approximately 39 staff around Victoria. It says that all
departments and campuses will be affected, involving
both academic and general staff. That is putting great
hurdles in front of the people who work on those
campuses. I am concerned about the centralisation of
the university, because resources will be taken away
from country Victoria and moved to Parkville. That
also means that courses in country Victoria will be lost
to Melbourne.
I will speak about the work the magnificent Dookie
College has done over the years, particularly under its
current principal, Mr Peter Ryan. When considering the
success of a tertiary education establishment, it is
important to examine whether the students are getting
jobs. The students at Dookie College are in demand and
they are gettingjobs. The course quotas are quickly
filled, which tells us that the courses are what the local
people want and what agriculture requires. There has
been a steady growth in student numbers.

Mr Hamllton interjected.
Mr KlLGOUR - Absolutely. They can get jobs all
over the world. Back in 1989 146 students were
enrolled in the college's applied science course. That
number has steadily grown: in 1996 there were
347 students, in 1997 there were 417, and now
415 students are enrolled at Dookie. The TAFE hours
put in by the college have risen from 64 192 in 1991 to
110000 currently. That will surely be put at risk if we
lose staff and if the centralisation at Parkville goes
ahead. The steady growth at Dookie College has been
mirrored in other country areas as well. The operation
at Dookie College is magnificent.
As I said before, the courses offered at Dookie are
important to the local region. They include agriculture,
agribusiness, water culture, natural resources
management and food technology. The college has
established a wonderful winery, and there is a piggery
that over the years has provided wonderful support for
the college and for the students who are interested in
the area.

Dookie has a good relationship with other providers in
the region such as the Goulburn Ovens Institute of
TAFE and works closely with La Trobe University,
secondary colleges and primary schools. The college
undertakes joint projects with the Institute of
Sustainable Irrigated Agriculture campuses at Tatura
and Kyabram and the Institute for Integrated
Agricultural Development at Rutherglen. It also works
closely with other institutes around country Victoria.
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As well, Dookie College also works closely with
industry. It has access to industry advice on the
management of its important farm resources. Dookie
runs its own dairy farm with the involvement of the
dairy industry. We have seen great improvements over
the years, and I would hate to see any diminution of that
operation. The industry is closely linked to advisory
committees and others who advise on which courses
are needed in agricultural education.
As with other institutions, Dookie College is doing
more with less. Already 3.5 effective full-time positions
have been lost, and that is before the loss of 39 staff
around country Victoria. Despite that, the college has
more students. Melbourne University is already
reducing its support for Dookie College, and that will
continue in the future.
Our land management groups work closely with
Dookie College. They run field days, research and
development programs, trials and Landcare projects.
The farm enterprises have achieved significant
productivity improvements over the past few years. The
college also runs some wonderful research trials on
grain and other crops. The staff are active in regional
development activities and contribute to the local
community.
Dookie College ofTers so much more than it did in the
past, and I hope it will continue to do so. The research
programs are expanding significantly and include work
on nutrition for dairy cows, an investigation of root rot
in lupins in the district, the effect of land use on soil
fertility, and sheep and pasture productivity projects.
I am very keen on the Dookie Farms 2000 project. It is
being led by a local land-holder, Mr Peter Tallis, who
donated $50 000 to promote research at the college. I
am happy to say that the government thought so much
of the project it supported it to the extent of$50 000,
thus ensuring that a research project of such importance
to the grains and other industries got off the ground.
The Dookie Fanns 2000 project put together a trust to
fund research and development projects locally and to
improve the sustainability and profitability of farming
enterprises. Dookie College is also using new teaching
technologies, tele-teaching between Melbourne and
Dookie, computer-based learning and other flexible
delivery methods. The increasing number of courses
associated with the wine industry that are now available
at Dookie are nearly all on a block basis and workplace
based in workshops and seminars.
However, threats loom. Parkville now makes all the
decisions for country Victoria. Good teachers in the
regional colleges are being told to become much more
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interested in research or they will be replaced with
research specialists, usually located in Melbourne.
Nearly all senior appointments are made in Parkville
and under the new structure all heads of departments
will now be based at Parkville. The principal of the
college has very little input into the operation of courses
and so on. The decisions are being taken away from
country Victoria and transferred to Melbourne.
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significantly. They used to be able to get into VCAH
courses. Under the proposed policies of Melbourne
University they will not be able to do so in the future. It
is time Melbourne University examined closely what it
took over and its service and value to country Victoria.
Melbourne University should ensure that those services
are not moved from rural Victoria to Parkville.

Werribee: toxic waste dump
Some new senior level positions will be filled but they
will be located mostly at Parkville. Professors of
pasture science, agribusiness, food science and crop
science and a senior lecturer in agribusiness are all
based at Parkville. A fellow of food science is based at
Werribee. Those professions are moving away from
country areas. But where do the people go for their
education? They go to the VCAH campuses in country
Victoria. We need to be very careful about what
Melbourne University intends to do, otherwise our
country courses and colleges will be threatened.
Positions in country locations are being reduced. As I
said earlier, according to the memo 39 positions will be
lost. The money saved will be put into research at
Parkville and not into country Victoria.
All the degree programs at the Victorian College of
Agriculture and Horticulture are planned to be
discontinued in 1999 and replaced with new programs
that do not offer students the same choices. Country
Victoria needs people who understand its agriCUltural
requirements. They should provide the courses and
maintain them for the future. The real threat to the
continuation of practical technology-based training of
colleges such as Dookie is from university academics
who do not see its value. They will argue that such
education is too expensive and should be stopped. We
need to stop that happening in its tracks now. We need
to say to Melbourne University, 'Enough is enough'.
We need these colleges in country Victoria and we
must ensure that we support them in the future.
The general thrust of the philosophy of the University
of Melbourne is that agriCUltural education to meet the
needs of the country Victoria is unnecessary. I say to
the University of Melbourne, 'If you do not want it, let
somebody who wants to do the right thing by country
universities and country agriculture have it'. We need
to have important discussions with Melbourne
University to ensure that country colleges do not have
their resources transferred to Melbourne. Students
should have local courses that satisfy their needs. The
courses are proven. They are consistently filled which
means that that is what people want.
Melbourne University seems to be obsessed with TER
cut-off scores. That will disadvantage country students

Ms GILLETT (Werribee)- I grieve with and on
behalfofmy community ofWerribee because we have
in front of us the report of an independent panel
recommending a toxic dump for my community. Last
night I, along with 5000 Werribee residents, read the
report. At the outset I express my thanks to the Minister
for Planning and Local Government. It is to his credit
that unlike the general practice of this government, after
conversations and consideration - and I suspect no
small hint of the fact that many people were
interested - he was able to supply the independent
panel report even though he was under no obligation to
do so. On behalf of my community I make it clear that I
am grateful to the minister for providing that
information. It has allowed the community to be
informed in a way that it otherwise would not have
been.
However, I am afraid that is where the plaudits cease.
The upshot of the panel's recommendation is that
Werribee is an ideal place for a prescribed waste
facility. By way of background, the week before the
state election in March 1996 a Werribee local
newspaper ran a headline indicating that a joint
proposal between CSR and Brambles was in the
pipeline for a prescribed waste land fill in Werribee at
one ofCSR's existing sites. The community was
outraged and shocked; people wandered around for a
little while in disbelief. It seemed odd, almost bizarre,
to a community that had been courted so openly,
vigorously and financially generously by the current
government in an effort to win the seat ofWerribee, to
on one hand be promised funding for roads, child-care
centres, pools and other terrific facilities that are
urgently needed and on the other hand - or by sleight
of hand! - be told what this government really
thought about the community: that it was a fit and
proper place for a prescribed waste facility.

Mr MacleUan - It is not the government's
proposal.

Ms GILLETT - That is right. It is not even a
proposal that can be judged in the context of an overall
strategy for the safe disposal and reduction of toxic
wastes. The government has been derelict in its
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responsibility to produce policies and practical
strategies to ensure that other communities in this state
are not left as vulnerable, alone and unsupported as the
conununity ofWerribee has been in the fight against
the toxic waste dump.
It is unusual in this day and age to find an issue that
can galvanise a community to the extent this issue has.
It has been an enormous effort on the part of the
community to keep up its interest, activity and amazing
commitment over a two-year period.
I also grieve about that issue. We have been left alone
and unsupported in a process where the government
can say - as has the minister on many occasions 'This is not our proposal; this is not our responsibility'.
Therefore, the community assumes it is its
responsibility to contend with, compete with and beat
the likes ofCSR and Brambles. It is a sad fact that if
my community is successful in defeating this proposal
there is absolutely no guarantee, no provision, no
policy, no strategy which exists to protect it from a
similar commercial proposal driven by profit - which
is appropriate for a commercial proposal. I ask: should
a commercial proposal be driving the issue of
appropriate strategy for the reduction of the production
and the safe disposal ofthese types of wastes? My view
and the view of my community is that that is not the
case.
Present last night at our public meeting were the mayor,
Mr Shane Bourke, and Mr Frank Purcell, an active
member in the public life of the Werribee community
for 40 years. Both gentlemen felt it was an historic
occasion. Mr Purcell told me and the meeting that in all
his years he could not remember a time when the
community had come together as it had last night.
People were unanimous in their opposition to the
dump - and they are not unanimous in their opposition
through ignorance either.
The framing and developing of the environment effects
statement has had its advantages, although I strongly
believe the process was flawed, and I am not alone in
that belief. It has had its advantages: it has educated the
residents ofWerribee in a way they will never forget.
People who would not have known how to spell
cadmium can now explain in copious detail all the
properties of that element. People have become very
well informed; they have become excruciatingly well
informed about all the issues surrounding the prescribed
wastes and the associated issues of the environment
affected by the proposal. Last night a number of
resolutions were passed by the public meeting, and I
will refer them to the attention of the house. The
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resolutions were all appropriately moved and seconded.
Resolution 1 states:
This meeting ofWerribee residents strongly condemns the
panel report and draws the minister's attention to the report's
failure to:
(i)

take proper heed of the planning and social impact evidence
provided to the panel by the local community, local fanners,
the Wyndham council and its expert witnesses;

(ii) take proper heed of the evidence showing the scientific
uncertainty attached to such landfill designs, especially over
a long time period;
(iii) take proper heed of the evidence showing that CSR has a
record of substantial environmental abuse, resulting in
serious risks to the community, and as such it is not the
appropriate company to manage such an environmentally
sensitive proposal as a toxic dump;
(iv) properly examine the alternatives placed before it by expert
and community witnesses, which showed that the Wests
Road toxic dump was not the appropriate site, nor the
appropriate technology for the 21 st century management of
prescribed waste.
This meeting therefore urges the minister to reject the report's
recommendations and instead to initiate a proper strategic
planning process to provide environmentally and socially
acceptable prescribed waste management practices for
Victoria.

Resolution 2 states:
This meeting calls for a community day of protest on
March 25 as part of the campaign to make the minister aware
of the extent and depth ofWerribee feeling against the panel's
report and CSR 's toxic dump proposal, and to make it clear to
him that under no circumstances will Werribee sit back and
allow CSR to develop this dump.

Resolutions 3, 4, 5 and 6 involve the broad community
and different organisations within the conununity.
Resolution 3 states:
This meeting calls on the Wyndham City Council to sever all
ties and contracts with Cleanaway and CSR.

Resolution 4 states:
This meeting calls on the Victorian ALP to give a public
assurance that it will reverse any decision to build a toxic
dwnp in Werribee and that it will develop effective
a1tematives to toxic waste dumping.

Resolution 5 states:
This meeting calls on council to refuse to cooperate with the
state government in the event of the minister approving the
toxic dump, including a refusal to collect any money on
behalfofthe Victorian government

And resolution 6 states:
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This meeting calls for a boycott of all CSR products, both
domestic and industrial, as a direct protest against CSR's lack
of respect for the environment and for community tights.

This comprehensive and broad list of resolutions
illustrates the community's seriousness. It is awkward
when you speak about how people feel about things
because no words can express adequately the sight of
4000 or 5000 people who attended the Werribee events
centre last night. No words can explain the feeling of
hearing every voice in the place, inside and out, raised
in opposition to a proposal people regard as universally
flawed.
A number of questions came from the floor. One

proposal was terrific: that we bring the Werribee picnic
race meeting forward nine months and declare today a
public holiday. Members of the local community could
then come into Parliament and exercise their
democratic right to demonstrate their beliefs and
feelings to the minister. The people ofWerribee find
themselves in a most serious situation. I grieve for my
community and for my family. The community has
worked hard, patiently, logically and persistently yet
still finds itself in a position where after an I8-month
process an independent panel says to it, 'Yes, this is a
perfectl y appropriate place for a toxic dump' .
The flawed basis of the process can be understood if I
outline the way CSR ran its case before the independent
panel. The circumstances before the independent panel
were adversariaI to the extent that CSR was required to
make its case and others who were opposed were
required also to make their case. It was a frightening
condemnation of the process when reading the
independent panel report that CSR submitted and the
panel agreed that the basis upon which CSR should be
called to argue its case should exclude whether or not a
prescribed waste facility was appropriate for the
western suburbs, any social impact of the decision to
place a prescribed waste facility, and any discussion
about the economic impact on an enormously viable
and very productive market gardening industry.
Those things are most important to a community. We
all accept and understand they are not important
considerations for a commercial interest driven by
profit, as such organisations should work in the
interests of their shareholders. But how should we be
driven as a community? We should be driven in the
interests of our community socially, economically and
environmentally. The community understands that, and
CSR and the government need to clearly understand it
as well.
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National competition policy
Ms DAVIES (Gippsland West) - My first speech,
which I made a year ago, was in a grievance debate,
when I talked about importance of communities and the
government's failure to recognise. acknowledge and
support rural communities in particular. Today I want
to focus more closely on the government's attitude to
people as individuals rather than as members of
communities.
I believe members of the government have a deep

philosophical and ideological blind spot when it comes
to seeing people as whole human beings and with real
lives and real needs. In this brave new world we live
in, the government treats everybody as a customer and
every aspect oflife is seen to be part of the
marketplace.
I recently went to a briefmg on national competition

policy, because it seems to be the justification for every
government action. The government says everybody
must compete in the marketplace because of the
national agreement on competition policy. Under the
heading 'Our obligation' the statement on national
competition policy says:
Legislation should not restrict competition unless it can be
demonstrated that:
(a)

the benefits of the restriction to the community as a whole
outweigh the costs; and

(b) the objectives of the legislation can only be achieved by
restricting competition.

We do not often hear the government talk about the
provisos; we just hear that there must be competition.
Those who ran the briefing acknowledged that
different states have different interpretations of
national competition policy. The policy is not clearit is open to philosophically based interpretation. It was
also acknowledged that Victoria has a strong
philosophical commitment to letting people do exactly
what they want to, unless there are specific reasons for
preventing them from doing so. That is not a principle
of national competition policy; it is a philosophical
commitment.
The trouble with that kind of philosophy is that if you
choose not to look, you will not see any specific
problems. If you choose not to look at the overall
benefits of restricting competition in the community
and if you choose not to look at the overall picture of
the costs of competition, you will not find them - and
that is what the government does. It blinds itself to the
consequences: it does not look because it does not want
to see.
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Those at the briefing also acknowledged that most
successful private businesses do not let a whole lot of
contracts and then say, 'We have done our bit; we have
let the contracts'. Instead, they prefer their people to
develop in-house expertise over a long time and to
develop commitment, which builds up not only group
morale but the company's overall reputation. Although
the government says it models itself on the way
business functions. it does not follow that model very
closely.
I put it to members opposite that the government seems
to be about divesting itself of responsibility. It is not a
good-quality business, even on its own terms, because
it is no good at accepting responsibility for the
decisions it makes. Many of the procedures it has
adopted aim to, firstly, hide what is going on, and,
secondly, encourage people to avoid taking
responsibility. It is capable of doing that because it is
chronically unable or unwilling to look at real people
with real needs who interact in social situations.
I grieve for the people of this state, who must put up
with a government that refuses to accept them as whole
human beings. I will give an example of what I am
talking about. Inverloch, which is in my electorate, has
some public housing tenants. Many of them are elderly
and frail or disabled, but they are living more or less
independently. In its wisdom the housing ministry has
decided that their accommodation needs renovating.
That is all well and good, but the housing ministry is
not taking direct responsibility for its decision.
The ministry made the big announcement about
spending money and letting out the contract - hoorah,
hoorah - but it has not taken any more responsibility.
It has appointed an architect and a builder, but the
builder has had limitations put on him because the
ministry has also given specific contracts to carpet
people and others. The result of this mishmash has been
that a large number of people have been taking their cut
while the elderly residents have been waiting for their
homes to be renovated for a good two months.
The builder comes from Warragul. He must paint 20 of
the houses before the Melbourne carpet company will
come down and measure the rooms. Then that
Melbourne company will send for people from a Moe
company, a good 2'll hours away, to lay the carpets.
However, they will not be able to fmish the job because
the Dandenong door manufacturer cannot find all the
bits he needs for the doors. Many different layers of
people are fobbing otT their responsibilities to others.
The elderly residents, whose lives have been disturbed
for a long time now, feel that they count for nothing and
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that their wishes have not been listened to. They were
not consulted about the renovations, and they have not
been properly notified about what is going on. That
kind of government mismanagement should not
happen. If the government really cared about the
importance of community, people's needs as whole
human beings and accepting fmancial responsibility,
the most sensible, practical, humane and cost-efficient
way of carrying out the renovations would have been to
appoint a local builder and let him manage the job.
Apart from anything else, a local builder would want to
keep his good name in the community, and those
elderly people would not have been disturbed for as
long as they have. I grieve for those Inverloch residents.
I also grieve for the inability of the Department of
Education to focus on people's real needs. I have often
heard the Minister for Education talk about the
wonderful computer set-up we have in Victoria.
Victorian schools now have a lot of computers, due in
large part to the work local communities have done to
raise the money to buy them. However, of themselves
computers do not provide an education, and they do not
cause people to grow up to be civilised, socialised,
capable, warm and loving human beings.
Kids learn best how to become good citizens through
contact with other people. A large number of the most
vital contacts they have in schools are with their
teachers. They need sufficient numbers of committed,
dedicated, caring and capable teachers.
One of these teachers was a man named Gordon Keith
who died this week. I grieve because I have lost a
lifetime substitute parent and I grieve for his family.
When I think of Gordon Keith I think of that generation
of totally dedicated teachers who did not have to worry
about contracts, selling themselves and the department
breathing down their necks. They could concentrate on
their schools and the education offered to their kids and
to their communities.
Instead of a generation of teachers who taught us so
well we now have the government pushing the
marketplace in schools. In an article in the Age of
17 March the government is pushing the schools as a
marketplace. It talks about global product, labour
markets and other such rubbish. It states:
Over the past decade. contract employment has become a
way of life for many Australians. It has answered the
changing employment needs of individual employees ...
Employment contracts primarily arose from the needs of the
employee ...

What a load of rubbish! The Age knows and the
minister knows that this is rubbish. This is not a proper
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newspaper article. The Department of Education has
had to pay for this little piece of propaganda to be put
in the Age. It is misleading because it looks like a
newspaper article, but in fact it is another demonstrated
waste of our money, which could be used on our
children. This is a piece of government propaganda
that nobody believes.
Directly above this piece of rubbishy propaganda that
talks about how wonderful contracts are and tenure
there is another article written by a real principal, who
states:
... the lack of security and sense of confidence gained from a
tenured position ... was threatening to the principals -

of the United States schools he was referring to. He
continues:
Leadership does involve professional risk-taking and a
willingness to go out on a limb in order to find solutions to
the educational or management problems we all face .. .
Holding job security or tenure over principals' heads ... will
not improve leadership in our schools.

This real principal does not like contracts any more
than the teachers do. The government has shown an
appalling lack of focus on human needs. It is tragic, it
is wasteful of human life and it is a wasteful of money
even in the government's own terms of business focus,
efficiency and cost savings, because services like
education and human services are being put out in the
marketplace, which is not appropriate and does not
work.
We need a new focus on section 5.1 of the national
competition policy. I repeat: there are some areas of
government that when you restrict competition the
benefits to the community as a whole outweigh the
costs. More focus on that is needed and less on an
ideological position that is actually damaging both
individuals and our community.

Intergraph: ambulance contract
Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - I grieve about
new evidence of cover-up of the Intergraph fiasco in the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service. A secret internal
report warned the Kennett government about the
massive conflicts of interest involving the ambulance
contracts and Intergraph 12 months before this
information was made public. The report also warned
of cost overruns and breaches of the tender process in
the way the ambulance service engaged Griffiths
Consulting, which of course advised the ambulance
service on the Intergraph contract. The government has
covered up the report just as it is trying to cover up the
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grievance debate today by not allowing it to be
broadcast. The government sat on the report.
Mr MacleUan interjected.

Mr THWAITES - Are you going to allow it to be
broadcast? The government sat on the report and did
nothing to discipline the culprits. Instead it has done
everything it can to cover up the report and to stop it
being released under freedom of information. On 1
April 1997 the Minister for Health told Parliament that
he had asked for a police investigation into the alleged
breaches of the government guidelines and excess
payments made by the Metropolitan Ambulance
Service to certain consultants, in particular Griffiths
Consulting. He also said the government had retained a
Queen's Counsel to investigate whether the money
could be recovered in the courts. He said the
information about these breaches was contained in the
Auditor-General's report.
Mr MacleUan interjected.
Mr THWA1TES - The minister says the
opposition would support that. Of course it would
support that. It is fair enough, but now this secret report
reveals that the same information was available to the
minister 12 months earlier and he did nothing about it.
All he did was to cover up the information and take no
action at all.
On 30 May 1997 the opposition revealed leaked
documents that showed a major conflict of interest in
the awarding of the $170 million computer-aided
dispatch contract to Intergraph. At the time the
government pretended not to know about it and
immediately referred it to the police for investigation,
which was also referred to in an article in the Herald
Sun of 30 May 1997. Now we know this secret report
informed the government of this major conflict of
interest more than 12 months earlier, in April 1996,
and the government did nothing at all but continue to
cover up.
On 24 April 1997 on the Neil Mitchell show on 3AW

the Premier claimed the government was unaware of
the overpayments to Griffiths Consulting until the
Auditor-General reported in April 1997. Mr Kennett
said:
... we were not being told that Griffiths ... who had got a
contract for $45 000 was actually being paid $1.2 million.

The Premier also told Neil Mitchell:
The only time I found out about the depth of these problems
was when I saw the draft report of the Auditor-General, and
that's about two weeks ago when we called the police inquiry.
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The secret report reveals that the government was told
about this conflict of interest not last year when the
police inquiry was called but 12 months earlier, and the
government's response was simply to do nothing.
Eventually I obtained a copy of the report under FOI,
but to do so I had to appeal to the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal. I got the document shortly before
the hearing because the government will do anything it
can to avoid having its senior public officials examined
under oath.

The matter was so scandalous that when it was revealed
in the Herald Sun on 30 May 1997 even the
government immediately referred it to the police
inquiry. But the question is why did the minister not do
anything a year earlier when he was informed about it?
Why did he continue to cover it up for 12 months? Why
did he let the culprits go free? The government, which
is supposed to be so keen on law and order, is not so
keen when it involves its own failings and its own
people.

The report, which I have here, was prepared by the
accountants Haines Norton and is dated 26 April 1996,
which is 12 months before this information was made
public. When the government received the report it did
nothing to discipline the consultants or public officials,
who had breached every rule in the book, ripped off the
taxpayers and ambulance subscribers and made a
fortune for themselves. Grant Griffiths continued in his
plum job and 12 months after this report was given to
the government he was paid more than $2.6 million by
Intergraph in salary and stock.

In addition to raising those concerns about conflict of
interest the Haines Norton report also raised concerns
about cost overruns and a lack of accountability in the
way the ambulance service contracted with Grant
Griffiths. The report specifically reveals that Griffiths
Consulting was paid in excess of $1.4 million without a
proper tender process for most of the work and that
time lines and costs were exceeded throughout the
contract. The report is a shocking indictment of the
management and administration of the ambulance
service, including senior officers such as Mr Don
Cameron and the administrator at the time, Mr John
Perrins, a partner in an accounting fInn.

At the time the government made no attempt to come
clean. There was no honesty with the public. There was
no statement to Parliament by Mr Knowles, the
Minister for Health, about the ambulance scandal or
what he knew about it. The government only took
action a year later when it knew the information was
going to be made public through the report of the
Auditor-General. This government acts only when it is
caught out. Instead of doing the proper thing, coming
into Parliament and admitting the failings and improper
conduct in the service and doing something to fix those
problems, it did nothing.
This report implicates current ambulance management,
the current Minister for Health and possibly the Premier
in a cover-up of the Intergraph scandal. It raises the
question of whether the Minister for Health was more
interested in protecting his predecessor, Mrs Tehan,
now Minister for Conservation and Land Management,
than in fixing the ambulance scandal.
The report reveals that Grant Griffiths of Griffiths
Consulting, the firm that advised the ambulance service
on the Intergraph contract, was also on the payroll of
Intergraph. Intergraph had someone on the inside when
it was bidding for the government's $170 million
emergency dispatch system. Intergraph had an unfair
advantage that was not available to any of the other
potential bidders. Through his job at the ambulance
service Grant Griffiths was privy to confidential
information that he could use to help Intergraph win
this $170 million dispatch system contract.

The report states that despite the fact there were no
proper competitive processes for the $1.4 million paid
to Griffiths the contracts were signed offby the 'highest
MAS authority', which of course includes the
administrator, Mr Perrins.
When the Minister for Health learnt about this report he
should have taken immediate action against Mr Perrins
and sacked him as administrator of the ambulance
service. He should also have immediately taken action
against Mr Don Cameron, who continued for another
12 months in a senior management position at the
ambulance service. It was only when the matter was
publicly released through the Auditor-General's report
that Mr Cameron was shown the door. The Minister for
Health knew about Mr Cameron' s failings and this
improper conduct 12 months earlier, but the fact is that
all those culprits continued in their jobs, earning
incomes, for another 12 months. The information in this
report is exactly the same as the information contained
in the Auditor-General's report 12 months later that led
to the police inquiry.
When the government launched the police inquiry it
also launched the civil inquiry to determine whether
any compensation could be got back from these culprits
for the public. But why was that civil case not launched
12 months earlier? Why were these people allowed to
get away with ripping off the taxpayer and the
ambulance service with no action being taken? Clearly
it was because the government wanted to cover up the
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problems that revealed the mismanagement in the
ambulance service.
Everyone is aware of the famous missing memo dated
19 February that warned the fonner Minister for Health
about problems in the ambulance service. It is the
memo that was faxed to the minister's office but
somehow magically disappeared. The minister claims
she did not see it and was not even given a briefing
about it, but she has never given any explanation of
what happened to that missing memo.
Maybe the cat got it! Maybe it was destroyed. Perhaps
someone on her staff destroyed that memo because it
contained damaging information that the government
did not want publicly revealed before the last state
election. That of course would be a crime. The police
have been investigating whether a criminal act took
place in the minister's office and whether documents
were wrongfully destroyed.
We now find out that 12 months before all this became
public Mr Knowles, the current Minister for Health,
had available to him information about the scandal but
he did nothing about it. Presumably the minister will
use the Tehan defence, the cat defence- he did not see
it. If that is so, the minister is grossly negligent, because
on 1 May, just a few days after the Haines Norton
report was received, the minister met with Mr Olszak,
the head of the MAS, who says in his own document
that he briefed the minister broadly about the problems
in the ambulance service.
The honourable member for Malvern, the parliamentary
secretary to the Minister for Health, is also implicated.
He was at that meeting and he must answer as to what
he knew about the report. We know that on 1 May
Mr Olszak met with Mr Knowles, the Minister for
Health, Mr McCann, the Secretary to the Department of
Human Services, and the parliamentary secretary to the
Minister for Health, the honourable member for
Malvern. We also know that Mr Olszak's notes of that
meeting state that he briefed the minister broadly on all
issues relating to the ambulance service.
Mr Olszak must have told the minister about the Haines

Norton report. At that meeting Mr Olszak either
showed him the report or alternatively told him about it.
If the Minister for Health did not ask to see the report,
clearly he was grossly negligent. Despite all the
warnings in that report nothing happened until the
government knew the matter was going to blow up
publicly. The secret report was kept that way, on the
shelf, for a year. It was allowed to gather dust while the
culprits who caused so much damage were allowed to
continue on undisturbed in their jobs because the
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government's main priority was not fixing up the
problems in the ambulance service but was covering up
the political damage that would have been done had the
information been made public at the time.

Port Phillip Bay: coastal strategy
Ms McCALL (Frankston) - I am pleased to join
this grievance debate with perhaps a more optimistic
tone than those who preceded me. Although I will
begin by grieving for the history of coastal strategies for
Port Phillip Bay I will end my contribution by saying
how optimistically I view the future of the bay and the
coastal regions. Many honourable members will know
that it took 190 years for Victoria to decide it needed a
coastal management strategy. Later I will discuss in
some detail the strategy as it affects my electorate and
Port Phillip Bay.

I have a particular interest in the date when the first
settlers arrived on the Blairgowrie beach near
Sorrento - that is, 2 October 1803 - because it was
the same date when I arrived in Victoria as a migrant.
Therefore, I have always maintained a particular
interest in that date in my diary. In case any member is
wondering, it was the same date but not the same year!

Mr Spry- Was that intentional?
Ms McCALL - No. but it was a nice coincidence.
I refer to what the original pioneers and explorers found
when they first arrived by quoting from the Port PhiJIip
Bay Sketchbook:
Port Phillip Bay, known locally simply as 'the bay', is one of
the finest and most extensive harbours in the world. It is
virtually an inland sea in the heart of Victoria 35 miles long
from north to south, and 40 miles wide from east to west.
Although probably large enough to be recognised from
spacecraft orbiting the earth, it was one of the last important
coastal features outside the polar regions to be discovered and
exploited by Europeans.

When they sailed into the bay through Port Phillip
Heads many years ago the first settlers may well have
got a shock to discover the most magnificent beaches
and small stout trees that bordered the shores.
Although they had a safe channel it was filled with
cold water. I am reminded of the cold water of Port
Phillip Bay as described in another book written about
the history of Frankston. I refer to a poem from the
book Franhton: reson to city written about the
enjoyment of swimming in the bay:
Cold bathing has this good alone:
it makes old John to hug old Joan!
And does fresh kindness entail
on a wife tasteless, old and stale.
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That did not have any bearing on the fact that after the
early settlers had arrived and settled there towards the
end of the last century, Frankston became well known
for being prim and proper in the way it dealt with its
bathers on the beach. I may be referred to as
conservative and stuffy, but I am not as conservative or
stuffy as the original Frankston settlers. The book
states:
Frankston appears to have been a somewhat prudish place. In
1888 Frankston led the fight to ban Sunday trains to the area,
even though this would damage the tourist trade. Religious
groups were suspicious of Sunday trains ...

It banned Sunday picnics and mixed bathing was
frowned upon:
... the prudish Frankston Foreshore Committee called a
conference of local bayside authorities in March 1934 to
discuss controls on some bathing suits that were considered to
be far too revealing.

The history of Port Phillip Bay is as interesting as it is
varied. Honourable members may remember that one
of the first convicts to arrive in Victoria was William
Buckley, who managed to escape his captors and
travelled to the Geelong side of the peninsula.
Mr Spry- To Point Lonsdale.
Ms McCALL - Yes. He found himself a cave and
lived with the Aborigines on that side of the bay for
34 years.

Mr Doyle - Some of the locals still live in caves
there!
Ms McCALL - That's right! His life was the basis
of our wonderful expression Buckley's chance. One of
the most interesting things about Mount Eliza is that it
was named after the wife of Captain Hobson. When
one leaves Frankston to go by road to Mount Eliza, one
nonnally travels via Olivers Hill which affords
spectacular views of the bay and was named after a son
ofWilliam Davey.
Mr Spry -

You're not grieving but salivating!

Ms Mc CALL - I am salivating, but I am also
grieving that it has taken so long to discover the
wonderful things about Port Phillip Bay. Since white
settlement our beaches have been eroded. Minor
volcanic activity has caused concern about the western
shores of the bay and substantial differences in sea
levels have also been a problem for some residents.
In recent years many have expressed concern about the

decreasing number of pilchards in the bay because they
are the staple diet for our bottlenosed dolphins, those
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magnificent creatures in our bay - and Frankston is
known as the dolphin city - and for the little penguins
on Phillip Island.
Over the past few years, since the coalition government
came to office, many people have discovered that the
bay is Victoria's greatest asset. It is a beautiful place. It
grieves me that it took this coalition government,
enlightened as its members are, to discover that bay and
to develop it for future use.
I have lived around Port Phillip Bay - in the western
suburbs and in the Frankston area- for the past five
years. I recall that two incidents have directed
community attention to the bay. I cannot remember the
exact date, but the first incident was about 15 years ago
when the Prince of Wales visited Victoria and
commented that Port Phillip Bay and its beaches were
dirty and grotty. The second was the launch of Clean
Up Australia, the project started about 10 years ago to
encourage all Australians to take an interest in cleaning
up our streets, beaches and bays.
Since I have lived near Port Phillip Bay - at Altona
and now near Frankston - I have participated in every
Clean Up Australia Day. I am delighted to reportalthough it grieves me to have had to report about the
rubbish in the first place - that in the past few years I
have collected less and less rubbish off the beaches of
Port Phillip Bay. No doubt that has been one of the
most positive impacts of Clean Up Australia Day. It is a
shame we needed a national effort before we
recognised the presence of rubbish on our beaches.
Early this year I took part in the 1998 Clean Up
Australia Day. For the first time, no syringes were
found on our beaches - that is a credit not only to my
colleague the honourable member for Malvern because
of his efforts to have a needle exchange program
launched in Frankston but also to the locals who are
beginning to understand how proud they should be of
the beaches around our bays.
Port Phillip Bay and its beaches have not only been a
habitat for dolphins, penguins and natural flora and
fauna but also have become holiday destinations for
many Victorians and interstate and international
visitors. Previously we did not recognise the need to
provide proper facilities for those visitors to our
beaches and bays but such facilities are essential for
conservation and environmental reasons. I am delighted
that the government has taken the step to restrict scallop
fishing in Port Phillip Bay and is now considering the
question of general angling licences to ensure the bay is
properly protected and food levels are kept at a
sustainable level.

GRIEVANCES
Wednesday, 18 March 1998

443

ASSEMBLY

I also commend those on the Geelong side of the bay
for the imaginative and magnificent development of
Steampacket Place. The government gave $15.3 million
to the development of Steampacket Place in Geelong
because the Labor Party had been unable to get that
project ofT the ground. It grieves me that it took so long
to get it started because the Labor Party had ignored
that project. I anticipate that a project perhaps not quite
so grand but still attractive will be developed in the
Frankston area.
At the moment the Dolphin Research Institute, headed
by JeffWeir, is particularly interested in the protection
and development of dolphins in the bay. The Minister
for Conservation and Land Management and I have
been out on the bay in a dolphin explorer research boat
to count the dolphins. Frankston has been suggested as
an excellent place to locate an educational dolphin
research institute.
I also commend the government for taking positive
steps about the jet ski problem on the bay. It grieves me
that through the 1980s and into the 19905, before the
introduction of the present regulations, we witnessed
the development of what I would describe as a
hot-rod-on-water scene which disturbed people who
live close to the water and created danger for those
swimming in our bays.

It grieves me to know that a tragic accident had to occur
in Werribee before anybody took any action. I am
pleased that the use of jet skis is now being regulated. I
look forward with some eagerness to the day when
people ride jet skis with foresight and care for those
who are swimming in the waters around them.

The future of the bay looks bright. My grief may lessen
with time as positive measures are introduced. As we
move towards the millennium celebrations, I am
encouraging constituents who are aware of the history
of the bay to write their stories so that we can all have
an understanding of our past to guide our future. I
commend in particular a book by Frank Purcell about
the training ship John Murray, which in the early years
of this century was used to train boys from difficult
backgrounds in discipline and good behaviour.
Although that was perhaps not as successful as it might
have been, given the current climate I see a real need
for programs such as that. Who knows, there may be a
chance to restart the John Murray program in later
years.
The government is also encouraging the construction of
a bay trail or bicycle track right around the coast, which
is an excellent move. It has recently reached agreement
with the Frankston City Council on the route of the

bicycle trail. I am delighted to support the move, but it
grieves me that it has taken so long to reach a
conclusion.
The government has encouraged the various yacht
clubs around the bay and recognises the need to
develop harbours for small boats. It grieves me that
currently there is no safe boat harbour on the eastern
side of Port Phillip Bay. Frankston is looking forward
to being given the opportunity to develop such a
harbour.
Victoria has many active yacht clubs. Frankston Yacht
Club did a wonderful job hosting the world fireball
championships at Christmas. I did not know anything
about fireball championships: however, I took an active
interest in firing the starting pistol for the fmal race. I
was disappointed that the British team beat us, but at
least it was a good start.
An honourable member interjected.

Ms McCALL - It might be a good idea to change
the rules next time! Frankston is currently hosting the
world junior Hobies championships and will be one of
the destinations for the world yacht championships in
1999.
There is no question that the future of Port Phillip Bay
looks bright as a result of the positive moves made by
the coalition government, of which I am proud to be
part. I grieve deeply that it has taken us 190 years to
recognise that Port Phillip Bay is the state's greatest
asset. People who live around the bay appreciate that
asset, and they have sought positive support from the
government and the community to ensure that the
bay's future is as bright as it can be.
I began by grieving, but I end by saying the future is
fantastic. I congratulate the government on its coastal
strategy, and I know the people of Frankston and all
those living on the eastern side of Port Phillip Bay are
looking forward to a bright and profitable future.

Port Phillip Prison: management
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean)-- The matter I
grieve about is the riot at Port Phillip Prison last
Wednesday. It was a riot, even though the minister says
a disturbance is not a riot unless somebody dies. That is
a novel and sad defmition, given that it comes from the
man who is supposed to be responsible for our prison
system.
The riot came as no surprise to most members of the
community_ The government had been warned time
and time again about the likelihood of a riot. There had
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been a constant build up of disquiet at the prison over a
long time. The government was warned about the high
turnover of prison staff. The latest figure I have shows
that something like 62 correctional staff have left the
prison in the short time since its opening in August.
Since Christmas there have been 15 assaults on staff,
and I will say more later about how the prison deals
with those sorts of incidents.
Drug taking is rife: the prison is absolutely swimming
in drugs. Although there has been a succession of fires,
the fire brigade is not called in because that costs the
prison money, and that is despite the fact that on a
number of occasions whole cells have been burnt out. I
also understand there is an acute shortage of fire
extinguishers.
I have already referred to the staff shortages. I seek
leave to table a document I will quote from, which is a
memo from the management of Port Phillip Prison.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr PertoD) - Order!
As I understand it, the honourable member wants to
make the paper available.
Mr HAERMEYER - I would like to have it
incorporated in Hansard.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr PertoD) - Order!
Certain rules apply. An honourable member cannot
seek leave to incorporate a document during the course
of debate without submitting the document to the Chair
beforehand. If the honourable member wants to make
the document available, he may table it. However, he
has not complied with the procedures for incorporation,
so he will have to read it into Hansard.
Mr Stockdale - I have not seen the document, but
looking at it across the table I suspect that Hansard
would advise that it is not suitable for incorporation. It
seems to be a very cluttered table. I think it ought to be
submitted to Hansard.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr PertoD) - Order!
The honourable member can make the paper available,
but it cannot be incorporated. He will have to read it
into Hansard.
Mr HAERMEYER - I am happy to make the
paper available. It is a memo on staffing levels at the
Port Phillip Prison. Firstly, it shows that on the night
shift 8 staff look after 600 prisoners, which is an
appallingly low ratio of staff to prisoners. The memo
also shows that two firearm-certified staff are required
to be present at night. I am told that on many nights no
firearrn-certified staff are present. The memo also goes
on to state:

Wednesday, 18 March 1998

Staff should not be called in whenever there is a shortfall or
sickness, other options should be considered. such as
extending a shift or making do without.

I know that on one occasion the bloke operating the
control room worked a shift of20!;2 hours. He is
supposed to be the linchpin, the anchor, of the whole
operation, but is expected to work a 20Vl-hour shift.
The memo further states:
Staff should be shared across the areas of the prison to make
up shortfalls, except in some specialised areas as mentioned
above.

The prison is cutting corners on staff and security
simply to enable it to report a profit to its managers in
that well-known tax haven, the Dutch Antilles.
The opposition has also been told that the prison has
poor staff training programs. I understand that only 38
of the 170-odd staff have any previous prison
experience and that most of those have only limited
experience. One would think that under those
circumstances the prison management would ensure
they were given extensive training, but they have not
been.

The minister was warned about all this in the house on
13 November last year. He was warned repeatedly by
the opposition and by various community-based groups
who had concerns about the management of the prison.
Nothing was done. On the very weekend before the riot
we warned that such an event was not only possible but
probable. But the minister said, 'No chance', and the
Correctional Services Commissioner said, in effect, 'I
know when there is to be a riot, and I can tell you that
this is the most peaceful prison I have ever been in'.
The riot broke out the following Wednesday, and the
subsequent siege lasted 71h hours. The SESG, which is
the former riot squad, had to come from Barwon Prison
because Port Phillip does not have a riot squad of its
own. Given the classifications of the prisoners within
its walls, one would think it should have. The squad
wanted to drop tear gas into the unit, which could have
settled the situation in under an hour. However, it was
told by the management it was not allowed to drop any
tear gas and that dogs would not be brought in because
it wished to negotiate.
Earlier in the week the minister said the prisoners were
not there for a holiday. With this management it seems
that some prisoners are there for a holiday! I also
understand the SESG has lodged a complaint about
being hampered in its activities by the prison
management.
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On the night of the riot in the Scarborough unit the
prisoners, nearly to a man, were high on Rohypnol. It
was part of a consignment of 200 Rohypnol tablets
brought into the prison by a prison officer. The prison
management knows about that prison officer. It knows
four prison staff have been bringing drugs into the
prison. It knows who has been bringing drugs in and
how they are being brought in. It knows what is being
brought in. Yet nothing is being done about it! The
32 prisoners shipped off to Barwon Prison the
following morning turned up as high as kites. They
were all high on Rohypnol brought in by prison staff, a
practice that the prison management is aware of and
will do nothing about. The prison is swimming in drugs
that are brought in by staff and visitors. The visitors
area, which holds as many as 200 people at anyone
time, has only two or three people keeping check.
The prison management is right, in one respect:
prisoners do want to go there. They beg to go there! It is
like a little boy with a chocolate fetish locked into
Oarrell Lea's for a long weekend; that is what this
prison is like for prisoners. You have more chance of
getting drugs in this prison than you have in the back
streets ofFootscray!
No urinalysis reports have been lodged by the prison
since January. As I said, the day following the riot
32 prisoners were taken to Barwon Prison. One
prisoner overdosed in the escort van on the way and an
ambulance had to be called. The Barwon Prison staff
found all the prisoners high on drugs on the Thursday
after the riot. The prisoners involved in the riot who
remained at Port Phillip were put in solitary and given
ice-crearns, soft drinks and radios to keep them happy.
On Friday they were given nice new television sets to
replace the television sets they had smashed on the
Wednesday. That is fairly typical of the way the prison
is run. Serious staff assaults have taken place at the
prison. In response, the management locks down the
prisoners and gives them cigarettes, phone credits and
soft drinks to keep them quiet. It is a very strange
extension of Pavlovian theory. The message from the
prison management to the prisoners is 'Bash a screw
and get paid'! It continually undermines the authority of
the staff within the prison. The prisoners are running
the prison, not the prison staff.
A questionnaire was sent to prisoners - a customer
satisfaction survey! I will read a couple of the questions
that were read over the phone to me by a prison officer
this morning:
Do you believe that the corrections officers here at Port

Phillip Prison have an impact on the mood set at the units?

The mood set!
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If yes, do any of your unit officers have an impact on how
your unit will run while he or she is on duty? YesINo.

This is the clanger:
Do any of these officers boost morale? YesINo.
Do any lower morale? YesINo.
List who you feel boosts morale.

Write their names down!
List who you feel would lower morale.

Write their names down! The prisoners are being asked
who they want as prison officers, who they want in
charge of the unit. and to list ways they think the staff
could help improve morale around the prison. I am all
in favour of having a reasonable climate at prisons and
making prisons manageable, but that is not achieved by
letting the prisoners in effect run the prison!
I was also told this morning by prison staff that the risk
of further incidents at the prison is extremely high, that
the Swallow and Gorgon units are on a slow simmer,
that tension between the prisoners and staff is extremely
high and that the management is refusing to do
anything to address the understaffing at the prison. I
was told that on Monday the second in charge at the
prison, Mr Tim Clifton, threatened to sack 15 staff.
When he had some of the operating principles of
Victorian Corrections read to him, he said 'I don't give
a s... about f...ing Victorian rules. We are a private
company and we don't give a stuff'. That is the attitude
of the management of that prison to the way prisons
should be run in this state. It is a very unhealthy
attitude.
That is why I called for the government to step in and
take over the management of the prison. The
management of the Port Phillip Prison is grossly
incompetent. When that company was first appointed to
run the prison the opposition drew attention to that fact.
It pointed to its appalling record of prison management
in the United Kingdom where the Wolds went down
exactly the same path of understaffmg, undermining of
the authority of the prison officers and subsequent riots.
Who was running the Wolds at that time? It was
Mr Stephen Twinn, who is now heading up Group 4's
operation in Australia. That company has a sorry record
of incompetence in running prisons.
The government should exercise not only the right it
has under the terms of its contract with Group 4 but
also the responsibility it has to the community, to the
prison staff and the people who reside within that
prison to immediately take over its management. If the
prison is allowed to continue to be run the way it has
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been there will be more riots and more deaths. This
prison has been open only since last August. In that
period it has had five deaths in custody. Another bloke
is lying in a coma in hospital, having attempted suicide
10 days ago. By comparison, in the four-year period
from 1990 to 1994 there were seven deaths in custody
in the entire state prison system. This prison has had
five, possibly six, in the less than a year it has been
open.
Prior to its opening a senior judge warned about the
hanging points in the prison. It was warned by various
community groups and by the opposition. The prison
has horizontal bars on the insides of the cells. The
remand cells hold probably the most suicide-prone
prisoners in the system. The minister might say
prisoners are not there for a holiday. Although they are
certainly offenders we are not in the business of capital
punishment by default. That is what is taking place in
this prison.

Mr 8rumby - Another privatised bungle, that's
what it is.

Mr HAERMEYER - I t is exactly a privatised
bungle. These people said, 'We know how to run these
prisons'. The first thing they did was to build design
faults into the prison that ignore every single lesson
learnt through the Royal Commission into Deaths in
Custody and the numerous inquiries that have taken
place in this state. If the public sector had built,
designed and run that prison, those things would not
have occurred. CORE learnt many lessons over many
years, but obviously those lessons were not heeded by
Group 4. It is a breathtakingly incompetent group of
people.
Mr Brumby - When is he going to resign?

Mr HAERMEYER - When will the minister
resign? Nothing seems to be an issue with this minister.
He seems to think that break-ins at the drug squad
headquarters are a minor issue and that riots at the
prison are just a pleasant Sunday afternoon. And these
are the people who run around at election time and say,
'We are tough on crime'!
Mr Brumby- They're not tough on Bill!
Mr HAERMEYER - They are certainly not tough
on Bill. We need a minister who is on top of his
portfolio.

Schools: Christian pageants
Mr DOYLE (Malvern) - I raise a matter which
originated in my electorate and received considerable
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publicity in late February and early March. I do not
want to minimise where it finished up, but it all began
as a fairly local and trivial issue; quickly became
ridiculous and, following that, intolerable. The matter
concerns the staging of an Easter pageant by the
students of the Malvern Primary School in Tooronga
Road. Together with St John's Anglican Church the
school has staged Easter and Christmas pageants for as
long as anyone can remember. The present principal,
Kevin Ryan, has been at the school for 16 years but can
remember 20 years of unbroken tradition of Easter and
Christmas pageants enacted each year. When the school
turned 50 in 1935 the same Christmas and Easter
pageants were presented. The pageants are simple,
low-key affairs; they consist of a simple, dramatic
re~actment of the gospels for Christmas and Easter;
singing of carols and Easter songs; a prayer and usually
a short sermon - a simple and commonplace
celebration in the school's history.
The pageants have been enjoyed by parents, staff and
students for many years. One has to ask why this issue
has caused so much time and effort to be expended and
why it has created so much trouble and drama; it has
been dragged out into the public and has included not
only the principal, Kevin Ryan - who I am sure is
heartily sick of the whole thing - but also the parents
and students of the school, the school council, the
regional officers and central office ofthe Department
of Education, me as the local member of Parliament,
the Minister for Education, the Premier, and eventually
the entire cabinet! Something that started out as fairly
small issue grew very quickly. It makes you wonder
why there was all this fuss, including the threat of legal
action by Liberty Victoria.
I will come back to the role of Liberty Victoria, and in
particular the role of the executive director, Joseph
O'Reilly. The fuss was about the agenda of a tiny
minority - in this case two parents who wished to use
the Education Act to push their own selfish barrow.
They wanted to use a provision that says only
30 minutes in a school week can be devoted to
religious instruction. Because the children and the staff
were preparing for the pageants during music and art
lessons the two parents in question say the school was
therefore in breach of the Education Act, and in
particular the provision which declares that education
must be secular.
True, the act says that, but from this section in the act
these parents were trying to derive a power to hold the
whole school to ransom, and they very nearly
succeeded. I agree, education should be secular; it is a
central issue and an important part of the Education
Act. But surely that statement is there to prevent the
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majority of people from forcing their will on a
minority and demanding that they take part in
activities, celebrations or observances which may well
be anathema to them in religious or cultural tenns what has been called in other pol itical forums the
tyranny of the majority. I agree with the proposal that
there should not be such tyranny to force people to
behave in ways inappropriate to them. That is certainly
anathema, but that is not what this argument was
about.
The pageants could not be construed in any way as
discriminatory; whether you talk about direct or indirect
discrimination no-one would have been treated less
favourably than any other in the school. The pageant
was open to all to take part. If parents and children
chose not to take part - and in some years a small
minority decided not to - they were accommodated.
Surely we had some common sense with this approach.
The spirit of the act does not dictate that a tiny
percentage of class time spent at Christmas and Easter
preparing for pageants is in deliberate breach of the act
and must be prohibited.
The thing I most object to is that this is a case of two or
three people insisting on their rights, and in insisting on
their rights seeking to override the rights and wishes of
600 others, which is surely not the spirit of the act. I
emphasise that the Easter and Christmas pageants are
hardly indoctrination; they are very low key and are
much enjoyed by the school community. The pageants
are not high-toned religious observances. If the
pageants are cancelled the outcome will not be neutral;
for the vast majority of parents and students it will
mean the loss of a much enjoyed and longstanding
tradition. These two selfish parents sought to impose a
reverse onus: two or three killjoys clamoured for their
rights to be respected and demanded that the rights of
the rest of the community be set aside in their favour.
That seems to me to be a path of real danger. It was
interesting that while calling for respect for their views
they were not prepared to extend respect to the views of
the vast majority of the school community: those 600
people could not do what they pleased because these
two or three people must have their rights upheld and
respected! It is an interesting use of the concept of
respect. Earlier I referred to something that is
anathema - the tyranny of the majority; how much
worse is the tyranny of the minority! It is the natural
end point of political correctness and
bloody-mindedness.
That is what will happen when these two things come
together; when they meet commonsense will go out the
window, which is what happened here. These parents

447

confront us with their colossal arrogance and complete
closed-mindedness; they were going to find a part of
the law which enabled them to insist on their civil rights
even though it meant they would ignore the cultural
rights of the rest of the community. That was of no
concern to them. Yet we still could have solved the
problem, dealt with it locally and moved on sensibly
except for the intervention of Liberty Victoria and its
executive director, Joseph O'Reilly. I know
Mr O'Reilly from other forums where we had worked
together. I understand he is seeking to become a
candidate for election to this place.
Mr Hulls - He will win Prahran!
Mr DOYLE - I am delighted the honourable
member for Niddrie tells me Mr O'Reilly will win the
seat ofPrahran because I certainly intend to make sure
the constituents ofPrahran understand Mr O'Reilly's
role in this matter. I am delighted to spell it out today
because I wonder whether the residents of Prahran will
be so delighted about Mr O'Reilly's defence of the
ratbag and lunatic fringe against the commonsense of
the rest of the school community. Liberty Victoria
decided to take up this cause but not to defend the civil
and cultural rights of 99 per cent of the school
community. Liberty Victoria decided to defend the
1 per cent ratbag fringe.
At the time Liberty Victoria probably did not know it
could not be a party to legal action but its
representatives have since suggested they would be
encouraging certain parents to take legal action.
Mr O'Reilly was attempting to give some intellectual
credence to selfish interests masquerading as high
principle. I assure you threatening legal action was not
the answer; it demonstrated that the agenda of Liberty
Victoria was altogether quite different from normal
understanding of the community's civil rights. Joseph
O'Reilly was quoted in the Age recently as saying, 'We
are concerned with the exercise and distribution of
power - how democracy accommodates difference' .
Mr O'Reilly and Liberty Victoria are on the wrong

horse here. If they are concerned about the distribution
of power I argue perhaps they should consider why
you would distribute power to an absolutely tiny
minority of a school community to the detriment of the
vast majority of the school.
Mr Batchelor - They really got under your skin,
didn't they? They got you on the run!
Mr DOYLE - I agree with that statement, yes. I
did not know that I was on the run but these people got
under my skin rather quickly, that is true. It seems
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Mr O'Reilly was pretty keen to protect the rights of the
one, never minding about obviating the rights of the
many. In a self-serving defence in the Age of
25 February, Mr O'Reilly said:
Government and community support for religious schools is
now beyond dispute. Parents who think religion should be
incorporated into the rest of the curriculum have a right to
send their children to such schools.
But they do not have the right to interfere with what is taught
in schools meant to serve the entire community.

Remember, he is talking about a tiny minority serving
the entire community. He goes on:
To dress up the Malvern pageant as primarily cultural and
thereby religiously neutral is dishonest. A curriculum that
develops moral and ethical frameworks and an appreciation
of religious and spiritual diversity is vital. But in a
multicultural society-

get this bit using religion in this selective way will narrow students'
minds and undermine their regard for diversity.

It is okay to let them sing Jingle Bells, but they cannot
sing Away in a Manger. It is okay to let them sing
Rudolf the Red-nosed Reindeer. but they cannot sing
anything that may have any religious significance. If
that is broadening students' minds, I am sorry, I do not
agree. However, I get the point Mr O'Reilly's
organisation is making. He goes on to say:
The Education Minister. Mr Phil Gude, has intervened in the
East Malvern case to allow the church services to proceed.
This is a precedent for individual and potentially prejudicial
decision making ...

He is prepared to go with the 1 per cent, not the 99 per
cent, yet he is worried about prejudicial decision
making. He bleats about the right to interfere, but he
wants to defend one person in a community of 600.

Mr Batchelor - You said that before.
Mr DOYLE - And I will say it again and again.
for all the time up to the election. He may just have
outsmarted himself this time and leapt before he
looked. IfMr O'Reilly wants to align himself and his
organisation with the ratbags - the fringe element and against common sense, so be it. We will be happy
to keep reminding him of it!
I thank the minister for using his discretionary power
in this instance. 1 hope that at its next meeting the
school council will decide to stage the pageant and
restore tradition to the school. It is important not to let
a rat bag fringe have any sort of victory. If Mr O'Reilly
and his organisation want to align themselves with the
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1 per cent, so be it. But we now understand where they
stand - that is, squarely against commonsense.
I understand the matter is now before the school council
and that a decision is imminent. The minister has given
the council the power to decide using his discretionary
powers, and I am delighted by that good outcome.
However, we need to remember this sorry incident,
which involved a disgruntled ratbag fringe blowing up
a local issue into something of wider significance.
Unless we want to become a tippy-toe society always
concerned about accommodating the wishes of the
minority - even if it is only one person - at the
expense of the vast majority, we must be prepared to
say to people like Joseph O'Reilly and the parents who
objected. 'I am sorry, but this is just not commonsense.
This does nothing to benefit the school. the students,
the parents or the community at large'. If as they claim
those objectionable people want their views respected,
they must remember that respect and balance go hand
in hand. The members of the ratbag fringe showed
absolutely no respect for the rights of others in their
community, and they showed no sense of balance by
putting forward an unreasonable argument. They just
wanted their rights upheld at whatever cost.
1 hope this has taught us to apply cornmonsense and not
to listen to a tiny minority that wants to act to the
detriment of the vast majority. This is a victory for
commonsense, a victory against the nosy busybodies of
the civil liberty push led by Joseph O'Reilly. 1 hope to
attend the Easter pageant, the Christmas pageant and
many more to come, which I am sure the students and
their parents will enjoy.
I certainly hope that next time Mr O'Reilly looks before
he leaps into a public debate, particularly if he wishes to
be elected to this place. I wonder how he could purport
to represent an entire electorate if he is prepared - -

Mr W. D. McGratb interjected.
Mr DOYLE - He has no hope of getting in, but he
has driven the first of many nails into his own coffin
with this stand. I certainly hope we will not see him in
this place after the next election.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ricbardson)Order! The honourable member's time has expired.

Museum Victoria director: credit card
Mr HULLS (Niddrie)- Today I grieve about the
Premier's failure to uphold standards in his handling of
the credit card issue, which has fast become a public
scandal in Victoria. I have continually asked legitimate
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questions about the use of taxpayer-funded credit cards
by the Premier, his ministers and their staff. Victorians
are entitled to be assured that money from the public
purse is being spent appropriately and that ministers
and senior public servants are not treating taxpayers'
funds as their own private piggybanks.
Unfortunately, I have bad news for Victorians and for
the Premier. The bad news for Victorians is that the
public purse has been continually raided by ministers,
senior staff and senior bureaucrats for their own private
purposes. That rort has been perpetrated on the public
purse because of the Premier's lack of standards.
The Premier is supposed to be the standard bearer of
honest and accountable government in Victoria, just as
Joh Bjelke-Petersen was supposed to set the standard in
Queensland in the 1970s and 1980s. However, once
standards are conupted, open slather becomes the
norm. That is what happened in Queensland, where
senior public servants took their Premier's lead and
decided not only to put their snouts in the
taxpayer-funded trough but also to immerse their entire
bodies in it!
Mr Spry - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, item no. 2 under general business is a notice of
motion by the honourable member for Niddrie covering
the same territory that he is covering now. Is it
appropriate for him to raise the same issue during the
grievance debate?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! There is no point of order. The notice on the
notice paper is simply that - a notice. It is the property
of the member, and there is no guarantee that the issue
will be debated. Therefore, the rule of anticipation does
not apply, because there is no certainty that the
honourable member will choose to proceed with the
motion.

Mr HULLS - The bad news for the Premier is
that, despite his attempts to deal with the credit card
scandal in a flippant and arrogant way, just like Joh
Bjelke-Petersen, the issue will not go away. The
opposition intends to scrutinise each and every
taxpayer-funded credit card transaction to let Victorians
know the extent of the rorting that has been going on in
their state.
Just so members do not forget, I point out that the same
issue was so important in Queensland that ministers
went to gaol for using taxpayer-funded credit cards for
their own private purposes. Leisha Harvey was gaoled
for 12 months for using her taxpayer-funded credit
card for her own purposes to the tune of $7800; and
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Don Lane was gaoled for 12 months and Brian Austin
for 15 months for doing exactly the same thing.
This goes to the important issues of propriety and
integrity. The guidelines make it crystal clear that you
cannot use a taxpayer-funded credit card for private
purposes - under any circumstances. Even if you pay
the money back, you still have breached the guidelines.
Sales tax exemptions apply to most purchases, so even
paying the money back does not excuse you and you
can still be liable to prosecution under the Crimes Act.
That is how serious it is.
I refer to the federal Audit Act to show how seriously
the federal government takes the matter. Section 64A of
the act states:
(1) A person who uses a commonwealth credit card with the
intention of obtaining cash, goods or services otherwise than
for the commonwealth is guilty of an offence punishable, on
conviction, by a fine not exceeding $20 ()()() or by
imprisonment for a period not exceeding five years, or both.

It is a very serious matter. The aspect I will focus on
today relates to the director of the Museum of Victoria,
Mr Graham Morris. Ordinary Victorians may be
surprised to learn that the director of the Museum of
Victoria has access to a taxpayer-funded credit card. I
am sure they would be alarmed and downright angry to
learn that in just over 12 months Mr Morris racked up
almost $43 000 on his taxpayer-funded card. That is
more than most Victorians earn in a year. This bloke
racked up this amount in just over 12 months. An
analysis of how Mr Morris has dipped into the public
purse shows that not only did he breach the guidelines
issued by the Minister for Finance in 1994 but he has
wined and dined around the state and around the world
to such an extent that it makes Sir Lunchalot look as
though he suffers from advanced anorexia.
On 1 June 1994 Mr Morris signed guidelines that made

it clear that he was able to use the card only to a limit of
$1000 in anyone transaction and $5000 in a calendar
month. By signing the document he said he would not
use the credit card for cash withdrawals, electronic
point-of-sale transactions, the purchase of fuel- he
crossed out payment for hospitality and
entertainment - and payment of non-work-related
personal expenses. He also signed off on the fact that if
he misuses the card he understands proceedings may be
instituted against him under the Public Service Act, the
Audit Act, the Crimes Act or all of those acts. He
acknowledged that those guidelines exist and signed off
on them.
Documents supplied by Museum Victoria clearly show
that the taxpayer-funded credit card has been used by
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Mr Graham Morris for private purposes and indeed that
the amount said to have been used for private purposes
has been underestimated. Museum Victoria supplied a
list of repayments made by Mr Morris on his
taxpayer-funded credit card. It shows that when he was
in New York in September 1997 he racked up $1298.33
on his credit card. However, when you look at the
figures you find it was actually more than that and he
has repaid $1409.78. He has admitted that he has used
the credit card for personal use because he has repaid
the amount he spent in Maceys.
We received a tip-off that he was using his credit card
for personal use, was wining and dining in restaurants
and was building up a huge alcohol cupboard. On
20 January we put in an FOI request to see what it
would reveal. As honourable members know, around
January enonnous publicity was generated about the
use of taxpayer-funded credit cards. It so happens that
on 2 February Mr Morris made a repayment for the
personal use of his credit card. What a coincidence! He
racked up this expenditure in September 1997 but it
was only when he was caught with his fingers in the till
when we made the FOI request that he decided,
'Goodness, I have been caught stealing from the
Victorian taxpayer!'. That is what this is about. The fact
that he paid this amount back only after the FOI request
went in, some five or six months later, clearly shows
that he had an intention to pennanently deprive
Victorians of this money.
This individual is not fit to be the director of Museum
Victoria. He has clearly breached the guidelines, not
just by using the taxpayer-funded credit card for his
personal use but also by breaching the guideline
stipulating that he would not use the credit card for
transactions of more than $1000 or incur a monthly
expenditure of more than $5000. The fact is that on six
occasions he breached the guideline limiting
transactions to less than $1000 and on two occasions he
spent more than the monthly limit of $5000. What has
he spent this money on?
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Mr Morris also held a farewell dinner for the former
Minister for the Arts, Haddon Storey, at Marchetti's
Latin restaurant. That transaction was processed on
17 July 1996. If the director thought the former
minister was such a great bloke, he should have taken
him out to dinner or perhaps had him around to his
own place for dinner and met the cost himself. Instead
he held the dinner at the Latin, which cost $1100 if you
don't mind! That is not a bad dinner, and the cost was
met by the taxpayers of Victoria. It is an abuse of the
guidelines.

Mr Batchelor - His last supper!
Mr HULLS - Let us hope that this is his last
supper. Let us look further at what he has spent
taxpayers' funds on. This bloke has regularly purchased
copious amounts of alcohol. He said these alcohol
purchases were for in-house entertainment. In that case
since I January 1997 he has spent $5483 on grog for
official entertainment. However, there are a number of
coincidences. On New Year's Eve he purchased more
than $1464 worth of alcohol at the Cobaw Ridge
Winery at Kyneton. If you look at the sort of wine he
purchased you realise that he is not the in-house caterer,
he is the director and he is purchasing the wine. He
does not purchase wine by the dozen so that he can
have a stock at Museum Victoria. He purchased two
bottles of this, four bottles of that, one bottle of another
sort, and so on. The fact is this is his own wine stock.
That is what this is all about. This bloke is using the
taxpayer-funded credit card to stock up his wine cellar,
which is a gross abuse of the guidelines.
He used his taxpayer-funded credit card to pay for a
couple of meals during which he says he was meeting
with another director of Museum Victoria at a
particular restaurant to discuss museum business but they happen to have offices in the same building!
They decided to have a pi ss-up at the taxpayers'
expense by putting it on the taxpayer-funded credit
card.

Mrs Maddigan - Was it on exhibits for the
museum?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I ask the honourable member to restrain himself.

Mr HULLS - Not too many exhibits were
purchased for the museum. However, there has been
huge spending on drinking and eating. One document
showed a taxpayer-funded credit card purchase by
Dr Ian Galloway, approved by Graham Morris, for an
end-of-year party for museum staff, which should not
have been met by the taxpayer. This Christmas
break-up was held at Jinuny Watsons and cost $627.50.
I am sure all businesses in this state would like to have
their Christmas parties paid for by the taxpayer.

Mr HULLS - It is a gross abuse of
taxpayer-funded credit cards. The responsible minister
is none other than the Premier. It is not as though
Mr Morris is grossly underpaid. He earns more than
$100 000 a year, but he is still able to spend $42 000 of
taxpayers' funds in one year on wining and dining
around Victoria and building up his wine cellar.
By repaying the money he spent at Maceys he has
admitted that he has used the credit card
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inappropriately. He has also admiued to a theft from
the people of Victoria because he repaid that money
only after the FOI request went in. The Premier is
responsible for Mr Morris, and if he has any standards
at all he must get rid of him from Museum Victoria.

Schools: BeUarine and Geelong
Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - I grieve today over a
matter that is of concern to honourable members of this
house and to the people of Victoria: the increasingly
regular habit engaged in by honourable members
opposite in spreading what I regard as nothing more
than innuendo.
I grieve in particular on behal f of the parents of school
students in my electorate. I take exception to the
misinformation - that is the best possible slant you
could put on the way this member conducts himself being spread by the honourable member for Footscray,
the shadow minister for education, at least for the time
being. On three separate occasions during question
time over the past two weeks he has put forward
misinformation. On the fIrst occasion he claimed that
suicide prevention money is being siphoned off into
other areas of the education sector. Yesterday he raised
two issues, the fIrst was technology funding and the
second was class sizes.
When the honourable member raised the issue of class
sizes he referred to schools in the electorates of
Bellarine and Geelong. I will detail that for a moment.
His question to the minister was:
I refer the Minister for Education to the fact that of the
21 primary schools in the seats of Bellarine and Geelong
more than half have classes of more than 30.

I suggest that the honourable member for Footscray
should check his facts before he makes those sorts of
accusations about primary schools in my electorate and
the electorate of my neighbour, the honourable
member for Geelong. Ifhe checked his facts he would
fInd that there are 13 primary schools in Bellarine and
12 in Geelong. On my calculation that comes to a total
of 25 primary schools in the two electorates, not 21 as
he claimed. It is pretty basic sort of stuff, and he should
get his facts straight right from the start.
The honourable member for Footscray went on to say
that more than halfofthe schools have classes of more
than 30. Again he is wrong. In Bellarine 5 out of 13
schools have one or more classes of 30 or more; in
Geelong 7 out of 12 schools have a class or classes 'of
30 or more. That is a total of 12 out of25. Again on my
calculation that is less than half, certainly not more than
half as he claimed. He has got to get his facts straight if
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he is going to come in here and perpetuate those sorts
of myths.
What is the real story of class sizes in the two
electorates? This is a subject that occupies people in my
electorate and throughout Victoria, so I shall go into it
in a bit of detail. There are 265 individual primary
school classes in the electorates of Bellarine and
Geelong. How many of those classes have more than
30 students? The answer is 24. Only 24 out of
265, which is 9 per cent, only slightly in advance of the
state average of 7.1 per cent. The honourable member
for Footscray tried to mislead the people of my
electorate, and for that maUer the people of Victoria,
into believing that half of the primary classes in
Victoria have 30 or more students in them.
On behalf of the parents of my electorate I deplore this

misconstruction of the truth. Regrettably, as I said in
my opening remarks, this seems to be becoming a habit
of certain members of the opposition, especially the
honourable member for Footscray.
Class sizes are undoubtedly of concern, but they do not
always tell the true story. Teachers and principals in our
schools by and large do a fantastic job. The schools in
my electorate and across Victoria have adopted a
number of approaches to deal with the varying
situations that confront them. Team teaching, the use of
specialist teachers, teaching aids, teacher aides and
composite classes, or a combination of those methods,
are used right across the state according to individual
schools' charters.
The Point Lonsdale Primary School in my electorate is
one I visit quite often. Last year, to the consternation of
many people, the school ran a class of 36 students. I
refer to comments made by the honourable member for
Glen Waverley when the government released figures
on class sizes last week, because he had exactly the
same sort of problem that I ran into last year.
Examining the details provides a much better
understanding of why a particular school ran a class
with 36 students, and more importantly how the school
ran a class with 36 students.
The Point Lonsdale Primary School was funded for a
possible student-teacher ratio of 1 to 20.1 - the normal
ratio in primary schools is 1 to 21. The class of 36 was
a composite of grades 3 and 4 and it was made
necessary by an influx of children of officers from the
Army Command and Staff College at Queenscliff. The
school- and I helped it to make representations to the
minister - received discretionary funding from the
Department of Education to cope with the extra
students. The children of officers at Queenscliff create a
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bulge in class numbers from time to time. The extra
funds were used to employ a part-time teacher to assist
the full-time class teacher. What looked on the surface
like a single class of36 turned out to be 36 students in a
classroom with one dedicated teacher and a part-time
teacher. That is happening right across the state in
so<alled bigger classes.
As an indication of the satisfaction levels being
experienced by schools on the Bellarine Peninsula I
quote from a letter I received last night from the
principal of the Point Lonsdale Primary School, Pam
Kinsman, who does a tremendous job. She writes the
letter in the context of the school's contribution to the
Army Command and Staff College and the defence
force personnel because there is talk at the federal level
about whether the defence services in Queenscliff will
continue to maintain the Army Command and Staff
College. The college is certainly a vital thread in the
social and economic fabric of the tapestry of
Queenscliff and Point Lonsdale. It is a very important
component, and I would like to put on the public record
that I would be extremely disappointed to see the
college leave Queenscliff, either in the short term or the
medium term.

The people of Point Lonsdale and Queenscliff do
everything in their capacity to make sure those people
are welcomed into the community from year to year,
and I am sure the education outcomes enjoyed by
defence service personnel are second to none. If
anything, I would like to see both the air force and the
naval wings of the defence forces in this country join
with the army and co-locate in Queenscliff; they would
be extremely welcome. I hope that message is getting
through clearly to the federal Minister for Defence, the
Honourable Ian McLachlan.
Mrs Kinsman's letter states:
I have had the rare opportunity to work in a local community
which is welcoming of defence force families moving into the
area each year.

She goes on to say:
Point Lonsdale Primary School is funded by the state
government to provide an English-as-a-second-Ianguage
teacher for pupils aniving each year from a variety of
overseas countries. We have also developed an excellent
transient student policy to establish methods of addressing the
individual learning needs of our students. The school plays an
important role in uniting the local and transient community.
Ifit is decided to expand the Army Command and Staff
College facility to cater for all defence force officers, our
schools have the capacity to accept larger student populations
at very little cost. We are experienced in providing support to
both local and overseas transient students and we offer high
quality educational programs.
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I believe that is a comment about the quality of the
education offered in one of the schools in my
electorate where from time to time class sizes exceed
30 students.
If that is not a comment about the quality of education
offered in one of the schools in my electorate that from
time to time has class sizes that exceed 30. I do not
know what is! The honourable member for Footscray is
wrong when he claims that class sizes in Victoria are
imposing such strains that teachers and schools are
having difficulty coping.
It is true that in 1992 the average class size in Victorian
primary schools was 23.4 students. It was also
abundantly clear that that situation in the state's
education system was totally unsustainable.

Mr Haenneyer interjected.
Mr SPRY - The budget blew out in the 1980s, as
honourable members opposite well know. But the then
government continued to employ teachers to replace
those who had not left the system but were on leave. By
the end of 1992 literally thousands of additional
teachers were in our schools. I understand one school in
an inner Melbourne secondary college had more than
60 teachers above its entitlement. The Labor Party had
basically no idea how to deal with that situation.
Mr W. D. McGrath another school.

They should have built

Mr SPRY - They could have built more schools
for the extra teachers. The unions were dominating the
Labor Party in those days and the former government
could not cope. When this government came to office it
had to deal with the situation. The budget was totally
unsustainable in delivering a rational education system
to Victorian students. One of the inevitable
consequences was that class sizes increased.
I reafflrm that education on the Bellarine Peninsula,
where there are about 13 primary and 2 excellent
secondary schools, is in good shape. The more I travel
around my electorate the more I am convinced, as in
the example of Point Lonsdale, that the service the
government is delivering to students is second to none.

In the past several months the Minister for Education
has made several visits to my electorate. One of the
most impressive schools he visited was the new
$10 million-plus Bellarine Secondary College which
was built to cope with the demographic changes on the
peninsula. Nobody could say that school is not
performing to its optimum level. All involved with the
school, from the principal to the school community, are
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doing a fantastic job in delivering education to the
students, the number of whom is expected to eventually
total more than 1000.
The people of the Bellarine Peninsula are sick to death
of the innuendoes by the Labor Party. and particularly
the shadow minister for education. It is time he
buttoned his lip. took more responsibility for his
comments and questions, and got on with assisting
education in Victoria.

PTe: tenders
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - Mr Acting
Speaker-Mrs Peulich intetjected.

Mr BATCHELOR - I was preselected
unopposed. You don't believe what you read in the
newspapers, do you?
I grieve about the tendering process in public transport.
I specifically refer to an issue which is set against the
background of public transport tenders in Victoria
which have gone terribly wrong since the government
came to office. This government has form on bad
tendering processes in public transport. Instead of
efficiency, probity and effective outcomes, the
tendering processes of this government are
characterised by deceit, interference, shams,
predetennined outcomes and money being directed
towards mates of the government. Since the election of
this government we have seen it time and again.
On this occasion I grieve specifically about the tender
process relating to tram tenders 97278 and 97398. They
are the numbers given to the tendering for a specific
project which relates to the design, manufacture, supply
and installation of DC voltage converters on Z 1 and
Z2-class trams. As an aside, and by way of
introduction, this contract has already hit its own
controversy.

In the past the need to have DC voltage converters
installed on the more than 100 Z-class trams eventuated
because of associated debacles with the automated
ticketing project. When the government tried to install
ticketing machines on trams it was discovered that the
machines could not be operated on the trams because of
an insufficient electricity supply. When a machine was
switched on, the tram on which it was installed would
come to a dead halt in the middle of the street.
The government decided to help out Onelink by putting
out to tender a contract for specialist electrical
equipment on the 102 trams that suffered from that
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power deficiency. The government called for tenders
under tender 97278 and tenders closed on
10 September 1997. I have the tender documents; they
include extensive technical requirements and ethical
considerations.
The private sector responded by submitting a set of
formal tender proposals to the Public Transport
Corporation. At the close of tenders the PTC received
about five or six specific tenders from well established
companies such as BiIcon Engineering Pty Ltd. JNK
Electron, Clyde Engineering, Goninan and Co. Ltd and
Misal Technologies Pty Ltd, and there may well have
been one or two others. The tender panel had available
to it engineering advice from rail and tram vehicle
maintenance areas in the PTC and the external expertise
of consultants. They got together and processed the
tenders. At one stage one of the tenderers raised some
issues concerning its ability to supply material for
evaluation after the close of tenders. The response was
evaluated for the PTC by Price Waterhouse.
The tender panel sent back the late material and set
about drawing up a recommendation for the finalisation
of the tender process, which it put to the PTc. When
Price Waterhouse considered the returned material, it
said there would be no change to the outcome because
the material would not have an impact on the final
choice of the tender panel.
I understand the real problem was not the technical
aspects but that the preferred tenderer was not the one
the government wanted. What did it do? The
government cancelled the tendering process and
recalled it on the same terms a short time later through
tender no. 97398. It again called for tenders, seeking
exactly the same specifications. The government hoped
to stack the new tender evaluation panel with people
who would deliver the predetermined outcome.
The result has not yet been announced. The opposition
has not been told who the second tender panel will
recommend. I advise the PTC that we are on to its little
sham It will not be able to perpetrate what it has
perpetrated in the past, in the dark and in secret,
because we are shining a public spotlight fairly and
squarely on the tender evaluation process.
Further, I advise the house and the Public Transport
Corporation that the opposition knows the outcome of
the first panel's recommendation. It knows the name of
the company and the amount that company was
prepared to bid to gain the tender. If as a result of
setting up a second tender process to allow its mates to
get up the government chooses somebody else, the
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opposition will bring the matter back to the house for
debate.
The government has a long history of corrupt tender
processes in transport. At the beginning of the
government's stewardship there were problems with
the outsourcing of 80 per cent of the Met bus fleet to
the National Bus Company. The arrangement was
shrouded in controversy: consultants were engaged on
both sides to ensure a predetermined outcome was
achieved. The outsourcing of information technology
from the PTC and Vicroads to ISSC in Ballarat was
predetermined, not just before the calling of tenders but
before the election campaign.
The automatic ticketing debacle continues. As a result,
a company has been allowed to get away with not
delivering according to the tender specifications. It is
more than three years late delivering a system that is
being comprehensively rejected by the travelling
public. As recently as the end of February there was
another scandal in public transport. The tendering
process for the maintenance of country rail
infrasnucture was interrupted just before the final
decisions were to be made when the government
became aware that its preferred tenderer had failed to
make the short list.
Over the five years it has been in power the government
has had a history of interfering in, predetermining and
organising tendering processes so that its mates get the
jobs - and there is another under way at the moment.
As I said before, the opposition is putting the spotlight
of nuth on that. If the government tries to predetermine
the tender process to get its way, the opposition will
bring the information to the house so the government
can be held to account by the people of Victoria.
The grievance debate gives the opposition the
opportunity to warn the government to be on its best
behaviour. The PTC and the transport bureaucrats have
to start running tendering processes in a way that
ensures probity issues are at the forefront. We are
telling the people of Victoria that if the government is
not prepared to carry out tender processes according to
strict standards of probity, the opposition will impose
those standards on it. I know government members do
not want that; they want a tendering process that looks
after their mates.
The chief executive officer of the Public Transport
Corporation, Mr Dobbs, has recently been forced out
because he would not toe the Treasury line. Other
bureaucrats have gone otT on leave or have been pushed
aside. The administrative ranks of the Public Transport
Corporation are in a state of chaos and turmoil. As a
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consequence, senior management - the people at the
very top - are losing respect and confidence and have
no sense of certainty.
Information is starting to flow from people at the very
top of the bureaucracy across Victoria because they can
see that the government is on the nose and will be
defeated at the next election. The opposition actively
encourages those whistleblowers to come forward.
Government members may well grin, but those
whistleblowers have a responsibility to bring forward
information, and they can do so with confidence
knowing that the opposition will raise it in Parliament,
exposing the rorts and the systematic abuse and
corruption that is the hallmark of the government.
There will be an increasing flood of whistleblowers.
Just as people have given me this information about the
tendering process that is under way and just as people
have given other members of the opposition
information about rorts and corruption, others will
realise that the opposition can protect them while still
getting the information out. The flood has started. It is
an early warning from the community that the
government has run out of time and that it will be
defeated at the next election.
In its remaining time in office, the government can look
forward to whistleblowers giving the opposition a flood
of information, not only on transport but on a whole
range of matters - and the opposition will look after
those whistleblowers.

Magistrates Court: sexual assault victim
Mr ROWE (Cranboume) - I t is amazing that the
honourable member for Thomastown raises issues of
probity when one bears in mind his past performance in
the printing industry and associated endeavours and the
miraculous and coincidental way he turned up at a
railway station 5 or 10 minutes after ticketing machines
had been vandalised claiming the whole system had
gone down.

I refer to a matter that is not of a political nature. It is
an issue about which I have formed strong views
through my association with the Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee and the former Crime
Prevention Committee. As honourable members would
be aware the Crime Prevention Committee of the
previous Parliament conducted extensive inquiries into
sexual offending against adults and children. One of
the most disturbing elements arising from that inquiry
was the attitude of the judiciary in many cases to
victims of rape and sexual assault. Also disturbing was
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the way the system dealt with victims of rape and
sexual assault.
Many of the support groups that are doing their best to
support victims of sexual assault, including young
children, point out that because of the trauma victims
have suffered. they do not pursue either the laying of
criminal charges or the seeking of crimes
compensation.
The case of a sexual assault victim was recently
brought to my attention. The victim had been severely
traumatised by being raped by the relative of one of her
best friends. She did not take the matter to the police
because of her extreme fear. The alleged perpetrator
had a criminal record, had been in gaol on a number of
occasions for offences including grievous bodily harm
and anned robbery and had made threats to her to
prevent her disclosing the alleged offence.
The victim later sought validation for what she had
been through. With some encouragement from the
magistrate in charge of crime compensation I advised
the victim that a sympathetic hearing, although not
necessarily resulting in her receiving compensation,
may help validate her feelings. Her counsellor advised
her against it, saying the system would victimise her
again. The victim commenced the process and lodged
her claim. When I put the circumstances of the case
hypothetically to the magistrate in charge of crime
compensation I was given some comfort. I was
reassured that the system would be compassionate, that
magistrates were educated and sympathetic to victims
and were not there to revictirnise.
When no report has been made to the police the alleged
perpetrator is contacted and given the opportunity to
appear before the Crimes Compensation Tribunal. That
process was undertaken. The alleged perpetrator did not
attend on the day and made no response to the Crimes
Compensation Tribunal. The brief presented by the
victim's barrister was complete. Had I in my former
capacity as a member of the Victoria Police had that
amount of evidence before me, I would have charged
the alleged perpetrator with the crime.
The magistrate entered the hearing room in what has
been described to me as a very aggressive mood. After
the barrister rose to go through the normal formalities, I
am told the magistrate said words to the effect, ' Yes,
there are a number of matters I want to clear up. Let's
get into it'. The victim was then put on the stand. To
say that the victim was revictimised is an
understatement. The magistrate took extreme delight in
interrogating and questioning the motives of the young
woman. He wanted to know her reasons for bringing
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the matter before the Crimes Compensation Tribunal.
He even questioned her moral values. He questioned
her ethnicity and her upbringing. He belittled the belief
she had held for more than 25 years that one's first act
of sexual intercourse should be restricted to the
wedding night and her personal pride because she was
still a virgin. We have seen constant media coverage of
judges making inappropriate comments about female
victims.
Mr Haenneyer -

Insensitive.

Mr ROWE - They are totally insensitive
comments, as the honourable member for Yan Yean
says, because women have a right to say no. The point
ofthe relationship does not matter; the woman always
has the right to say no. A woman's right to say no in
marriage has been upheld. Yet this troglodyte, who is
unfortunately a magistrate, said things like, 'If your
virginity was that important to you, why didn't you
push him aside? Didn't it make you feel
uncomfortable? Why didn't you tell him to stop?'. The
victim said in her evidence in chief and in the statement
she tendered to the tribunal that on numerous occasions
she requested this person to stop.

There was a significant size difference between the
alleged perpetrator and the victim. But that did not
mean a thing to this Neanderthal magistrate. The fact
that the alleged perpetrator had been given the
opportunity to appear before the tribunal and had not
even bothered to respond was not taken into account.
In delivering his judgment the magistrate was more
concerned with protecting the reputation of the alleged
offender.
What about the belief this girl had held for years? Her
belief and trust in people was totally destroyed. Her
belief that people deserved to be treated as human
beings was destroyed by the mongrel who perpetrated
the crime. But who is worse, the offender or the
magistrate? The girl has gone through two years of
counselling and two years of treatment for a disease she
contracted from the rapist who perpetrated the crime.
She had two years of self-injecting drugs to try to defeat
an illness over which she played no part in contracting.
My understanding is that the only reason she contracted
the disease was that because she was a virgin there was
blood during the forced intercourse.
Imagine being that magistrate's female child coming
home after being out with her boyfriend and a victim of
date rape. Would he say to her - or to his wife if she
were in that position - 'Why didn't you push him
off'?'. Would he say 'Why didn't you scream to
embarrass him?'. Ifhis daughter did not want to report
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it to police because she was scared and confused or
because of respect for her family, would he say to her,
'There is no offence because you did not report it?'. It
is time the Neanderthals in our legal system
experienced some of the trauma felt by female or male
victims of sexual assault whose experiences we learnt
about during the sexual offences inquiry. I hope
Magistrate Spillane does not treat his own family in the
same manner.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)The honourable member for Cranbourne has now
strayed into a reflection upon the judiciary. Has the
honourable member concluded his remarks?
Mr ROWE -

No, Mr Acting Speaker.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)The standing orders provide that the debate should
conclude at 1.00 p.m. I will allow the honourable
member to complete his remarks, but I ask him to keep
in mind the rules of debate relating to reflections upon
the judiciary.
Mr ROWE - I thank you for your tolerance,
Mr Acting Speaker. In closing, I trust this situation will
not happen again. It is a woman's right to say no at any
time. It is a woman's right to seek to take the steps that
we as a Parliament have provided so that women can
receive some form of support and justification from the
Crimes Compensation Tribunal or through the
Magistrates Court; it is a woman's right to be able to do
that without fear of being victimised by the judiciary.

Some of the key findings in the Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee report were that this type of
treatment of victims should cease and should not be
tolerated under any circumstances. I hope that by my
raising the matter in the Parliament such a thing will
never happen again to a woman appearing before the
Crimes Compensation Tribunal, any magistrate or
superior court.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! The honourable member for Cranbourne was
figuratively walking on eggshells concerning the rules
relating to reflections upon the judiciary. I allowed him
to continue because he was not identifying the
particular magistrate; it was when he did identify the
magistrate that I intervened. A matter involving the
sensitivity and bearing the significance of the kind he
was raising can properly be raised in this place, for if it
cannot be raised in this place where can it be raised?
However, I make the point that it is a sensitive and
delicate balance between following the rule of not
making reflections upon the judiciary and carefully
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referring to matters relating to a magistrate to which an
honourable member takes exception. If one does not
identify the magistrate in question one is within the
boundaries of the rules. However, I believe it was
important that the matter raised by the honourable
member was brought to the attention of the house.
Question agreed to.
Sitting suspended 1.05 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Intergraph: ambulance contract
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition)- I refer
the Premier to the fact that the government received the
damning Haines Norton report on the problems in the
Victorian ambulance service in April 1996 and I ask:
why did the Premier tell Victorians on the Neil Mitchell
program on 3AW a year later that the first time he had
become aware of the problems in the Victorian
ambulance service was when he received the draft
Auditor-General's report two weeks before the
interview?
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - Mr Speaker, I seek
clarification from the Leader of the Opposition. What
problems is he talking about?

Mr Brumby -

All the problems.

Mr KENNETI - Mr Speaker, I cannot answer the
Leader of the Opposition's question. I have no idea
what he is referring to.

Water industry: performance
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - Will the Treasurer
infonn the house of the fmdings of the independent
report into the performance of Melbourne's water
companies, which was released last week?
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - Among other
things, the government's water industry reforms have
introduced greater public accountability to
govemment-owned water companies than has ever
applied before.

The Office of the Regulator-General periodically
assesses the performance of the companies and
provides an independent report that is useful for three
purposes. Firstly, for those members who have an
interest in the industry, like the member who has raised
the question, it provides a valuable source of
information on the progress of refonns. Secondly, it
provides benchmarking material that can be used to

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday. 18 March 1998

ASSEMBLY

motivate staff in each of the companies to improve
their performance. That has been a feature of the
reforms the government has introduced throughout the
utility field. It is clear that companies feel under
pressure to respond to any inadequate perfonnances
disclosed in those reports. Thirdly - this is perhaps
the most important of all - the report is a valuable
resource to enable the community to understand what
is happening in the industry.
Last Friday the Office of the Regulator-General
released its second performance report on Melbourne's
retail water and sewerage companies. The report
highlights the fact that the government's decision to
create three new water companies across metropolitan
Melbourne has had an amazing impact on performance
and the resulting customer benefits. There are clear
signs that those companies are competing with each
other, that they are providing the best possible service
to their customers, and that they regard benchmark
competition as important.
When the government proposed these reforms I
remember the scepticism of and, indeed, the outright
hostility from the other side of the house to the concept
of benchmark competition. But it seems that is yet
another refonn the Labor Party has now embraced
following the so-called landmark speech the Leader of
the Opposition gave only a week ago, in which he
endorsed the general direction and contemplated the
continuation of that policy.
There was only one issue on which there was an
adverse report - the significant increase in the number
of unplanned interruptions to the water supply, which
the Regulator-General and his staff have clearly said in
public comments has been beyond the companies'
control. The fault was brought about by the shrinking
and cracking of pipes following the extremely dry
conditions across the metropolitan area. Nonetheless,
the companies are responding to the problem, and the
report discloses that action is being taken to improve
performance and response times, even in relation to
events that are the result of natural conditions.
Otherwise, the report is extremely positive. There has
been a 66 per cent reduction in customers facing water
restrictions for the non-payment of accounts. In the past
the act provided for restrictions of supply - and they
were frequent. Of the order of 2000 properties a year
were affected. Last year there were fewer than
100 cases of the restriction of supply for the failure to
pay accounts. City West, in fact, applied no restrictions
during 1996-97, and Yarra Valley Water has applied no
restrictions since October 1996.
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The report shows a significant improvement in the
affordability of water. Since 1995 prices have been
frozen and as a result customers have gained significant
benefits. There has also been an improvement in the
conditions under which the companies trade with their
customers. For example, South East Water has doubled
the payment period for accounts to 28 days. The rate of
sewer blockages has dropped by 30 per cent, and there
have been further improvements in the already high
quality--

Mr 8rumby interjected.

Mr STOCKDALE - Your sewer does not seem to
be blocked; it just keeps flowing out, doesn't it? There
have been further improvements in the already high
quality of Melbourne's water supply. Based on those
performance indicators, the companies have been given
a big, solid tick from the Regulator-General right across
the board, and customers can see that there have been
further improvements.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister has been
speaking for 4 minutes. I ask him to complete his
answer.

Mr STOCKDALE - It is a bit of a worry,
Mr Speaker, if the shadow Treasurer can't even count!
Question time has been running for 6 minutes. He
actually asked the first question if you recall!
That was before the government's most recent refonn
package, with an average reduction in water prices of
18 per cent across the metropolitan area from 1 July
this year. The report shows that Melbourne's water
reforms introduced by the Kennett government are
working, that they are improving the performance of
the water companies and that those improvements in
operating effectiveness are being passed on to the
customers in the fonn of a significantly improved
water supply.

Intergraph: ambulance contract
Mr THWAITES (Albert Park)- I refer the
Premier to the fact that the Haines Norton report to
government in April 1996 showed there was a major
conflict of interest in the awarding of ambulance
contracts involving Griffiths Consulting and the fact
that Griffiths was on the payroll of Intergraph and the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service at the same time.
Why did the government delay referring to the police
this corrupt conflict until 12 months later when it was
forced to by the revelations in the Herald Sun?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - Again I can only say
that I am not aware of the claims made by the
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honourable member. Based on previous information
from the opposition I cannot even support the fact that
he claims there was a delay. I suggest that he asks the
Minister for Health in another place about this.

Water: storages
Mr KILGOUR (Shepparton)- In view of the
seriously dry conditions prevailing across Victoria, will
the Minister for Agriculture and Resources inform the
house of the state of the stream flows and water
storages?

Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) - We are obviously concerned about the
protracted dry conditions and I have instructed my
department to implement a comprehensive monitoring
system across the state. It is also worth noting that we
have asked water authorities to forward details
regarding seasonal conditions in order to determine a
region-by-region picture of the seasonal conditions
across Victoria. The results of this monitoring to date
show that about 75 per cent ofthe state has stream
flows that are less than 10 per cent of the long-term
average and 10 of the 28 surveyed sites have flows that
are equal to or lower than those experienced during the
1982-83 drought. Seven of the sites have had the lowest
February inflows on record. Water storages across the
state have suffered as a result of the reduced stream
flows, but Melbourne's water storages, which are
currently 65 per cent full, and are still well above the
trigger level for stage 1 restrictions.
In other parts of the state water restrictions of varying

degrees of severity apply in some 69 towns. Irrigation
allocations for northern Victorian irrigators were
unchanged in February as inflows to storages remain
low. There is now effectively no chance of any
increased sale water allocations for the current
irrigation season. Deliveries for the season so far
amount to some 66 per cent of total water right. A
large amount of water right has still not been utilised
through Goulbum Murray Water. We are telling
farmers who have unused water to put it on the market
so that surplus water can be made available for trade.
South of the divide the storage levels in areas such as
Lake Glenmaggie are around 18 per cent of capacity.
Honourable members would be aware that some
10 000 megalitres of water from the Thomson River
was made available for purchase by irrigators and to
date applications have been received for a total volume
of about one-third of the water - that is,
3120 megalitres. We are encouraging irrigators in the
Macalister system that there is still water available for
which they can apply.
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The good news is that the long-term predictions by the
Bureau of Meteorology show a weakening of the El
Nifio influence. We hope the trend continues and we
see a break of the current cycle. Certainly in many parts
of the state a decent autumn break normally occurs
around St Patrick's day. I hope that will occur soon.

Intergraph: ambulance contract
Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - I refer the
Premier to the fact that between the time the Haines
Norton report was received by the government in
April 1996 and the time the police were called in to
investigate the ambulance scandal a year later Grant
Griffiths was paid more than $2.5 million by
Intergraph. Senior officials in the health department and
the Metropolitan Ambulance Service who had caused
the scandal referred to in the Haines Norton report kept
their jobs. Why did the government not take proper
action as soon as the scandal was discovered and bring
in the police at that stage to stop taxpayers being ripped
off?

Mr KENNETT (Premier) - As I indicated in my
last response, the Labor Party consistently gets its facts
wrong. As I have just been informed by one of my
colleagues, I understand Haines Norton reported to the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service on 26 April 1996 and
within a week of that - Mr Thwaites inteIjected.

Mr KENNETT - Just listen! Within a week of
that the MAS alerted the Minister for Health to the
issue of concern. Based on that the minister then called
in the Auditor-General.
Mr Thwaites - No!
The SPEAKER - Order! If the Leader of the
Opposition and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
wish to take exception to an answer given by the
Premier there are forums for that. It is not done by
shouting intetjections across the chamber.
Mr KENNETT - This is typical of the Labor
Party in terms of its asking questions and being
interested in the response. It is appropriate that when
something is brought to the attention of the government
the Auditor-General is notified. The Auditor-General
was notified. He has powers of investigation that
protect the public interest. The Auditor-General initially
came back with a draft report and the Minister for
Health came to see me. He said he had received a draft
report from the Auditor-General which outlined some
anomalies and recommended that the police be called
in. The Minister for Health asked my permission to call
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in the police before the final report was concluded. I
agreed that we should telephone the Auditor-General,
which I believe I did in my office, to ask whether it
would in any way prejudice his report if we accepted
his draft recommendation and acted immediately. We
did that on that day and the police were called in. That
was done with the agreement of the Auditor-General.
Mr Thwaites intetjected.

Mr KENNETT - Here we go! This is one reason
why the public can have no confidence in the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition on matters of health. The
opposition fails to give any degree of leadership on any
matter of public policy.
That action by the minister - and also the action in
terms of the process that has now been outlined prior to
me giving authority to call in the police - was highly
appropriate and should always be supportable based on
the passage of the information being handed over at the
time it was.

Tertiary education: overseas students
Mr ROWE (Cranboume)- Will the Minister for
Tertiary Education and Training inform the house how
Victorian tertiary education institutions are successfully
meeting the needs of their international students and
addressing the challenges of the Asian economic crisis
through innovative course delivery arrangements both
here and overseas?
Mr HONEYWOOD (Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training) - Yesterday the house heard
from the Minister for Multimedia about the extent to
which during the time the government has been in
power Victoria has become recognised as leading both
Australia and the world in the application of new
technology particularly in the school sector and the
business activities of government. Honourable
members would be aware that during that same period
Victoria has become the primary destination for
overseas students wishing to pay full fees to study in
Australia, whether it be courses in the English
language, engineering, new technology or whatever.
There is a new dimension to this trend - namely, in
addition to being the state that teaches more than
31 per cent of overseas students who come to
Australia, Victoria is now the leader in terms of
universities and T AFE institutes building campuses in
neighbouring regions. I shall give three brief examples
of that: this evening I will participate in a live
video-conference with the Australian embassy in
Bangkok where Swinbume University's joint Thailand
campus, Laem Chabang, will be opened. That campus
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will initially teach more than 400 students in the
English language, engineering and, importantly, in new
technology. We are training young people in new
technology applications, and they will become the
future teachers of our neighbouring regions. The
Swinbume campus will commence operating next
week. It is the first agreement of its kind between the
Thai government and an Australian university, and I
pay tribute to the leadership provided by Swinbume
University in setting up a campus where students will
graduate with both a Thai vocational education
qualification and a qualification from Swinbume.
The next project in which the government has been
actively involved is that next year Monash University
will be the first foreign university in the world to build
and operate a campus within the Malaysian university
system. The campus will initially teach up to 2000
students. Importantly, as we heard yesterday from the
Minister for Multimedia, it again will use Victorian and
Australian academics to teach English and information
technology. That is another way of partnering with a
Malaysian institution. IfMalaysian students have
difficulty in paying full fees and accommodation
expenses in Australia they will be able to complete the
second or third year of their degree programs in
Malaysia.
The third project I should highlight is a special
relationship I have been involved in for several years
between the Victoria University of Technology and the
Nihon Fukushi University. The president and leading
academics of the university were in Victoria last week.
A large number of students will come to Victoria from
Nagoya, the capital city of our sister state in Japan, the
Aichi Prefecture. They will participate in three-month
courses in English language, information technology
and the enhancement of Australian-Japanese cultural
relations.
They are examples of new dimensions following on
from the two South-East Asian missions I led last year.
Campuses are being built in neighbouring regions and
jobs are being provided to Victorian academics.
Importantly, bridges are being built with our Asian
neighbours that will have major trade implications for
the future.

Schools: class sizes
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I refer the
Minister for Education to his claim yesterday that in
Victorian primary school classes with more than
30 students more than one teacher is involved in those
classrooms. Given that at Kings Park, Billanook.
Regency Park, Rosebud, Mountain Gate and Rolling
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Hills primary schools, and in dozens of schools across
Victoria, there are classes with more than 30 students
but only one classroom teacher, will the minister admit
that he misled the house and apologise both to the
house and the Victorian people for trying to hide the
truth about the state's education system?

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Thomastown will withdraw that remark; it is
unparliamentary .

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - As I said
yesterday, 7.1 per cent of Victoria 's schools have
classes of 30 students or more, and I indicated that
more than one teacher is involved in those classes in
one form or another.

The SPEAKER - Order! Thank you. The house
should understand the rules. If a minister is asked to
provide a document from which he is quoting the
minister provides that document.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GUDE - Have you read Hansard! I have read
it.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will take
his seat. I will call the minister again when the house
comes to order.

Mr GUDE - I invite honourable members to read
Hansard of 17 March because it is very clear that in my
answer I referred specifically to team teaching. I
referred to support in areas such as physical education,
remedial reading and a raft of areas.
I take the opportunity of informing the house that that
is not only my view; it is also the view of the Secretary
to the Department of Education.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Members of the
opposition are wasting their own question time; I am
sure they want to ask more questions. There is always a
lot said when not many questions are asked, and it is
generally their own fault.
Mr GUDE - The Secretary to the Department of
Education states:
7.1 per cent of all Victorian classes have more than
30 students.
In each of these classrooms more than one teacher is involved
at some time during the teaching week which nonnally
involves 25 contact hours.

Mr Batchelor-On a point of order, Mc Speaker,
the minister is reading directly from a document and I
ask that it be tabled.
The SPEAKER - Order! Is the minister prepared
to make the document available?

Mr Batchelor inteIjected.

Mr Batchelor - The minister is not cheating.

Mr GUDE into Hansard:

Not only that, I am happy to read it

Each primary teacher is entitled to 2.5 hours non-contact time
under the federal award. During this non-contact time the
class is taken by a specialist teacher or a team teacher. In
addition to the federal award provision which is usually
handled in this way, many schools choose to provide
specialist teachers above the level required to meet the award
provision to meet their curriculum objectives. As a result
there would be a greater number of either specialist teachers
or team teachers involved in those classes where schools
make that choice.
These arrangements affect virtually every school in Victoria
except one-teacher schools ...

And there is an explanation on that:
There are also a range of situations where more than one
teacher is allocated to each class in a variety of team teaching
arrangements which are set out ...
I have sought advice on whether it is possible for a Victorian
class not to have more than one teacher during the week. I
have been advised by John Pascoe that in the two years in
which the federal award has been in operation, there has not
been a claim for breach of the award against the department.
While it is theoretically possible for a primary teacher
somewhere to be teaching the full 25 hours, that is, to the best
of our knowledge, not occurring.

Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mc Speaker,
the Minister for Education is clearly quoting from
another document. I ask him to table the second
document as well as the first one.
The SPEAKER - Order! Will the minister advise
the Chair whether he is quoting from the same
documenl- one or two - and is he prepared to make
those documents from which he is quoting available to
the house?
Mr GUDE - The document I have relating to the
question will be made available to the house.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GUDE -

I also have the next bill and--
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Pascoe Vale will resume her seat.

Mr GUDE - He goes on to say:
... there have also been no grievances reported on this issue
from primary schools to the Merit Protection Board.

In summary, I stand by what I said - and there are the
documents for the tabling. I stand by what I indicated
to the house yesterday because it is accurate. In fact, it
indicates clearly that the government, unlike the Labor
Party in government, is committed to quality education
outcomes. We furnished our primary schools on the
basis of 1 teacher to 21 students - exactly the same as
occurred in the Labor years.
The difference now is that we have a curriculum and
standards framework and we have mandated quality
education areas. We are also funding literacy and
remedial learning programs and the $52 million Keys to
Life program is providing quality educational outcomes
in our schools. All those specialist education programs
are delivering better quality outcomes in every
V ictorian school. It is interesting on that particular issue
todate-The SPEAKER - Order! The documents are to be
made available to the Clerk to have them copied, not to
the honourable member for Thomastown.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the honourable
member for Thomastown to now provide the
documents to the Clerk.

Mr GUDE - It is interesting that only yesterday
the federal Minister for Schools, Vocational Education
and Training, Senator Ellison, released the federal
government's policy in this area of literacy and
numeracy. He has basically picked up the entire policy
and directional approach towards education in Victoria.
It is interesting that he has mandated nationally that
there will be testing in years 3, 5, 7 and 9 - exactly
what is happening in Victoria. Because of the
configuration of schools and the way all our schools
have specialist teachers we are delivering educational
outcomes superior to the rest of the nation.
The SPEAKER has expired.

Order! The time for questions

Mr Thompson - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
I wish to clarify my understanding of the record of
debate that took place in the house yesterday on the
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Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill.
During the debate it was my understanding that the
Leader of the Opposition referred to a report of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee. That
important point was subsequently taken up by the
honourable member for Forest Hill and me during the
debate. It appears from my perusing of the Dai(v
Hansard this morning that my understanding of what
was said and the Daily Hansard are not synonymous
with what had taken place.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Thompson - It is not clear whether my
understanding is incorrect on this matter. I wonder
whether the Daily Hansard could be checked against
the tape.
The SPEAKER - Order! I wish to clarify the point
of order with the honourable member because it is
difficult to hear. particularly because of government
members. Is the honourable member asking the Chair
to investigate whether the Dai(v Hansard is exactly the
same as what was supposedly said by the Leader of the
Opposition?

Mr Thompson - Yes. Essentially Hansard is an
important record used by members and the Parliament.
I want you, Mr Speaker, to check that they are
synonymous.
The SPEAKER - Order! It is customary if a
matter like this is raised that I not rule on it
immediately. I was in the chair during the contribution
of the Leader of the Opposition yesterday. If the
honourable member for Sandringham believes the
Daily Hansard does not accurately reflect what was
said by the Leader of the Opposition, I will ask Hansard
to play the tape and compare the two and I will report to
the house later today.

ELECfRICITY INDUSTRY (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) -

I move:

That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Electricity
Industry Act 1993 and the Electricity Industry (Miscellaneous
Amendment) Act 1997 and certain other acts and for other

purposes.

Mr LONEY (Gee long North) - Will the Treasurer
briefly outline the nature of the bill?
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Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) (By leave)- The
bill makes a number of detailed amendments in relation
to the electricity industry legislation, mainly reflecting
incidents of the privatisation transaction in the past
12 months.
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ship's deUvery orders, to amend tbe Goods Act 1958 and
for otber purposes.
Read first time.

EVIDENCE (CONFIDENTIAL
COMMUNICATIONS) BILL

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Introduction and first reading

STATE TRUSTEES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) -

I move:

That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the State Trustees
(State Owned Company) Act \994, to make consequential
amendments to other acts and for other purposes.

Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - Will the
Treasurer provide a short explanation of the nature of
the bill?

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) (By leave) - The
bill makes a number of minor and, in the main,
technical amendments to the legislation applicable to
the state trustees company following a review pursuant
to the national competition policy. In the main it
removes restrictive conditions in various pieces of
legislation relating to the guardianship and
administration regime and to the State Trustees
Corporation of Victoria which restrict the availability of
alternative services to various parties involved in
administering estates and other trustee responsibilities.
Motion agreed to.

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
amend the Evidence Act 1958 so as to protect from
disclosure in legal proceedings confidential
communications between the victim or aUeged victim of a
sexual offence and a medical practitioner or counseUor
and for otber purposes.
Read first time.

CRIMES (FAMIL Y VIOLENCE)
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
amend tbe Crimes (Family Violence) Act 1987 and for
otber purposes.
Read first time.

PROPERTY LAW (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General» introduced a bill to
amend tbe Property Law Act 1958 and for otber
purposes.

Read first time.
Read first time.

TRANSPORT ACTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
BUILDING (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Introduction and first reading
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) introduced a bill
to amend tbe National Ran Corporation (Victoria) Act
1991, tbe Transport Act 1983 and the Rail Corporations
(Amendment) Act 1997 and for other purposes.

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and Local
Government) introduced a bill to amend the Building
Act 1993 and the Docklands Authority Act 1991 and for
otber purposes.

Read first time.
Read first time.

SEA-CARRlAGE DOCUMENTS BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
reform the law relating to bills of lading, sea waybills and

PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS (AMENDMENl) BILL
Wednesday. 18 March 1998

ASSEMBLY

PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS (AMENDMENT)
BILL

463

who undertakes to give evidence in a specified
proceeding. The opposition believes that power is
appropriate.

Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 February; motion of
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General).

Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - The opposition does not
oppose the amendments to the Public Prosecutions Act.
The amending bill does a number of things: it gives
new powers of delegation, and it clarifies certain
powers in the principal act.
I refer firstly to the new powers of delegation. Clause 8
gives the Director of Public Prosecutions the ability to
delegate his or her powers to enter certain nolle
prosequis or consent to the bringing of certain
proceedings. Clause 7 provides that the Director of
Public Prosecutions and the Chief Crown Prosecutor
may delegate their functions and powers under
section 23 of the principal act. That section deals with
special decisions that can be made only by way of
convening a director's committee. Under section 3(a)
of the principal act a special decision means a decision:
... to make presenunent of a person for an offence if, on a
committal proceeding conducted in relation to that offence or
an offence that is not materially different from that offence
(whether or not it also related to any other charge or charges)
the Magistrates' Court ordered that person to be discharged
on the charge or all the charges to which the committal
hearing related.

A number of subclauses deal with the definition of
special decision. The bill enables the delegation of the
powers of the director or the Chief Crown Prosecutor
to the director's committee, but only for two weeks.
The opposition thinks that is sensible. There will be
occasions when the director or the Chief Crown
Prosecutor will be unavailable to make such decisions.
It is interesting to note that the power to delegate is
itself not delegated, which is also appropriate.
The bill contains further clarifications of various
powers. For instance, the power to take over and
conduct indictable proceedings is clarified in clause 4.
Clause 5 enables the Director of Public Prosecutions to
institute, prepare and conduct or be a party to certain
proceedings which are of a civil nature. In effect that
gives the director power to conduct proceedings
ancillary to civil matters, such as taking out injunctions
and the like. Again, the opposition does not have a
problem with that.
Clause 6 gives the Director of Public Prosecutions the
power to grant indemnity from prosecution or give an
undertaking not to use certain evidence against a person

It is interesting to look at the history of public
prosecutions legislation in relation to the delegation of
powers. I have spoken many times, both in this place
and outside, on the reasons behind the introduction of
the Public Prosecutions Bill, which was enacted in
1994. I have always been concerned that neither the
Premier nor the Attorney-General has given the house a
full explanation of the real reasons for introducing the
Public Prosecutions Bill.
As you may remember, Mr Acting Speaker, serious
allegations were made about why the legislation came
about. They included the decision by the former
Director of Public Prosecutions, Mr Bernard
Bongiorno, to at least consider instituting defamation
proceedings against the Premier. Word got back to the
Attorney-General that that was absolutely
inappropriate, and Mr Bongiorno had to go. The
government has never properly responded to that
allegation. A cloud continues to hang over the
Attorney-General's administration of her portfolio as a
result of her failure to give a full and frank explanation
of that particular matter.

Documents came to light about a meeting attended by a
number of people in October 1993, at which the
decision was made to revamp the Office ofthe Director
of Public Prosecutions. Handwritten notes were made
by a person who attended on the reason for the
legislation being introduced. Those notes, which were
aired on programs such as Four Corners, made it clear
that Mr Greg Craven, who was at that meeting, was
advising a group of people in the Attorney-General' s
department about the preparation of the legislation.
According to the notes Mr Craven made certain
disparaging remarks about Mr Bongiorno, including the
fact that he had no responsibility for budgetary restraint,
that he was publicity hungry, that he had spoken to the
police about direct presentment and that was a problem,
and that he was suing the Premier for contempt. The
notes reveal that the decision was made that the
problems must be resolved and resolved this session.
They state, 'Warren/Jan in agreement'. 'Warren' is
Warren McCann, the former head of the department
and obviously 'Jan' is Jan Wade, the Attorney-General.
The notes were aired on the Four Corners program.
The ramifications are serious. If, as the opposition
alleges, the original Public Prosecutions Bill was
introduced to get rid of one particular person - that is,
the Director of Public Prosecutions- it raises very
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serious questions about the administration of justice in
this state.
It is not just me, the shadow Attorney-General, who
raises these questions. They were aired on Four
Corners. My recollection of that program is that the
Attorney-General of this state was called a liar on
national television. We can throw barbs at each other
across the table Wlder the protection of parliamentary
privilege, but when the chief law officer of this state is
called a liar on national television in relation to public
prosecutions legislation - The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order!
The honourable member for Niddrie cannot make an
imputation against another member in this house on the
basis of a media report. The rules of the house are very
clear that members cannot make such allegations,
which are unparliamentary. I ask the honourable
member to desist.
Mr HULLS - I am certainly not implying that the
Attorney-General is a liar. I am talking about the
history of the bill and making it clear that allegations
were made against the Attorney-General about the
origin of the legislation. A Four Corners program
called the Attorney-General a liar on national
television. I am saying that serious matter still has not
been addressed, but I am certainly not calling the
Attorney-General a liar in this house today.

The final resolution ofthis matter may well have to
wait Wltil the Attorney-General is no longer a member
of this house when after the next election her
counterpart from the upper house, Mr Birrell, will take
over her seat. He may be prepared to 'fess up on behalf
of the government about exactly what happened with
the public prosecutions legislation. A cloud will hang
over the Attorney-General until that matter is finally
cleared up.
Honourable members may recall that other information
came to light on the Four Corners program about how
the bill came about. It was revealed that a meeting took
place at the Attorney-General' s house which
Mr Bongiorno attended. During that meeting the
Premier rang on a number of occasions.
Mr E. R. Smith -

We are going over old news

now!
Mr HULLS - I take up the interjection. The
opposition will continue to raise these very important
questions about propriety of government. Regardless of
whether the honourable member for Glen Waverley
agrees with it or not, the opposition will not be
prevented from raising these very important issues
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concerning transparency and propriety in government.
When the chief law officer of this state introduces
legislation simply to nobble the independent Director of
Public Prosecutions because he dared to consider taking
contempt proceedings against the Premier it speaks
volumes for her credibility. I am still waiting for the
day when the Attorney-General comes into this house
and apologises to the people of Victoria, explains the
real reasons wby she introduced the legislation and
gives a full account of the conversations that took place
at her house that night over that nice bottle of red wine
with the Director of Public Prosecutions. I hope she
does that before she gets out at the next election and not
after.
Victorians now realise that any independent watchdog
in this state that dares to criticise or scrutinise this
government goes the same way as the watchdogs did
in Queensland Wlder Bjelke-Petersen. Mr Bernard
Bongiorno was no exception. The Attorney-General,
Greg Craven and others were involved in a conspiracy
to undermine the independence of Mr Bongiorno and
ultimately to introduce legislation that they knew
would lead to his resignation. It was a black day in the
history of the legal fraternity and the legal profession
in the state of Victoria.
A number of amendments have been introduced since
the original Public Prosecutions Act of 1994 was
passed, most of which the opposition has agreed to. The
original reason for the legislation is a disgrace.
However, it is nice to see that the Attorney-General is
finally fixing up some of the mistakes she made by
introducing the legislation in haste. The opposition is
therefore not opposing the Public Prosecutions
(Amendment) Bill now before the house.
Dr DEAN (Berwick) - By way of preliminary
corrunent I make the point: the honourable member for
Niddrie takes the view on any of these bills that
personality is more important than content; he believes
it is more important to throw mud and to try to make it
stick. His record is hopeless on that scale because the
mud never sticks. I ask the house to reflect on his latest
episode of having another shot at the Attorney-General.
trying to malign her and raise conspiracy and foul-play
theories and hark back to the last election, because this
is what the opposition ran on. It ran on the conspiracy
theory that the government was doing things behind
closed doors and the Director of Public Prosecutions
was inappropriately dealt with. All those arguments
were put; it was the opposition's main platform during
the entire election.
As honourable members know, we were going through
a difficult economic period at that time and many of
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the policies the government was putting into practice
were pretty tough. That was not going to return the
coalition government to power. What did the people of
Victoria do when those accusations of conspiracy were
put to them? They returned the government with the
same massive majority it had in 1992! The fact is the
people have spoken on these allegations.
I feel sorry for the honourable member for Niddrie
because by pushing the old argument again and again
and by running the policy, 'Let's do it again at the next
election', he is leading his party down the wrong path.
When the opposition runs the same tired argument
again at the next election the honourable member for
Niddrie will hear the people say, 'You put up or shut
up; you haven't put up; we don't believe you!' - and
Labor will lose again.
The honourable member spent about 5 minutes on the
contents of the bill. This is how he always approaches
legislation: he gets up and has a slam at the
personalities but he does not care what is in the
legislation. He is asking Victorians to see him as an
alternate Attorney-General. But what does he do when
it comes to legislation with proper content and matters
to be discussed? He simply ignores it. Perhaps he
should address another area of concern ifhe wants to
remain on that side of the house at all!
The amendment recognises that the DPP and the Office
of Public Prosecutions have a heavy workload; they
have the welfare and benefit of the community in their
hands. It is their job - and the DPP's job in
particular- to decide when individuals are effectively
breaking the moral code of the community and whether
they should be taken to task. Before such a case even
gets to the court it is up to the DPP to make the
decisions to lay a charge or not. It is a very big and
important job. So far the people in that office are doing
a magnificent job.

Mr GeotfFlatman, the DPP, has the respect of both
sides of the house. His performance in that role has
been very good and very solid; he has implemented his
duties above reproach. The solicitor to the DPP,
Mr Peter Wood, has also fulfilled his role with
distinction.
I return to the reasons the original act was enacted in
the way it was. The administrative structure of the
office needed to be made more efficient and refined,
which is why the position of Solicitor for Public
Prosecutions was introduced; the DPP could then look
after the matters that he or she had to look after and the
solicitor could look after the administrative matters of
briefmg counsel, getting instructions and all the things
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that have to be done prior to trial. Everyone would
agree that Peter Wood has done a marvellous job and
that the office is now running far more efficiently than
it ever did. Mr Paul Coghlin, Chief Crown Prosecutor,
is also very highly respected. That group, which now
meets as part of a committee to examine special matters
and considerations - another innovation by the
Attorney-General which has proved to be
extraordinarily successful- is working together to
create justice in the community. which we should
respect because things are better than they have ever
been.
The functions of the DPP under section 22 of the Public
Prosecutions Act are wide and important. The director
has an enormous load to carry. Section 22( 1) of the act
states:
The functions of the Director are:
(a)

to institute, prepare and conduct on behalf of the Crown,
proceedings in the High Court, Supreme Court or County
Court in respect of any indictable offence;

(b)

ifhe or she considers it desirable to do 5 0 (i)

to institute, prepare and conduct any committal
proceeding under the Magistrates' Court Act 1989;

(ii) to take over and conduct any proceedings in respect of
a summary offence or an indictable offence triable
summarily;
(iii) on behalf of the Crown, to assist a coroner orto
instruct counsel assisting a coroner in any inquest
under the Coroners Act 1985;
(c)

refer to the Attorney-General any matter in connection
with which the Director considers that it may be desirable
for the Attorney-General (acting on, and in accordance with,
the advice of the Solicitor-General) to apply to a court for
punishment of a person for contempt of court.
to

It is a pretty broad and big task. The DPP is the
guardian, if you like, of our community. The act came
into being in 1994, so we have had a number of years
to observe its operation. As time passes more efficient
mechanisms are effected and changes are necessary to
ensure those mechanisms work well. Currently under
section 3 of the act special decisions are referred to the
committee I alluded to earlier. Guidelines have been
set down by the director and by the committees to
decide what sorts of matters should go to that special
committee. Over time the committee has detennined
that some matters do not need to go to the special
committee. Some matters ought to be dealt with in a
more streamlined way.
Nolle prosequi matters are important. In a nolle
prosequi matter the DPP decides that in face of all the
evidence the prosecution will not go ahead; it may be
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because it cannot be won or there may be other policy
grounds upon which it is decided not to proceed. If you
do not have the right people and the right mechanisms
obviously the situation can be abused. I am pleased that
Australia does not have a system whereby people such
as DPPs are appointed on a political basis - they are
not voted in by the public - because it does not take a
big step to work out in those situations, with politics
bearing down upon you, that a decision whether you
mayor may not institute a prosecution against someone
could be seen to be tainted.
Honourable members intetjecting.
Dr DEAN - That is one of the things we should be
proud about - yet the same small, petty and negative
interjections continue to flow from the other side. We
have an extraordinary good system we should be proud
of; it works very well. The only response by the other
side is a negative, sneering, petty comment.

Nolle prosequi decisions have to be taken by the DPP,
but there are some that really should be able to be
delegated - for example, where the accused or a key
witness dies it is clear a Crown prosecutor should have
the ability to make the decision. The bill says that in
those circumstances, according to guidelines set by the
DPP, decisions in those small cases can be taken by
Crown prosecutors. That is not a bad thing because
Crown prosecutors are closer to those proceedings than
anybody else. In the end it is the Crown prosecutor
who has to prosecute the proceedings; it is the Crown
prosecutor who has to work the brief, get the
instructions and have a knowledge of the proceedings.
The same thing applies to a consent to bring
proceedings. At the moment the DPP must give his
consent if a Crown prosecutor says, 'I think this action
should be brought', to all proceedings. There are some
situations where the Crown prosecutor should be in a
position to do this himself or herself-for example, an
action under the Estate Agents Act, an action for
unlawful publication of a proceeding or something
along those lines - not of course things that concern
sexual or violent crimes but matters of a small nature. It
should be appropriate for a delegation by the DPP to
the Crown prosecutor to say, 'Yes, you can decide to
consent' .
It is obvious that we had to clarify the amendment
concerning indictable offences. The power to intervene
in proceedings is already there for summary offences; it
is already there for offences which are indictable but
triable in a sununary fashion. It has been implied that
the DPP can step into and take over the committal
proceedings of an indictable offence. However, that is
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not clear in the act so we should do so; it is just a
clarifying provision.
The power to institute civil proceedings is also implied
by the act but we need to make it clear because the DPP
may have to take civil proceedings. If the DPP has an
action running and some media outlet decides it wants
to start publishing facts about the guilt or innocence of
the person associated with the prosecution he is
making, what can he do to stop that? He has to get an
injunction. He has to run off to the civil court and say,
'I want an injunction against those persons or that
newspaper to stop them doing it'. The government
wants to make it clear that the DPP has that power,
because ifhe or she does not have that power he or she
cannot do the job. He or she cannot ensure that the
prosecution is a clean one. What happens if there is no
power to do this and the story is run? The whole trial
may well collapse. If the whole trial collapses there is a
waste of public money, and a waste of the DPP's time
and resources. It is extremely important that the DPP
has that capacity. Of course, under the new
Confiscation Act he or she may also have to take out
civil proceedings because he or she must have a part to
play in that.
Under the section concerning the power to indemnify
witnesses, the DPP clearly has the power to say, 'You
are indemnified from prosecution'. But there is also
presumed the power to say to a witness, 'We will not
proceed against you in any other proceedings. We will
not use what you say against you'. He may be able to
give an indemnity, but he must also be able to say the
office will not use whatever an indemnified witness
says against him or her. Let's face it, you will not
succeed in catching the drug barons and the other
criminals involved in the drug trade unless you can give
the smaller fry a clean indemnity so they can give
evidence against their bosses. The war against drugs is
one of the most important challenges for our
generation.
Finally, I refer to the power to delegate in an
emergency. Currently, if the DPP is suddenly taken ill
and the Chief Crown Prosecutor is ill or away, before
the special committee can make a decision a Governor
in Council appointment has to be made to enable the
job to be undertaken by somebody else. That results in
a two or three-day delay, even though the committee
may have to make a decision quickly. Therefore, it is
necessary that there be some mechanism by which
people can be pressed into action quickly. The bill gives
the DPP or the Chief Crown Prosecutor the power to
delegate - only in emergencies or special cases and
only for a maximum of two weeks - to a person who
would otherwise have been delegated by the Governor
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in Council, enabling him or her to step into the position.
That is sensible, and the opposition is sensibly
supporting the amendment.
It is a pity opposition members had to spoil the
goodwill and mar their capacity to debate good
legislation like this by regurgitating versions of events
that the electorate has proved to be unacceptable. I am
sorry they did that.
I commend the Attorney-General on these good
amendments. I also commend her on the way the act
now operates. One thing is very noticeable: apart from
the innuendo of four years ago, there has hardly been a
peep from anybody about the performance of this
office. You can bet your bottom dollar that if the
opposition is quiet about the performance of a particular
office, that office is operating efficiently and doing its
job as a guardian of our community. That is certainly
true in this case.

Mr CAMERON (Bendigo West)-l am pleased to
have the opportunity to speak in the debate on the
Public Prosecutions (Amendment) Bill. I will be brief,
because the opposition supports the legislation. The
distance between the Director of Public Prosecutions
and the government is important. It is vital that the two
roles remain separate, and that was the reason for the
establishment of the Office of Public Prosecutions.
However, the events of four years ago, to which the
honourable member for Berwick referred, blurred that
distinction, and the honourable member for Niddrie was
right to pursue the issue.
The honourable member for Berwick said the
electorate had decided the issue. However, all the facts
have not come out. Instead of attacking the honourable
member for Niddrie for raising the issue, the
honourable member should have set out the details so
that the public could properly examine the issue rather
than being left to take wild guesses. I am sure the
public would appreciate that opportunity.
Notwithstanding the government's attack on the Office
of the Director of Public Prosecutions four years ago,
the proposed legislation will finetune the principal act
and enable the Office of the DPP to work more flexibly
through the new powers of delegation.
It is not envisaged that the DPP will be able to delegate
his powers to anyone - say, any member of the public
or a junior officer. He will be able to delegate only to
certain specified officers. That is appropriate, because
those officers could often have a greater understanding
of large cases than the DPP himself, who does not have
the time to take in all the implications of the many cases
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he is expected to oversee. His ability to delegate will
streamline his role and improve the system.
In speaking about the new delegation powers during her
second-reading speech the Attorney-General referred to
clause 6, although I think she meant to refer to clause 8.
The bill also strengthens the director's power to
indemnify witnesses. Although in her second-reading
speech the Attorney-General referred to clause 7, I
believe she meant to refer to clause 6, which is the right
clause. There must have been a problem: perhaps the
draft of the legislation was altered and the
second-reading speech was not.
Strengthening the director's power to indemnify
witnesses has to be a good thing. However, giving
indemnities to wimesses is a two-edged sword. In some
cases you want someone to give evidence to catch out a
big criminal. But you have to weigh that up against the
fact that the person giving the evidence may also be a
criminal. Under nonnal rules, you would want that
person to be apprehended and dealt with.
Of course, you have to weigh up each case in light of
the greater public good. If the only way of catching a
Mr Big in the drug scene, which is where the Mr Bigs
often operate, is to let a Mr Small go free, that has to be
done for the greater public good. If you look at the
impact one small fry has on society and compare that
with the wholesale destruction of a Mr Big, you will
want to see that Mr Big caught and put out of action.
Naturally, the opposition wants those powers enhanced.
The bill also gives the Director of Public Prosecutions
the power to become involved in civil proceedings. For
example, he can apply for an injunction to restrain a
person from engaging in conduct that may jeopardise
the conduct of a trial. That has to be a commonsense
provision, because members of the opposition do not
want trials put at risk for the wrong reasons. We want
trials to be conducted fairly. We do not want to see
people who may otherwise be found guilty suddenly
finding themselves with an advantage they should not
have. Giving the DPP the power to apply for
injunctions has to be an improvement. Of course, a
judicial tribunal will deal with any application he
makes, so the issue of fairness to all parties will be
tested.
The bill has the support of this side of the house. We
would love to fmd out about all the events of four years
ago, and it is disappointing to us and to the public that
they have not come out. Nevertheless, the changes will
enhance the administration of the office of the Director
of Public Prosecutions. I commend the bill to the house.
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Mrs WADE (Attorney-General)- I thank
honourable members who contributed to this relatively
short debate. Legal bills often attract contributions from
most of the lawyers in the house. The honourable
members for Niddrie and Bendigo West both reflected
briefly on the history of the legislation.
The honourable member for Niddrie in particular
talked about the resignation of the former Director of
Public Prosecutions, Mr Bernard Bongiorno, and asked
that I come clean as to why he resigned. I suppose that
is only within the knowledge ofMr Bongiorno.
However, there is no doubt, and it is in the public arena,
that Mr Bongiorno did not like the changes to the
legislation. He had a view that the powers and functions
in respect of public prosecutions should be exercised by
one person only, whereas the current legislation shares
the functions between the DPP, the Chief Crown
Prosecutor, the senior prosecutors and the Solicitor for
Public Prosecutions. It is a different form oflegislation
and I shall briefly revisit the history and mention a few
reasons why we believe the changes were necessary.
At the time and before the legislation was introduced
there were constant newspaper stories criticising
various decisions by the DPP, which mayor may not
have been made by Mr Bongiorno. They may have
been decisions made by other senior prosecutors. In
particular there were a number of criticisms in cases
where there had been a death and no prosecution was
brought or a prosecution for manslaughter was brought
rather than one for murder. If the honourable member
cares to look at the newspapers of the time he will see
there was constant criticism. There was also the
problem of the office continually overrunning its
budget because it incurred extremely large fees that
were paid to members of the bar who represented the
office in various cases.
Concern was also expressed that we were not doing
enough for the victims. Victims were required to be
witnesses in various cases before the courts handled by
the Office of Public Prosecutions. However, to suggest
there was a conspiracy to undermine the independence
of the office, as was suggested by the honourable
member for Niddrie or, as was suggested by the
honourable member for Bendigo West, that the
legislation blurs the separation between government
and the Office of Public Prosecutions and the DPP is to
suggest there is something wrong with the way the
office is now running.
You can't have it both ways. Either the legislation is all
right or it is not. I believe it is operating better than ever
before. I believe the DPP, the Chief Crown Prosecutor,
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the senior prosecutors, the Solicitor for Public
Prosecutions and all the people involved in the office
are independent from government and there is no
overlap.
Yes, there is a difference. There is not just one person
making decisions but a number of different people, all
of whom are independent of government.
Prior to the legislation being introduced there was a
suggestion of a political appointee to the office of the
DPP, but that has not been suggested since Mr Flatman
was appointed. afthe others involved in decision
making in the office only one has any political
background, and I believe that is with the ALP, not this
side of politics. Since the office was established in its
new form and the appointments were made there has
been no suggestion of any problem with the
independence of the office. To continue to suggest there
is reflects on the DPP and other senior people in the
office, which is totally unacceptable.
Considerable improvement has been made in the office.
The budget problem has been fixed. Considerably less
is spent on legal fees and the standard of work done by
the in-house prosecutors receives no criticism. In fact a
number of judges have said there has been considerable
improvement since the appointment of more Crown
prosecutors.
We do not see the criticism in the press about decisions
made in cases similar to those that upset members of
the public earlier, and that is for two reasons: the
collegiate decision making and the fact that when a
decision is made not to prosecute or to prosecute on a
lesser charge, Mr Flatman or another senior person
brings the victim or the victim's family into the office
and spends several hours explaining why the decision
was made. That has done a lot to overcome the
resentment of people who have been caught up in the
criminal justice system and do not understand how it
operates.
A witness assistance service has also been established,
and it deals mainly with victims. Before they give
evidence they are spoken to about how court
proceedings take place and are familiarised with the
court and given an explanation the roles of the various
people involved.
All in all I believe the office is operating very well
indeed, and I think all honourable members who
contributed to the debate have acknowledged that.
There have been no criticisms of the office in recent
years, and it is about time we focused on the people
running the office now. The annual report of the DPP,
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which is tabled in Parliament every year, is one of the
best annual reports coming out of the legal area. I
recommend it to any honourable member who is
interested in this aspect of the justice system. Again, I
thank all honourable members for their support of the
bill.
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Ms GARBUTT - Including one in Footscray.
There is probably a Stony Creek for every honourable
member. I do not know how many Railway Parades
and Main Streets there would be scattered throughout
the towns of Victoria.
Mrs Tehan - And High Streets.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

The SPEAKER - Order! After question time the
honourable member for Sandringham raised the matter
of whether there had been a change in Daily Hansard
of the actual words said by the Leader of the
Opposition during the debate on the Trans-Tasman
Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill. I undertook to
listen to the tape and report my findings to the house. I
can report that there has been absolutely no change in
the Daily Hansard report.

GEOGRAPHIC PLACE NAMES BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 February; motion of
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management).

Ms GARBUTT (Bundoora) - The opposition does
not oppose the bill, which has two main aims - firstly,
to change the way places are named and the process
that is gone through before a place can be named and,
secondly, to change the way place names are registered
and made available to the public and other interested
parties. The bill is important in its own right because
place names are important to the community. We need
clear, unambiguous references for communicating and
identifying locations.
We need it in many fields - transport,
communication, services, commerce, local government
and so on - and as individuals travelling around.
These days with interstate and global travel and
communications we need great accuracy and
consistency.
The process over the years since settlement has been
haphazard and we now have confusion and duplication.
I am told that there are 55 Stony Creeks in Victoria
alone.
An honourable member interjected.

Ms GARBUTT - There would probably be a High
Street in every town and suburb in the state. We are
stuck with those sorts of situations, we have inherited
that, but we have to map them and locate them
extremely accurately these days.
The bill is important to the community because names
preserve our heritage. They tell of our culture, our
history, the state and the people. Names are often used
symbolically to reflect our historic events. The name
Victoria, for example, came into being only upon
separation from the Colony of New South Wales, and
it was an event of great occasion.
We have seen the government recognise the importance
of names. For example, when the Premier changed the
name of the National Tennis Centre in Flinders Park to
Melbourne Park I suspect it was an attempt to put his
stamp on the National Tennis Centre, which was built
by the Cain government.
We see those sorts of important cultural and historic
references throughout our communities and for that
reason, as well as others, it is important to get the
names and locations accurately. Naming places and
mapping them has been done on a very ad hoc basis
over the years. Initially it was done by the Governor
and more recently by local government. It was not until
the Survey Co-ordination Act was passed in 1958 that
many of the different roles of surveying, naming,
mapping, registering the names and publishing the
maps were drawn together. That is the act this bill will
amend.
The act established the Place Names Committee, which
had the job of naming places around the state. The
committee consisted of seven members. They were not
appointed by the minister or the Governor in Council;
their positions were nominated in the act. Section 24
gives us their positions: one had to be the
Surveyor-General, who was the chairman; one had to
be the Chief Drafting Officer of the Department of
Property and Services, or his nominee - we no longer
have the Department of Property and Services, let alone
a Chief Drafting Officer; one had to be the Surveyor
and Chief Draftsman of the Office of Titles, or his
nominee - I think that office and position have
probably gone the way of the others; and one had to be
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the Secretary for PI arming and Environment, or his
nominee.
There were three others who were not public servants.
One had to be a person appointed by the Governor in
Council on the nomination of the Municipal
Association of Victoria; one was to be appointed on the
nomination of the Royal Historical Society of Victoria;
and the third was appointed on the nomination of the
Minister responsible for Aboriginal Affairs. Those
persons represented various bodies and had various
constituencies they had to respond to and various points
of view they had to represent. The bill will abolish that
committee.
In recent years the naming of our local streets, roads
and features has been done by local government. The
authority has been delegated to councils. They select
the place names and refer the names back to the Place
Names Committee. Councils go through a process of
consultation with the public and consider any
objections or suggestions and then make their
recommendations to the committee. Other bodies have
rights to name various features, not least the State
Electoral Commission, which names our electorates.
Vicroads has significant naming power, as do many
other bodies.

Other changes that have led to the introduction of the
bill include technological changes. The development of
the Internet allows us to present infonnation in different
ways and enables a greater number of people to have
access to the infonnation. It is considerably easier to
update and locate the infonnation.
In recent times we have seen the use of that technology

by various organisations wishing to have accurate,
up-t<Hlate place names. Most notably this has been
evident with the emergency services, particularly the
ambulance, flre brigade and police. They have turned to
technology to provide them with fast access to accurate
maps and information. Unfortunately, accompanying
that lately we have had the Intergraph scandal where
the provision of inaccurate infonnation has led to
disastrous outcomes with ambulances going to the
wrong addresses and the wrong streets, leaving people
to wait for appalling lengths oftime. If the bill will help
to eliminate that sort of problem, it is to be welcomed.
I turn first to changes to the way places are named.
Clause 5 provides for geographic names policy
guidelines which the Governor in Council, on
recommendation of the minister, will publish in the
Government Gazette. The guidelines will set out the
rules and process to be followed in selecting or
amending a place name; set out the process to be
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followed for selecting an Aboriginal or Torres Strait
Islander name; specify the criteria for the assessment of
cultural heritage or other significance; set out the
requirements for consultation before the name of the
place is selected; and may specify any other things
necessary in relation to the naming of places.
The guidelines are crucial. They will be reviewed every
five years. According to the minister's second-reading
speech the intention is that local government and other
delegated naming authorities will use these guidelines
in choosing place names. Unfortunately the guidelines
are not in the bill, so we are unable to assess them by
looking at the bill. We have to rely on what was said by
the minister in her second-reading speech and hold our
breaths about what will be in the guidelines.
In her second-reading speech the minister says the role
of local government will be enhanced by this process,
but after I sent a copy of the bill and the minister's
speech to the Municipal Association of Victoria it
expressed concern because the bill is not clear about the
role of local government. I ask the minister to note the
response of the MA V. Rob Spence, the CEO, states:
While you have suggested the bill will give local government
greater responsibility for naming local places, that is not
immediately obvious from the contents of the bill ...
The current powers of councils simply enable the council to
approve, assign or change the name of the road (or street) and
then advise the Place Names Committee of what has been
done. This bill proposes in clause 23 that clause 5(2) of
schedule 10 of the Local Government Act be altered to
require that the council must act in accordance with the
guidelines in force for the time being under the geographic
names policy guidelines and the definition of •place '
(clause 3) includes 'streets' and 'roads'.

Their responsibilities are included in the bill and a
council must act in accordance with the guidelines. He
further states:
The impact of the bill in respect of councils is therefore
contradictory in the sense that the lack of effect detailed in
clause 4(b) is quite contrary to the change proposed to be
effected through clause 23 which removed councils'
unfettered powers in the case of road names and subjects
councils to complying with the guidelines to be published by
order in council on the recommendation of the minister.

He concludes with the request that I ask the minister to
note:
I suggest that it is most important that undertakings be
obtained from the government to ensure that local
government is not fettered in its road naming activities and
have asked the minister for such an undertaking.

I ask the minister to clarify the position and give that
undertaking to the MA V - that is, that its role of
naming streets and roads and passing the
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recommendations to the present Place Names
Committee will not be compromised because of this
legislation. Bills do not always contain infonnation;
local government does not have the guidelines which
are crucial for a proper understanding of the bill.
Clause 12 establishes the Geographic Place Names
Advisory Committee whose members will be appointed
by the minister from people with the appropriate
background expertise, described in the second-reading
speech as being drawn:
... from the fields ofmappinglgeography, land information
data management and service provision, local government,
Aboriginal culture and language, orthography and linguistics,
and heritage and history.

Those qualifications and expertise are similar to the
qualifications and expertise of members of the existing
Place Names Committee. Somebody with local
government expertise could be the same person
nominated for appointment to the present board by the
MA V. However, a person may not necessarily be
somebody who that body would approve of or fmd
represented its interests or reported to it on what is
happening. That person may not be appointed as a
representative of the MAV's interests. His or her skills
may be similar but his or her views could be different.
The new committee will be a more centralist body and
its members will be appointed by the minister rather
than be appointed by and to represent the present
various interested bodies.
According to the second-reading speech, the bill gives
the minister a 'clearer power' to 'name places that are
of a special character or significance'. The bill says
anything can be referred to the committee. In the
second-reading speech the minister states:
The panel will be convened as required to comment and
advise on the naming of places or features which cross local
or regional boundaries ...

The minister talks about not getting a clear opinion
from a local government body or when a place has a
special character or has an affiliation with a wider
group of Victorians. However, none of that is in the
bill. Such provisions could have been included instead
of giving a blanket authority to the minister to refer
anything to the committee. The minister could decide,
for example, that a local road has some significance.
The bill gives widespread authority to the minister to
name things; the minister's authority depends on the
guidelines, which are not included in the bill, and the
guidelines will ultimately be decided by the minister.
Those guidelines will not be scrutinised by Parliament.
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The second aspect of the bill concerns the registration
of place names. It establishes the position of Registrar
of Geographic Names. The registrar will maintain a
register. His or her functions are set out in clauses 8 and
11- namely, to keep and maintain a register, to advise
the minister on the guidelines, to disseminate
information on the guidelines, to monitor and review
compliance with the guidelines, and to enter new names
or amended names whether they be from local
government, an individual or from the Geographic
Place Names Advisory Committee .
The register must be kept up-to-date. I am advised that
the information on the register will be placed on the
Internet as soon as possible so it is widely accessible to
those interested in it. The state digital map base will be
a fundamental tool. It, too, must be kept up-t<HIate, be
accurate and available for those who need the
information.
The bill makes major changes to an important role. The
opposition is concerned about the questions raised for
the minister by the MA V. I hope the minister will
address those concerns.
Mr DIXON (Dromana) - In 1836 Major Mitchell,
the Surveyor-General for New South Wales, said:
The Port Phillip District of New South Wales-

that is, our area still for the most part in a state of nature, presents a fair blank
sheet for any geographical arrangement, whether of county
divisions -lines of communication - or sites oftowns ...

That lays the foundation to the long history of
geographical place names in Victoria, culminating in
the changes to be effected by the bill.
When I first heard about the bill I reacted as did many
honourable members. I was unaware what a large part
geographical place names play in our lives. Place
names affect our lives in important ways, most of
which we are unaware of until we start investigating
them.
For many years people all over the world have attached
meaning to the places they name. A place could be
given a name because of its geographical feature,
because it is a site of significance, or because it reminds
the person of home. We do the same thing in our own
lives and extend the practice to our naming of places
and things in the wider community.
Over the years place names have reflected various
aspects of human life. When we look at the early
history of Victoria we find that a lot of places are

GEOGRAPHIC PLACE NAMES BILL
472

ASSEMBLY

named after the early white explorers, whether they be
surveyors-general or other surveyors, and government
officials in Australia or in England. A number of
surveyors were in the box seat, naming places after
themselves or their families.
Often place names evoked memories of their homeland,
such as Victoria and New South Wales. The Grampians
reminded the earl y explorers of Scotland. Arthur' s Seat,
which is in my electorate, is named after a similar
mountain in Scotland. A large numbers of places in
Victoria were named after Aboriginal people or tribes,
using Aboriginal dialects.
I have done some research on some of the names in use
around Victoria. There are good examples of the
various types of names and their origins. Places like
Point Nepean and roads like Nepean Highway, all
synonymous with the Mornington Peninsula, were
named by John Murray from the ship Lady Nelson after
Evan Nepean, who was then Secretary to the British
Admiralty.
The Aboriginal meaning ofPoowong, which is in West
Gippsland, is 'putrefaction'. Sunshine, a western suburb
of Melbourne, is named after the Sunshine Harvester
company, which moved there from Ballarat. It is a pity
the honourable member for Sunshine will be
abandoning a place with such historical significance.
The Aboriginal name Wonthaggi, from the local
Wolwurung tribe, means 'to pull or to drag along'. That
reminds me of the tenacity ofMr Ken Smith, who
represents South Eastern Province in another place.
Some places were named after events. Bushranger's
Bay on the Mornington Peninsula is named after two
bushrangers who escaped from Tasmania in an open
boat and landed in the area. The suburb of Carlton is
named after the London residence of a former Prince of
Wales. That shows the strong Anglo-Saxon influence
of the early white explorers. Not only that, it also brings
to mind the strong football team in the area. Other
places were named after eminent people who
predeceased the naming. Churchill, in Gippsland, was
obviously named after Winston Churchill; and to
celebrate the naming the locals have erected a large
stylised cigar in the town square.
The United Nations has established the United Nations
Group of Experts on Geographical Names to coordinate
place names throughout the world. It has held a number
of conierences over the year. Its secretariat handles this
area, given that consistent place naming helps
socioeconomic development. As the world becomes
smaller and we are more closely linked by
communication, that becomes increasingly important.

Wednesday, 1R March 1998

The flow-on from consistent place naming is important
to all the areas of human endeavour.
The group lists a number of benefits that highlight the
importance of ensuring our place names are
coordinated and properly communicated, whether
internationally or just locally. Coordinated place names
are important to trade and commerce, the gathering of
population statistics and growth figures, and property
rights and planning issues. They are also important to
environmental management.
As the honourable member for Bundoora said, in the
event of natural disasters place names need to be
accurate and well known to ensure that emergency
services can reach their targets. That is also why it is
vital to reduce the amount of duplication. Consistent
place naming is important to security strategies and
peace-keeping operations and the handling of search
and rescue operations undertaken by the United
Nations.
Consistent place naming is important in the production
of atlases. When one looks at an atlas these days one
can quickly see the changes in the world's geographic
and social make-up over the past few years, especially
the changes in the names of countries and cities. It is
important for navigation throughout the world, whether
it on land, on the seas or in the air that place names are
consistent, and the same is ttue for tourism.
For tourists, often the name of a place can be
synonymous with a local feature. If somebody hears a
name often enough, it can evoke a wish to visit that
place. Rosebud, which is in my electorate, is a nice
sounding name that people recognise as a holiday
destination not only in Victoria but throughout
Australia. It is also vital to the preservation of our
cultural heritage. That is why places names are
important in any part of the world.
Names can be assigned to bounded locations,
topographical features and service infrastructure.
Bounded locations can include states, towns, cities,
suburbs and recreation areas such as parks, gardens,
and reserves. Topographical features can include
mountains, streams, rivers and lakes and areas under
the seas. In Port Phillip Bay there are areas such as the
great sands and the Portsea hole. Those topographical
features also require naming.
Services infrastructure - for example, schools and
roads, hospitals and residential care centres - all
require names. Statewide cooperation is important, and
local communities need to be able to identify with the
topographical features or other sites that are named.
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Local communities play a vital part in the naming of
places.
There is much more I could say, because once I started
my research I kept coming across interesting names.
However, as it is such a fascinating subject and there
are many honourable members who want to join in the
debate, I will leave it to them.
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - I welcome the
comments on the bill by the opposition's spokesperson,
the honourable member for Bundoora. It is a pleasing
change to see the opposition examining legislation in a
clear-eyed and sensible manner, recognising its benefits
and saying so publicly.

I will later reassure the honourable member for
Bundoora about municipal powers and the MA V's
letter. The bill simplifies the procedures for naming
places in Victoria. It does not seek to reduce the
place-naming powers of authorities or local
municipalities. It establishes a regime to ensure that a
consistent policy is applied across the state in selecting
place names. It does so for a range of reasons,
including the reason referred to by the honourable
member for Bundoora that emergency services must be
given correct addresses.
The confusion we face today is because of the way
names were chosen over the past 200 years. In the early
days there was no need for ambulances, police forces
and fire brigades to rapidly attend emergencies. If there
was a Smith Street in one locality and another 5 miles
away, it really did not matter because the locals knew
which Smith Street was being referred to. They were
not dealing with telephone operators or computers a
long way away. The aim of the bill is to ensure that in
future there will not be undue duplication of names that
could lead to confusion.
The bill simplifies the previous process for naming
places which involved significant duplication of effort.
For example, a local council would consider what
names to give streets in a new suburban development. It
would go through a process of advertising proposed
names, consulting with the local community and
making recommendations to the Place Names
Committee about possible street names. Then the Place
Names Committee would go through virtually the same
process of advertising, consulting, considering and
recommending. There were two identical processes for
the relatively simple procedure of registering street
names in local suburban subdivisions.
The bill establishes a gatekeeping process. Those place
names that are clearly oflocal significance will be
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considered by councils. It will involve a consultative
process with consideration given to local views and
future guidelines. The councils will then make
recommendations to the registrar. So long as the
councils' recommendations are in accordance with the
guidelines the registrar will register the names. For
place names that are of regional or statewide
significance, the minister will refer the matter to the
registrar and appoint a panel to go through the
consultative process. That will again be done according
to the guidelines to be developed, with a consultative
and consideration phase prior to the recommendation
going to the registrar for registration.
The current two-step repetitive process will become a
single step. If it is an issue of local consequence only,
the local government will do the consultation and make
the recommendation. If it is of statewide or regional
significance, a panel will be appointed to go through the
consultative and recommendation process. In that way
place names of statewide significance will gain
statewide attention, and those of local interest will be
dealt with at the local level. That will reduce
duplication.
The honourable member for Bundoora referred to the
concerns held by the MA V about local government
powers in the process. I refer the honourable member to
clause 23 of the bill, which amends schedule 10 of the
Local Government Act. Clause 5( 1) of schedule 10
currently states:
(I) A council may(a) approve, assign or change the name of a road.

Councils currently have that power under the Local
Government Act. Clause 5(2) of schedule 10 currently
states that after exercising a power to name a road,
council must advise the Place Names Committee
established under the Survey Co-ordination Act. When
it does so it triggers the duplication process previously
mentioned. Council goes through the process and
assigns the name. It then advises the Place Names
Committee, which goes through the same process.
Clause 23 substitutes a new clause 5(2) to schedule 10.
It states:
The Council, in exercising a power under paragraph (a) of
sub-clause (I ) must act in accordance with the guidelines in
force for the time being under the Geographic Place Names
Act 1998 and must advise the Registrar under that Act of the
action it has taken under that paragraph.

In other words, the powers of council in the future will
be exactly as they are now. The only difference will be
that in exercising those powers, councils are required
to comply with the guidelines that will be published.
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Once they have done so they are required to notify the
registrar. The registrar's role is simple: to check
whether the action complies with the guidelines, to
register the name and to maintain the register into the
future. This much simpler process will remove the
confusion and delays that exist in the existing process.

chap who was the head of the survey section in the
eastern metropolitan region - in fact he is now the
Surveyor-General. As all members would be aware, he
plays a vital role in setting the boundaries of
electorates from time to time, which can have a great
influence on political careers in this place.

This simple piece of legislation removes duplication,
establishes advisory committees and establishes a
registrar of place names who is responsible for
maintaining the register of place names and for
developing the guidelines and reviewing them every
five years. The legislation is in the interests of those
who, regardless of whether they are in the emergency
services or just touring, use maps to navigate their way
around cities, towns and country areas with which they
are unfamiliar.

In his second-reading speech the minister referred to a

The bill also gives the minister the power to direct the
registrar to carry out certain actions. That power is a
reserve power and can be used only in carrying out the
minister's functions under the act. The minister
obviously could not direct the registrar to do something
that was ultra vires. The minister also has the power to
refer an issue of statewide or regional significance to
the advisory committee and to appoint members to a
panel of names. From that panel ad hoc committees will
be chosen from time to time.
The bill is simple and sensible. It provides for a
reduction of duplication in the current processes. It
provides for greater clarity, assurance and certainty in
deciding the place names. It will reduce confusion in
the future. The only thing councils will have to worry
about in the guidelines to be developed is that in future
they will be restrained from having a Smith Street on
the boundary of one municipality that is very close to a
Smith Street on the boundary of an adjoining
municipality. The guidelines will contain common sense
arrangements. They are there for the benefit of all who
travel around Victoria. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) - I note that this bill is
being supported by the opposition. The honourable
member for Bundoora has done a very good job
outlining the reasons. I have had an interest in
surveying matters since leaving school. My first job
with the State Electricity Commission involved about
five years with the survey section in the eastern
metropolitan region.
I spent many years looking at inanimate grey objects: I
have moved into Parliament and at times it is quite
similar. My work then gave me a good understanding
of the importance of place name and surveying
procedures. Since that time I have moved on, as has the

number of reasons why the bill was being introduced.
The bill also has a number of features. It aims at giving
greater local decision-making authority; it also aims at
best practice. Two years ago the government
established a wide-ranging review of the legislation.
The opposition welcomes reforms which are based on
genuine review. Next week firearm reforms will be
introduced into the Parliament based on a review
which, it has been admitted, was effectively stacked that is, less than genuine. In this case the bill deserves
support because it has had a genuine review before its
introduction.
Any procedures which help rectify the process of name
changes are to be welcomed. However, I refer the
house to anomalies that arise from time to time which
the bill will go only some way towards addressing.
These circumstances can best be described as cases
where the name change would be better facilitated if
postcode boundaries could be altered at the same time.
The Mitcham electorate is based entirely within the
City of Whitehorse; in fact it is in the eastern part of the
municipality. In the western part there is an anomaly of
sorts between the council boundary which runs down
side streets and the postcode boundary which runs
parallel but about two streets away. A number of people
in the Box Hill North area between Belmore Road,
Evelina Street, Erne Street and Union Road actually
reside in the City of Boroondara but have a Box Hill
North postcode. Almost overwhelmingly - in fact
apart from this small portion of Box Hill North - the
Box Hill North postcode is entirely within the City of
Whitehorse. This anomaly creates some confusion for
residents in the area; I dare say it creates confusion for
real estate agents and others who in their work try to
give greater defmition to a specific area.
The difficulty in sorting out this problem is based on
the reluctance of Australia Post to come to the party on
occasions when name changes and greater geographical
definition is sought. As far as I can tell, Australia Post
does not maintain a best practice standard in
detennining from time to time where its postcode
boundaries ought to start and end. It has been suggested
that postcode boundaries that are evident in Melbourne
today are largely there for historical reasons. In the
1940s and 1950s the postcode boundary was set where
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one post run finished and the next run started. We have
come a long way since then but have not done a lot to
update those boundaries.
The bill may not be able to realise its aims where
residents are seeking greater clarification and definition
in the areas in which they live, but that process requires
some minor adjustment from Australia Post. I hope that
while the bill is being debated the minister will note this
problem and take it up with Australia Post to see
whether a procedure can be implemented to verifY how
boundaries might be altered to more fully comply with
resident and local government requirements. I am not
suggesting that the residents of Box Hill North regard a
postcode or name change as a first priority. I simply use
that as an example. From time to time honourable
members see examples where there is a lot of local
support for getting a name or a postcode boundary
changed but they run into this obstacle of Australia Post
saying, 'Our boundaries were set years ago and we are
not really interested in what the state of Victoria is
interested in'. I raise that matter for the minister's
attention and hope she can introduce some procedure.
Mr LEAN (Carrum) - It is my pleasure to
contribute to the Geographic Place Names Bill. Some
months ago residents in my municipality had a scare:
they thought the suburb of Bonbeach may have
disappeared! It was a difficult situation for many ofthe
residents. However, this bill will ensure that situation
will not happen again because now the local
community and the council can have some input into
organising the naming of suburbs in their specific areas.
The difficulty was that the suburb of Bonbeach
emanated from a railway station that was half paid for
by the residents of the area. The Borough ofCarrum in
those days never gazetted the fact that Bonbeach was a
new suburb that grew up around the railway station;
consequently, it was part of the City of Chelsea and
Bonbeach was a sub-suburb of the City of Chelsea and
therefore difficulties arose.
Just as latitude and longitude are the keys to finding
one's way around the world, place names are the
latitude and longitude of our country and suburbs and
the areas in which we live. I commend the bill on the
basis that it will be a great boon to the emergency
organisations - ambulance, police and fire
brigade. We will now have specific designated areas on
an electronic map which will avoid any past problems
of emergency services calling at wrong addresses.
I commend the bill for its cultural and heritage
significance. The original name ofCarrum was Garum
Garum. meaning a swamp full of bird life; it used to be
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a great hunting ground of the Aborigines in the area.
The name was shortened and abbreviated to Carrum.
the name of the electorate and of the township of
Canum.
The honourable member for Dromana referred to the
heritage place names on the Momington Peninsula.
Last year for the first time I had the delight of visiting
Central Australia. We all know of Ayers Rock, but
those who have never visited the area tend to think of
Ayers Rock and Uluru as the same thing, but there is
some magical significance. I assure you when the name
of Ayers Rock is registered as Uluru it has a magical
,quality. It is the same with the Olgas, or Kata Juta; they
too have that magic. A major part of the bill is that it
includes cultural and heritage registrations and many
difficulties will be solved with its introduction.
Mr CAMERON (Bendigo West) - I appreciate
the opportunity of making a short contribution to the
Geographic Place Names Bill. As other honourable
members have said, place names are critical in tenns of
getting about and knowing where and what people are
referring to. Last year my home town of Bendigo was
known for a time as Sandhurst. To this day the name
Sandhurst keeps popping up. For example, there is the
Sandhurst footy club, and there used to be a
Sandhurst building - Mrs Tehan -

There is a Sandhurst diocese.

Mr CAMERON - Yes, a Sandhurst diocese and
various Sandhurst clubs. Despite Sandhurst no longer
being a place, the name lingers on. That is a
demonstration of the strength of people's attachment to
a name.

To all intents and purposes Victoria has been surveyed
from one end to the other. Its major features, such as its
mountains and streams, have all been named, although
there will be times when they will be altered - for
example, a new name may be adopted for Koori
cultural reasons. However, the adoption of new names
and the naming of new places will be rare.
Despite Victoria being so well surveyed, the issue is of
interest to my constituents because of the army survey
unit at Fortuna, which is now known as ATSE. The
unit, which carries out surveying for the anny mostly in
the northern parts of Australia, provides a lot of
employment for Bendigo. That is why surveying and
mapping are critical to the Bendigo economy.
The old act makes provision for place names and the
bill does the same thing, although there is to be a new
administrative structure. A wide range of people will be
appointed to the advisory panel. Although the old act
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provided that the standing committee be made up of
office-holders such as the Surveyor General, the
membership of the new panel is to be drawn from those
with broad experience in a number of fields which, I am
pleased to see, will include mapping and geography;
land information data management; local government;
Aboriginal culture and language; orthography and
linguistics; and heritage and history.
The role of local councils will be strengthened, because
they will be able to make decisions themselvesexcept in significant areas - without having to refer
elsewhere. However, local councils will need strong
guidelines. I am sure the minister's office will ensure
the guidelines are consistent across the state so that they
know precisely where they are heading when it comes
to place naming. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) - The opposition
supports the bill. Although my contribution will be
brief, I want to respond to some of the finer points
raised by members on both sides. The honourable
member for Mitcham talked about postcodes. I know
that whenever the City of Banyule seeks clarification
on some of its boundaries and place names, postcodes
always come up. It is an issue the residents are having
difficulty with. We all think major roads are reasonable
boundaries. However, in some areas of my electorate
the postcode boundary runs like a dog' s leg through
several minor streets. As a result, areas which have the
same name have different postcodes, causing a great
deal of confusion across the board. Correcting postcode
boundaries so they matched major road boundaries
would be of great assistance to local government in any
future name-planning exercises.

I particularly mention Eaglemont, which is an
historical part of the City of Banyule. It is unclear
where the official Eaglemont boundary starts and
finishes. Banyule City Council is doing its best to
clarify the Eaglemont boundaries, but the work it has
done to date has come unstuck because of a problem
with Australia Post over postcodes. The problem
should be fixed.
Anomalies also arise in the area between Heidelberg
West and Ivanhoe. For example, one postcode
boundary runs down the middle of Banksia Street,
which is a major road between Waterdale Road and the
Darebin Creek. Yet in another section of Waterdale
Road heading towards Upper Heidelberg Road the
postcode boundary jumps to behind the properties on
the southern side. Again, that has produced a dog-leg
effect, which causes a great deal of confusion when you
try to tell people where you live.
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I am also aware of an anomaly in Bundoora. Macleod
West, which goes from Rutherven Street to Davies
Street, includes Rosanna Primary School, so local
residents want the surrounding area to be named
Rosanna. It makes sense to them, because the Rosanna
Primary School is in the area. But having been raised in
Macleod West, I know that most people assume the
suburb finishes at Rutherven Street and not at Davies
Street, which is a residential street in the middle of
nowhere which you would have to be lost to find. I
raise that because the association with primary
boundaries is a major aspect of the bill.
I now live in West Heidelberg between Bell Street and
Banksia Street. Most people assume the area is called
Ivanhoe or West Ivanhoe, but its traditional name is
Bellfield, as it was originally called the Bellfield estate.
Many local residents have sent a petition to the council
asking that the area be again called Bellfield. I support
that, as does the City of Banyule. If anomalies such as
those exist in my electorate, they must exist
everywhere. They are the sorts of problems the bill will
help to clarify. I commend the bill to the house.
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - I thank honourable members for their
positive contributions to the debate on this small but
important bill. The house has heard about the history of
place naming in this state. The bill will make a major
contribution to the history of the settlement and naming
of Victoria.

I especially welcome the positive contributions made
by opposition members in their support of the bill. It is
obvious that the honourable member for Bundoora has
a strong geographic background, because she has a
good understanding of the bill and was able to lucidly
explain its implications to the house. I thank her for
that.
As she said, place naming was something of a
haphazard process involving the adoption of ad hoc
uses. For example, she said there are 55 Stony Creeks
throughout Victoria. The honourable member for
Dromana said he is looking for some Dixon creeks! I
point out that the likelihood of multiple naming will
now be rare.

I place on the record the contribution of the current
Surveyor-General, Mr John Parker to the preparation of
the bill. Mr Parker, who is currently in the house, was
responsible for overseeing the preparation of the
geographic place names working paper, which sets out
the principles, policies, and procedures adopted in the
lead-up to the introduction of this piece of legislation. It
was circulated in April and forms the basis of the work
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done in the consultation process. He has been involved
in the preparation of the legislation, in the consultation
and in overseeing the preparation ofthe guidelines.
The honourable member for Bundoora raised a matter
that was brought to her attention by the Municipal
Association of Victoria. I have the association's letter
and can give an undertaking that the government
intends to ensure that local government has a major role
in naming local areas. I point out to the honourable
member and remind the chief executive officer of the
MAV, Rob Spence, that he has been consulted on the
legislation and has also spoken directly to Mr John
Parker about the preparation of the guidelines about
which he expressed concern.
I understand the guidelines were the subject of
consultation. Once the legislation is passed the draft
guidelines will go out to local government and through
the consultative process I am confident guidelines will
be produced that are effective and will eliminate some
of the difficulties we have had with duplication and so
forth.
We have had excellent reference in the debate to the
history that is evoked by the use of place names. The
honourable member for Dromana pointed out that we
have used the names of explorers, surveyors, local
leaders and historical figures. He gave the example of
Churchill. The name of the little town ofBonnie Doon
in the north-east of Victoria where I have lived for
many years was based on Doon in Scotland. When I
was in Scotland some years ago I was impressed by
how much Scottish history had been transposed to rural
Victoria through the names of roads and places. Doon
became Bonnie Doon, which is a key example of that.
During the debate the number of High Streets
throughout rural and urban Victoria was referred to. It
reminded me of the defmitive name of The High Street
in Canterbury in the United Kingdom, which
distinguishes it from every other High Street in the
English-speaking world. The honourable member for
Dromana spoke about how place names can be
evocative in tourism. A name that captures one's
imagination might well be the basis for a visit. I had
that experience when I was asked to a conference in
Kota Kinabalu in Sabah, Borneo. Although you may
visit many places, you do not forget going to a place
named Kota Kinabalu. Zanzibar is a similar name.
I am waiting for someone to use the name McKillop in
Victoria. It has not been used widely in this state, yet it
is the name of Australia's first saint, Mary McKillop,
who was an amazing and very special woman in
Victorian and Australian history. It is timely that one of
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our panels might recognise that by using that name for
a place of special significance.
The honourable member for Monbulk spelt out the
basis for the legislation. He explained the process and
pointed out that the bill does not seek to reduce the
power of local government. The process is necessary
for the purpose of consistency to remove the
duplication that has built up over the years. Local
government will have to comply with the guidelines.
As I have indicated, they will be prepared as a result of
consultation in which local government will play a key
role.
The honourable member for Mitcham and the
honourable member for Ivanhoe raised an appropriate
point concerning the role of Australia Post and the need
for certainty and clarification of postcode boundaries. I
am happy to take up the suggestion that I contact
Australia Post about the changes the Victorian
government is making through this agreed position to
improve clarity in the identification of places. I shall
ask that Australia Post similarly give consideration to
being more flexible in its postcodes.
Some honourable members will remember the fuss and
outcry - this is indicative of people resisting
change - when the SE2 and SE6 designations were
changed to postcode numbers. We have learnt to adapt
to the postcode numbers, but it is important that big
organisations like Australia Post are able to meet the
needs of local communities. I will ensure that that
position is put to Australia Post to see whether the
situation can be improved.
The honourable member for Carrum referred to the
importance of the legislation in facilitating quick
emergency service responses. That is one of the reasons
for the change - to establish improved place name
procedures. The legislation will ensure that the names
are on the Internet and they will be added immediately
to the state digital map base, which is the basis for
emergency service responses such as the ambulance,
fire brigade and police.
In conclusion, I recognise the important role the
Surveyor-General has played as a member of the Place
Names Committee and in bringing this legislation to the
house so smoothly. I look forward to his ongoing
involvement in the preparation of the guidelines and
any regulations and their implementation. I thank the
members of the Place Names Committee, which will
cease to function once the legislation is proclaimed. It
will be replaced by a panel from which committees will
be appointed for the purposes spelt out in the
legislation.
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I hope we can continue under this new process to
provide names which are evocative, which recognise
our history and special natural features of significance,
which recognise special persons involved in particular
areas and which fill the wide range of needs for place
names in Victoria. I thank all honourable members for
their contributions and commend the bill.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages

EDUCATION (TEACHERS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 February; motion of
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General).

Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - The opposition
fully supports the legislation. Nothing is more
important than protecting young people and keeping
them safe from breaches of the special trust that exists
between teachers and students. There have been far too
many reports recently of depravity, attacks and vile
activity, particularly in the non-government sector that
is the subject of this legislation. The opposition is
pleased to add more strength to the ann of the
Registered Schools Board, which has the authority to
automatically disqualify a teacher on being infonned of
a conviction on a sexual offence charge.

The Education Act already provides a process for
dealing with these matters, but as the minister's
second-reading speech points out the process is
prolonged and cumbersome. It involves a number of
steps and there is a lack of connection between those
steps. Opportunities are provided for communication to
fall by the wayside or for cases not to be adequately
pursued. Situations that should be dealt with
immediately involve a series of actions that may take
months, if not years, to be completed effectively.
I note that the present act allows people not required to
be registered as teachers to teach instrumental music,
choral music, voice production and religion, which
enables them to escape the existing process. These
paraprofessionals will now be captured by the
provisions of the bill.
Changes have already been made to the regulations
dealing with teachers in the government sector. A
comparable set of provisions under which the level of
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proof is a fmding on the balance of probabilities rather
than a finding beyond reasonable doubt is applied to
incidents investigated by the Department of Education.
There are comparable levels for processes dealing with
both government and non-government sectors that
move a little beyond the level of a conviction of guilt to
a finding that there is a high level of probability that an
event occurred. That may cause concern from a civil
liberties perspective, but I think the seriousness of the
issues being dealt with requires legislators to move into
this potentially troublesome area.
Section 35 of the Education Act defmes sexual offences
against or involving children. To glance through the list
of offences is an eye-opening exercise because of the
level of depravity and the seriousness of the offences
considered by the legislation, particularly bearing in
mind the potential impact of offences of this type on
young people's lives. The experiences of young people
who have been the victims of crimes of this sort particularly when they come forward later in life and
talk about their experiences - attest to the dramatic,
long-lasting and socially and emotionally crippling
impact these offences can have both in childhood and in
adulthood. The nature of the activities covered by the
legislation should not be dealt with lightly.
Clause 5 inserts proposed section 41 A, which provides
for automatic disqualification from teaching if a person
is convicted or found guilty of a sexual offence. This is
a streamlining provision that fast-tracks the automatic
consequences of a guilty fmding for a sexual offence.
Clause 6 amends section 43( I) to provide that the
Registered Schools Board may cancel the registration
ofa school if the employing authority of the school
employs as a teacher a person it knew was disqualified
from teaching under section 41 A(3).
This is an appropriate sanction to hold over a school. It
sends a message that schools must be vigilant and have
responsibility to adhere to the provisions of that section
of the Education Act and that the consequences are
severe if that responsibility is not taken seriously.
Clause 7 amends section 44 of the act to provide that a
person disqualified from teaching under section 41 A( 3)
must not teach any subject in a school. I presume that
provision particularly picks up the instances of
paraprofessionals who can be employed under a
specified contract to teach, perhaps, instrumental music,
choral music, voice production or religion.
The opposition sought to establish the views of a
number of interested parties about this bill. The
feedback was support, particularly from the Catholic
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Education Office and the Association of Independent
Schools of Victoria.
I was interested to also receive conunent about the bill
from the Independent Education Union of Australia.
Although it certainly has no difficulties with the bill, it
was interested that the second-reading speech referred
to consultation with the Registered Schools Board.
Although principals are represented on it, that board has
no teacher representation. Obviously the consultation
process collapsed at that point, as it were. The
Independent Education Union represents more than
70 per cent of the teachers who will be affected by the
legislation, yet the views of its members were not
sought. I am sure the government would have received
strong support for the bill from that organisation; it is a
pity the government appears to have an ideological
barrier against talking to employee associations. That
means the consultation processes are incomplete and
the job has not been done properly. Such important
legislation warrants a thorough canvassing of the views
of those who will be affected. I certainly have a
reservation about the government's consultative
process.
A concern has been raised with me, in my discussions
with various people, about the scrutiny of other
employees who may have either constant or incidental
contact with students in the schools affected by the
legislation. They may be administrators, maintenance
staff, cleaners or other contractors who would be drawn
into contact with students. The bill is silent on such
matters. I ask the Minister for Tertiary Education and
Training to ask the Minister for Education whether any
scrutiny is proposed.
The children's services regulations have a broader
coverage than any coverage contemplated in this bill.
Those regulations refer to the need for police checks on
staff who come into contact with students or young
people, as distinct from the type of coverage provided
by this bill, which is limited to those who teach as
registered teachers or teachers hired for specific
purposes. The opposition supports the measures in the
bill. The issue - the subject of the bill- is significant
and the community expects these sorts of measures
from its legislators.
I shall briefly turn to a matter which is of interest to the
community and which has some relevance to the bill. In
examining the bill the opposition considered the impact
of the ability of a teacher to keep an eye on every
student in a class, the need to have a sufficiently small
class to ensure every student is in class and that the
class does not have too many students to allow
adequate scrutiny.
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Mr E. R. Smith - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, this is a narrow bill and many honourable
members wish to contribute to the debate. The
legislation concerns paedophiles and has nothing to do
with the sizes of classes, a matter that the honourable
member for Footscray appears to be obsessed withusually incorrectly. He should be brought back to the
bill, which is concise and about - Mr MildenhaU interjected.

Mr E. R. Smith - It is not about class sizes but
about paedophiles in schools.
Mr MILDENHALL - On the point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, before I was interrupted I was
talking about truancy and students who are inside and
outside classrooms, thereby potentially exposing
themselves to some form of danger. Students who are
outside inunediate supervision would certainly be in the
category of being subjected to the sorts of offences
covered by the bill.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A. F. Plowman)Order! I uphold the point of order raised by the
honourable member for Glen Waverley. When the
honourable member for Footscray raised the issue he
said it may have some bearing on the bill, but at that
stage of the debate it had no bearing. I ask the
honourable member to adhere to what he said he would
do and return to the debate on the bill.

Mr MILDENHALL - It has been of some
concern that in visits to schools my attempts to
establish the current levels of supervision of students,
whether they be in the classroom or marked as absent,
seem to be grossly inadequate. I have received reports
from schools that up to 10 per cent of secondary school
students may be absent at anyone time.
Mr E. R. Smith - What has that got to do with the
bill?

Mr MILDENHALL - My reports about students
who legally should be at school but are left roaming
shopping centres or left unsupervised, and who are
obviously more vulnerable than students who are at
school, are something the government should be
concerned about.
Mr Honeywood - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, this narrow bill focuses on the teaching
service. The fact that a young truant mayor may not
choose to roam the streets, as the honourable member
hypothesises, surely has little to do with a particular
teacher's alleged involvement in paedophilia. To take
the hypothesis of the honourable member for Footscray
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further, it would more than likely not be the teacher
given that at the time the young truant is roaming the
streets the teacher is presumably in the classroom rather
than deserting his classroom to chase him.
The honourable member is drawing a long bow. The
bill is about the teaching service, not about what
people do on the street outside the school.
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there is adequate supervision. It is a continual
disappointment that I cannot get accurate figures on
truancy. The department says it does not keep any and
leaves it to the schools. It has pulled out the regional
staff who are capable of following up complaints,
including the district liaison principals, who had some
responsibility in the area.

Mr Cameron - On the point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, when one looks at the issue of truancy, one
has to ask why a student plays truant. One of the
reasons may well be that the teacher is a paedophile or
a sexual offender. If a truancy officer or someone else
does not get hold of the student and ask those specific
questions, the information may not come out. The issue
of truancy relates to the question of the apprehension of
paedophilic teachers.

There is a great gul f between the government's
philosophy and its willingness and capacity to provide
resources. I hope the department will adequately staff
the Registered Schools Board so it can watch over the
matters brought before the courts and ensure the
provisions in the bill are enforced. I wish the
government had a far better track record. Some of its
public statements are eminently supportable, but its
incapacity, its failure to resource and its absolute
leap--

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A. F. Plowrnan)Order! I have heard enough on the point of order. I
uphold it on the basis that on a previous occasion I
drew the honourable member for Footscray back to the
issue before the Chair. The bill is about the teaching
profession, not about the behaviour of students in or
outside the classroom. I ask the honourable member for
Footscray to come back to the debate.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A. F. Plowman)Order! I have ruled on the honourable member's
remarks twice already. If the honourable member refers
to the bill, I suggest he will see that its main purpose is
to provide for the disqualification of teachers found
guilty of sexual offences involving children. I ask the
honourable member to return to the bill or I will call the
next speaker.

Mr Mll..DENHALL - I would have thought the
likelihood of students being in situations where they
would be vulnerable to the offences covered by the bill
was germane to the debate. One could assume from the
bill that the offences actually occur in the classroom.
My advice is that they often occur in informal
classroom situations during extracurricular activities or
on the weekends.

Mr MILDENHALL - In conclusion, Mr Acting
Speaker, the house is being asked to assume that the
government's determination to implement matches its
enthusiasm to legislate. Making that assumption, the
opposition believes the seriousness of the topics we are
debating warrants a level of government incursion that
will attract only muted criticism from a civil liberties
perspective and certainly none that members on this
side would entertain. The opposition believes that a
public debate on these matters is important. The
measure is timely and appropriate given the serious
incidents which I am sure have prompted its
introduction and which are of such concern to the
community. The bill contains a streamlined capacity to
act, which we also support. The opposition wishes the
bill a speedy passage through both houses.

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A. F. Plowman)Order! I ask the honourable member for Footscray to
return to the debate.
Mr MILDENHALL - The simple fact is that the
government cannot account for its students'
whereabouts. The responses I have received after
attempting to find out where students are include
statements such as 'We do not keep figures on truancy'
and 'We do not know whether our students are in
classrooms or whether there are teachers looking after
them or whether they are involved in extracurricular
activities'. The government leaves it up to schools and
says it is all their fault.

The government is enthusiastic about legislating, but it
is a different matter when it comes to providing the
enforcement, the scrutiny and the resources to ensure

Government amendment circulated by
Mr HONEYWOOD (Minister for Tertiary Education
and Training) pursuant to sessional orders.

Mr ELDER (Ripon) - The government
acknowledges the support of the opposition, in
particular the honourable member for Footscray, for the
bill. However, I would have expected him to take the
high moral ground in supporting the bill rather than
trying to politicise it for his own and his party's benefit.
He raised some issues that need correction - namely,
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his concern about the student-teacher ratios in Victorian
schools and the quality of care that students are
receiving. Although that has tenuous links with the bill,
given the amount of time he was allowed to address the
subject, it requires a rebuttal.

today in support of the bill, including his far-reaching
expose of student-teacher ratios in Victorian schools. I
thought we may have even got down to discussing the
types of biscuits in the staffioorns of schools across the
state, but we did not descend that far!

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Penin) - Order!
The honourable member for Ripon has a problem. I
understand the previous speaker was made to confine
his comments to the bill, which is very narrow. I ask the
honourable member for Ripon not to stray into that
area.

Since gaining office this government has had an
excellent record in the education, safety and welfare of
students in Victorian schools. That has been a high
priority of the government. It introduced a number of
programs that support those priorities, including the
code of conduct and the trespass laws. It freed up the
visiting teacher service so that students gained access
to quality staff when they required it. Under this
government the quality of teachers has improved
consistently in Victorian schools. It has put enormous
amounts of money into training and professional
development for teachers. The government has put in
place rules that leave the community and teachers in no
doubt that it will not allow misconduct to take place in
Victorian schools.

Mr ELDER- Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. I
was looking for leeway of at least a couple of minutes
to address the issues raised by the honourable member
for Footscray, but obviously that is not going to happen.
It would be fruitless to rebut him along the lines that
student-teacher ratios in Victoria are better than they
are in New South Wales under the Carr Labor
government and better than they are in Queensland.
The government stands by that and believes Victoria's
student-teacher ratio is better than the national average
and certainly better that the other-Mr Mlldenhall- On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker-The ACflNG SPEAKER - Order! Before the
honourable member for Footscray raises his point of
order, I point out that the honourable member for Ripon
is now starting to invite points of order. I suggest that
he does not cover that area again in the remainder of his
speech.
Mr MlldenhaU - In the interests of the consistency
of rulings in this place, Mr Acting Speaker, given that
you may not have been in the chair at the time, I point
out that I was not even able to begin to make my
allegations about class sizes. Given that I was
successfully corralled in this very narrow debate I
would have thOUght that providing an opportunity for
rebuttal by a member of the government would be
totally out of order. I seek your assistance, Mr Acting
Speaker, in ensuring that members of the government
are likewise constrained.
The ACTING SPEAKER - I uphold the point of
order. I had already pulled up the honourable member
for Ripon and suggested that he not stray into that area.
I hope he will now get back to the narrow bill before
the house.
Mr ELDER - Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. I
am pleased that you gave me some leeway, as the
previous speaker did for the honourable member for
Footscray. I listened intently to his address to the house

It introduced mandatory reporting of child abuse in
Victorian schools - something the former government
was never able to do - and has supported that with the
necessary funding, which cost millions of dollars. The
government has introduced police checks for teachers.
That resulted from a recommendation of an all-party
parliamentary committee that mandatory police checks
be introduced for all teachers, both those employed in
the system at the time and those commencing
employment. There is no doubt that this is sending a
very clear message to teachers and to the community
that teachers who have something to hide will not be
allowed to teach in Victorian schools.
The government also introduced new disciplinary
procedures for teachers in government schools that
really let them know that it means business. That is
unlike what happened under the former government. I
am not knocking the honourable member for Footscray
because he was not part of the former regime, but the
disciplinary procedures and practices for removing
teachers from our school system under the previous
government were fairly ineffectual. The disciplinary
panels before which teachers appeared had a
representative from the teacher unions who had
absolutely no interest in the schools or the students.
That representative was interested only in looking after
the people who paid their dues. The present
government has done away with the kangaroo courts
and has moved forward to disciplinary procedures that
can be initiated far more quickly. I have had discussions
with honourable members opposite and there is no
doubt that there is considerable opposition support for
this procedure.
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The government has also been actively working over
the past six years to get a national strategy to deal with
paedophiles in schools, not just in Victoria but right
across Australia. People who have convictions in other
states can no longer hide because police checks now
also cover previous activity in other states.
This bill means that regardless of the school their
children attend, parents of children in Victorian schools,
and I include myself, will know those safeguards go
part of the way towards looking after the interests of
their children. Parents can have peace of mind that the
government and the opposition in this state are working
to safeguard the interests of their children from
paedophile-type activities. With hindsight, the previous
government should have introduced those changes
many years ago. There is a lot of evidence coming
forward now from people who were abused in both
government and non-government schools decades ago.
When people are sexually interfered with at a young
age by people they are taught to respect and trust it
often takes them a considerable time to find the strength
to come forward and report incidents. It is unfortunate
that the previous government did not have the intestinal
fortitude that this government had, with the support of
the opposition, to introduce the changes many years
ago. A lot of the heartache that is currently being felt as
a result of past experience would thus have been
avoided.
The bill disqualifies from teaching persons who are
convicted or found guilty of sexual offences involving
children. The government has taken a tough line in that
respect. Where someone has been found guilty of a
sexual offence involving children and has a conviction,
that action is automatically taken against them Where
there is a fmding of guilt for a crime which is - I hate
to say it - of a lesser degree and not as vile as other
acts, offenders may get community-based orders or
something similar. The government believes that is not
good enough in Victorian schools. We should send a
strong message to people who act in an improper way
towards children in our schools: such action will not be
tolerated. It is not appropriate for a person convicted or
found guilty of a sexual offence involving a child to be
teaching in our schools.
The main thrust of the bill is to cover the
non-government sector. The government has been
pushing the non-government sector to introduce police
checks for teachers in the system so that they fall in line
with many ofthe safeguards that are currently in place
in our state system. We have found that in the past
teachers were not automatically disqualified pending an
appeal. The government now has taken the tough action
of immediate disqualification; teachers are not moved
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into a bureaucratic position or, as happened in the past,
moved to other schools where they could continue to
offend against society. The government has taken very
strong action: these teachers should be disqualified
from teaching.
The government believes the protection of the child is
paramount in this case. In some instances charges have
been heard and the teacher has not been found guilty;
however, the government believes its first order is to
protect the child, which is why it has taken this very
tough action. The government hopes the
non-government sector is doing everything it possibly
can in the area and is following a large number of
initiatives that have been introduced in government
schools. I commend those schools in that regard. The
minister has offered them continuing support.
Honourable members have raised the cost of
performing police checks. The minister has made
available the resources of the government to assist the
checking of teachers in the non-government sector. The
Catholic Education Office has been included in
discussions.
This is a narrow bill. I thank the opposition for its
support. As a parent I will have peace of mind thanks to
the actions the government has taken. The provisions
will certainly offer more protection to children in
Victorian state schools and the non-government sector.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) - I am pleased to
support the Education (Teachers) Bill. I was hoping to
get in a few sentences about the stop-work meeting by
the Maribyrnong teachers in Queen's Park today.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order!
It is a very narrow debate; you will not be allowed.
Mrs MADDIGAN - Parents have a right to
assume their children are safe when they are at school.
That assumption and belief of parents has been
shattered over the past few years because of the many
reports about offences against children, particularly the
much publicised ones in the Catholic education system.
The bill is obviously a sensible approach to ensuring
that procedures relating to non-government schools are
brought into line with state schools and are simplified.
The bill covers teachers who were not covered by the
Teachers Registration Board - teachers of
instrumental music, choral music, voice production and,
of course, religion.
Other problems worthy of consideration stem from the
bill- and I am not sure whether legislative
procedures can be taken to overcome them - but
when the bill was introduced I was reminded of a story
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that was told to me by the mother of children from a
large Catholic family. Her sons all attended the same
school. When one of her older sons was in a classroom
there was some discussion that one of the teachers had
made incorrect advances to the boy. Quite rightly, the
mother of the boy concerned reported the incident to
the school. She was then informed that the teacher was
sent to another state for counselling. Imagine her
surprise when her youngest son attended the same
school 10 years later and the first person she saw was
that teacher in question who had returned after
presumably having some sort of treatment. I am not
sure what it was and I do not think she ever found out.
Parents expect a great deal from schools in terms of
protecting their children and avoiding that sort of thing.
The problem concerning the Catholic Education Office
is that those people have not been convicted. There is a
real concern that because it is an embarrassing
situation and schools do not want bad publicity which is understandable - there is a tendency for
people to quietly get rid of people they see as a
problem and hope they will go somewhere else. That is
the last thing that parents in this state want. That can
also relate to people who have convictions.
The point the honourable member for Ripon made
about police checks would assist in that regard because
there would be a record of reporting instances
associated with certain teachers even if no cases had
been before the courts. The bill is extremely good; it
helps to overcome some of the problems associated
with people who have been convicted or perhaps have
lost ajob at one school and are then employed in
another school. Again, children are at risk if schools do
not have any idea of the background of the teachers
they have employed.
I raise another area for consideration by the state
government relating specifically to teaching in tertiary
institutions, particularly TAFEs and universities. This is
relevant to secondary school students because of VET
and other programs that are in place. The Dual
Pathways program is another example. Obviously,
these students are not covered by the provisions of this
bill or by the provisions of the Education Act which
relate to state schools and which have been in place for
many years. I should have thought the Minister for
Tertiary Education and Training might like to consider
that situation in the future. Last year at a Victorian
university one of the lecturers was charged with
knowingly passing on the AIDS virus. The person was
being employed at a university right up to the time the
charges were laid. The police investigations had
certainly been extensive in relation to that charge, so it
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would have been widely known that there was a severe
problem.
Although the person was charged with a number of
offences, young students who were obviously not in a
position to know how to deal with the situation were
put at risk and exposed. It is not only secondary school
students who may be involved in tertiary programs; it
can be students who are attending tertiary institutions or
TAFE colleges as well. The government might fmd it
worthwhile to consider what provisions it should put in
place to protect those institutions.
I agree with the point made by the honourable members
for Footscray and Ripon that these sorts of experiences
can have very long-ranging effects on children. In many
circumstances, particularly in the past, many of these
offences went unreported because children did not
understand what sorts of approaches were being made
to them or they were frightened to report to adults what
had happened to them at school. For many parents it
would be an unenviable situation. A child may come
home with stories of that nature and it is difficult to
know what action to take. We need as much protection
as possible from the government to ensure there are
mechanisms in place to protect our children to the
greatest extent. I congratulate the government on the
bill. I will not refer to class sizes because that has been
covered extensively by the honourable members for
Footscray and Ripon. I wholeheartedly support the bill
and ask the government to further investigate some of
the issues that are not covered by its provisions.
Mc nrxoN (Dromana) - I, too, support the bill
and the proposed amendments. Although the bill is
confined to non-government schools the thoughts and
the reasoning behind it are applicable to all school
children and to all teachers in the state. The willingness
to adequately protect children is a sign of a mature
society. The community must protect its young,
whether they be at school, at home or anywhere else, no
matter what situation they are in.

Schools have that responsibility for those times during
the week when children are away from the care of their
parents and their families and in school-related
situations. Schools have always played an important
role in the lives of children, but they play a vastly more
important role these days.
Given the disturbing effects the break-up of families
can have on children and given the fact that parents
have less time for their children these days because they
have a number of jobs or are busy with other pursuits,
often schools give children the only opportunity they
have for some consistency in their lives. I refer to such
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things as consistency in the type of discipline offered,
consistency of expectations and consistency of routine,
all of which many children do not experience at home.
That is what children expect when they come into the
school environment. Parents send them to school not
only for an academic education but also for a social
education, which they gain through a range of social
experiences with adults and with other children.
Through their academic life and their participation in
school sport and cultural activities, they also learn many
life skills, and not just in a formal sense. That highlights
the importance of schools in the upbringing of our
children.
The relationship between the teacher and the child is
paramount to the consistency of experience provided by
the school. To build a relationship with a child a teacher
must respect and love him or her. The onus is on the
teacher. That is reflected in how a teacher treats a child,
both inside and outside the classroom. It is obvious in
the way a teacher teaches a child and caters to his or her
academic abilities. It can be seen in the way a teacher
supports a child who is not achieving and encourages
that child to spread his or her wings. It is important that
a teacher treats each child as an individual.
A teacher has to be able to identify not only the
academic abilities but also the social strengths and
needs of children. The teacher must be able to teach
children not only academically but also by providing
experiences within the classroom or in sporting or
larger groups in a way that enables them to gain social
skills and learn to trust the teacher. I cannot stress too
highly the importance of a teacher's building trust and
developing a positive relationship with the children in
his or her care.
The honourable member for Pascoe Vale referred to the
expectations of parents. When parents send their
children to school they expect them to be in a safe
environment. Their first expectation is that they will
learn effectively, but they also expect them to feel
happy, safe and confident in that environment. All
parents have that expectation when they send their
children to school.
We trust teachers to teach our children properly and to
look after and respect them. Parents I have talked to are
pleased that the legislation has been introduced because
it will not only support teachers but also protect their
children. child, who is the object of this legislation, also
has expectations.
Children expect to be treated with respect by teachers,
to be given the opportunity to learn and to gain a range
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of experiences that enhance their self-worth and
improve their academic ability. A child also has the
right to feel safe and secure in the playground, in the
classroom and in the wider world of school camps and
excursions, not only with his or her peers but with the
teacher. All those factors work together to create an
atmosphere of confidence and trust that is good for
learning.
It is important that children learn to trust authority,
whether in the family or at school. The committing of
sexual and other offences against children has a
tremendous effect, not only on the victims but also on
their peers -it really knocks their trust in those in
authority. It is important that schools train children to
trust and have confidence in those in authority.
This is a practical bill, which, as the honourable
member for Ripon said, is long awaited. A lot of
children attend non-government schools, and they
deserve the same protection as that given to children in
other schools in the state. These days children often
move from one system to the other, so the need for
consistency is obvious. This bill is a good example of
the legislation the government has introduced to protect
children. Schools, parent groups, teachers and the
Department of Education are all there for the good of
the child. Therefore, the target of any education
legislation must be children.
Now that all schools will have access to the protection
the legislation offers, it is important that they use it.
There will now be no excuse for holding back: the
reporting of any incidents is now mandatory. The bill
will work to keep out of the school system the sorts of
teachers who are not wanted and who should never
have been there in the first place.
Having been to a non-government school and having
had some connection with all the schools in my
electorate, including non-government schools, I know
there are many situations in ordinary school1ife where
schools need to protect children. No matter whether in
the classroom, in the playground, in before or
after-school care or on excursions, camps and sports
activities, schools have a legal responsibility to look
after the children in their care - and that entails not
only having the proper equipment but also appropriate
staffmg levels. Teachers are mindful of all that.
The importance of supervision is a critical aspect of the
legislation. Schools need the legislation, which will
enable them to take advantage of every opportunity to
protect the children in their care. Finally, I again reflect
on the importance of children having the confidence gained from school, from home, and from the wider
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community - to know when they are being threatened
by an adult, including somebody employed by the
school.
They need to be able recognise the abuse and have the
confidence to report it to their parents, their teachers or
some other adult they respect. In most cases schools do
not know that a child has been interfered with or abused
until the child comes forward and says something about
it. The child must have the confidence to do that, and
schools and parents must also be able to recognise, take
seriously and act on any approach ofthis nature by a
child. If the child knows he or she has been listened to
and justice has been done - for example, the teacher
can never teach again and must undergo a prison
sentence - that child also knows that society wants to
protect him or her. Even though the child has suffered a
negative experience, he or she will know that society
has at least responded and he or she can get on with life.
I commend the bill to the house and congratulate the
government on it.
Mr CAMERON (8endigo West)- I thank the
house for the opportunity to make a contribution to the
debate on the Education (Teachers) Bill. The purpose of
the bill is to disqualify any teacher who is found guilty
of sexual offences against children. The bill has the
support of the government, the opposition and the
Victorian community, particularly parents.
It is important to distinguish what occurs when
someone has been convicted of offending against
children. The bjll goes to what happens at that point.
The topic of offences against children is raised
increasingly, but it is a topic that was once shunned. It
is now openly discussed in the community, which has
had repercussions on how children deal with the
experience.
Over recent years we have heard about the experiences
of older people who suffered sexual abuse when they
were children. We have been able to talk about the
subject and learn from their experiences so that we can
try to prevent it occurring to the current generation of
children. Mandatory reporting has helped to bring about
this situation.
If there is openness children can be alerted to what can
happen, and that will make them more willing to come
forward than they have been in the past. Everything
must be done to encourage the apprehension of
offenders, but it is also critical to consider what
happens when a person is found guilty. The legislation
goes to that question because it disqualifies offenders
from further teaching and prevents their again being
placed in positions of trust.
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The previous system used to prevent teachers who had
offended from teaching again was cumbersome. This
legislation will make it simple. No longer will there be
argument about whether a person who is convicted but
who offended at the lower end of the scale and did not
receive a custodial sentence should be able to continue
to teach. The legislation sets out clearly and
unequivocally that if a person is found guilty of such an
offence he or she has breached a position of trust and
will not be given the opportunity to breach that trust
again.
We want children to be safe. We do not want those who
have been apprehended to be able to get back into the
system by allowing them to move to another school
where they may re-offend. I reiterate that the legislation
has the support of the government, the opposition and
the community.

Mr ROWE (Cranboume) - It is pleasing to
support the legislation, which was a major
recommendation of the former Crime Prevention
Committee following its inquiry into sexual assault
against children. Legislation covering teachers in
government schools was enacted rapidly, and it is
pleasing that the same sort oflegislation will now be in
place for teachers in the private sector.
All honourable members find the effects on children
who have been assaulted by adults to be abhorrent. It
destroys those children's trust in the world for the rest
of their lives. The evidence on paedophilic activity
given to the committee both here and overseas moved
me and all the other members of the committee.
It is very pleasing that the house, with the support of the
opposition, will pass this legislation to ensure that
private schools have the same protection as the public
sector. I support the bill and I wish it a speedy passage.

Mr LIM (Clayton) - It is not common for the
opposition to agree with the government on legislation,
but we on this side of the house heartily support the
government's introduction of this measure to protect
our children. The bill brings into line the conduct of
teachers in the private sector with that of teachers in the
government sector.
My contribution will be made from the perspective of
the effect of a bill of this nature on the ethnic
community. I speak from practical experience of
people who have suffered trauma when their children
have been violated by teachers. My comments relate
particularly to the Asian community, especially those
who have been dislocated from Indochina where there
is a traditional respect for education.
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Many of these people have struggled to resettle
themselves in this cmU1try, and education is very
important to them. They would deprive themselves of
everything to enable their children to go to the best
schools possible. Many of them have sent their children
to private schools. I have seen an incident in which a
teacher exploited their natural inclination to trust the
teacher wholeheartedly. In their cultural background
teachers symbolise authority, trust and perfection.
Teachers are regarded as equal to parents and therefore
are to be trusted.
A family in my electorate suffered a traumatic
experience after running away from civil war and
persecution only to be put through more trauma
because of their vulnerability. I shall not go into detail.
The bill is to be commended because it will send a
powerful signal to potential offenders that they will not
get away with this sort of offence. It is also sending a
powerful message to parents telling them they now
have something to look to for protection. In practical
terms it would be very useful ifthe bill could be
disseminated in the ethnic community, especially
among recent arrivals.
A constituent of mine, not from an Indochinese
background but from an Anglo background, told me
that the bill does not go far enough and suggested that
we should go all the way to a state register of child sex
offenders, as is done in some states in America. A
document of that nature that is open, public and
accessible at any time, perhaps at the local police
station, would enable people to know straight away
when a paedophile moves into their neighbourhood and
they could take appropriate measures to protect
themselves.
By the same token I have been advised that to go to that
extent would be extreme and would make the life of an
offender who subsequently tried to correct him or
herself a misery.
I do not know the best solution. Most children regard
teachers as role models, as indeed they should, and as
figures of authority they can trust and look up to. The
bill will go a long way towards protecting our
vulnerable children, especially during their tender years
as they are acquiring the knowledge and skills
necessary to become meaningful citizens of this state. I
wholeheartedly commend the bill.
Mr LEAN (Carrum) - It is my delight to make a
contribution to the debate on the Education (Teachers)
Bill. I listened with interest to the honourable member
for Dromana, who prior to entering this place was well
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known as an educationalist in his own right. It is always
good to listen to people with teaching experience and to
hear them speak from the heart about what teaching is
all about. I also listened with interest to some of our
legal experts from both sides of the chamber who spoke
about the situations they have come across.
What comes back to me from the teaching profession
can be summed up in one simple word - trust.
Students have always held their teachers in high
esteem, given them utmost trust, looked up to them and
treated them as role models. To suddenly be let down
by being maltreated by a teacher would be an absolute
disaster. The situation has been looked at and controls
have been introduced in government schools, but it has
been let go for too long in private schools not only in
this state but throughout Australia.
I congratulate the government on developing this bill to
make sure that nobody in the teaching profession who
mistreats or abuses a child, whether found guilty of an
offence and convicted or just found guilty of an
offence, can get away with it in the future. As I said, I
think the word 'trust' is the most significant word in
any teaching situation. I commend the bill and also
congratulate the government on the active work it is
doing to develop a national strategy to keep
paedophiles out of schools.
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) - I support this
important bill. As a parent of two young children, one
aged seven years and the other aged five years, with
another child due in two weeks, the issue of paedophilia
in schools and in the general community is of major
concern to me.

One of my previous occupations was as a youth
worker in a residential unit of homeless teenagers. A
lot of those homeless teenagers had been victims of
paedophilia, although not necessarily at school, and
there is no doubt it has an enormous effect not only in
their immediate lives but for the rest oftheir lives. That
is clearly of concern to all ofus.
It is also, I might add, an enormous financial burden on

the state because a lot of these people require
counselling, and that does not come free of charge.
There is a cost involved in getting over such attacks.
I know the bill is narrow and I am aware that the
honourable member for Footscray tried to address other
aspects, but there are other things the government could
do to broaden the scope of the protection provided for
children. For example, a school in my electorate was
terribly concerned about reports that three young people
had been picked up on the way to school. Although it
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does not involve teachers at a school, it is an issue that
affects the entire school.
The fear that someone was loitering around the school
went through the whole school community - the
teachers, the parents and the students. The incident is
over and the problem did not eventuate, but there are
other things the government could do to improve the
policing of schools. For example, the fencing around
schools is sometimes inadequate protection for students
from people loitering around the area. There are other
matters one could look at apart from the teachers.
The bill specifically covers teaching in non-government
schools. It sets out clearly and fairly the processes that
will in future be followed in both government and
non-government schools. I commend the bill.
Mrs PEULICH (Bentleigh) - I support the
Education (Teachers) Bill. The issue of sexual
misconduct by teachers has been of enormous concern
to me for many years, certainly during my 14 years of
teaching in the state system and as a faculty head for a
number of those years.

I was glad that the government took the initiative in the
first term of this Parliament to introduce police checks
of teachers in government schools. It was an issue
about which I felt strongly and of which I had some
personal experience. I remember a couple of teachers
in the school where I taught who were renowned
sexual offenders. Most teachers, including the
principal, turned a blind eye. I remember reading a
student's journal about the teacher visiting the student
during free periods and having a sexual relationship
despite an age difference of some 25 years. Eventually,
when the principal could do nothing but act, the
teacher was merely moved to another schoolpresumably free to continue that sort of conduct on
other unsuspecting and vulnerable young people. The
fact that that incident occurred at a secondary and not a
primary school does not excuse the behaviour of a
professional who, under the Education Act, has an
important duty of care.
I am pleased that the opposition supports this small but
significant bill. It will prevent sexual offenders and
paedophiles switching from a system where that sort of
behaviour has been banned to a system where there
could be an obvious loophole for them to continue that
misconduct.
I was disappointed to hear the shadow minister for
education attempting to link the bill to class sizes. He
somehow trivialised the issue. I was glad the Chair at
the time did not allow the opposition spokesman to
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continue with that line of debate. I hope he realised the
old argument that safety in numbers somewhat
mitigates against his case. I am sure he saw the false
direction in which the argument was heading and
promptly dropped his line of argument.
The honourable member for Essendon said the new
direction was sensible and expressed her support. I
welcome that. The government has stated its desire to
see a high calibre of teachers with professional conduct
in our schools. It has introduced flexible staffing to
ensure schools get the best teachers. It has introduced
mandatory reporting, disciplinary procedures for
teachers in government schools, codes of conduct,
police checks and trespass laws to deal with gangs and
intruders. Those measures can only improve the quality
ofleaming and our teaching environment. Whether in
our roles as parents or teachers, we all know that
learning best occurs in an environment of mutual
respect and trust. I was happy to see the loophole
closed.
The honourable member for Essendon also mentioned
her desire to have the bill's provisions extended to
TAFE and university establishments. One must take the
age of the people involved into consideration when
talking about duty of care; a duty of care would
probably not need to be as strict for perhaps 18, 19 or
20-year-olds. Also, other laws are in place to deal with
those issues - for example, the spreading of AIDS
knowingly to unsuspecting victims is a crime. Recently
somebody has been prosecuted under the government's
legislation. Also, harassment laws are in place.
During my completion of four tertiary qualifications I
was subjected to the sorts of misconduct referred to in
the bill. A well-known holder of public office is known
as the lecturer from whom you could get 'an A for a
lay'! I recall meeting that person in his office to discuss
a particular matter. The door was locked and he chased
me around the room.
Mr E. R. Smith interjected.
Mrs PEULICH - I promptly dealt with him in the
appropriate way. That sort of behaviour is inappropriate
and unacceptable, but I would expect universities and
TAFE colleges to have procedures in place to deal with
such misconduct. An extension of the reforms, now
being introduced into schools through this legislation,
to the TAFE and university sectors would not be the
best way to go.
As a mother and a former teacher I am grateful that the
loophole has been closed by the introduction of this
bill. A teachers who may be a sexual offender will no
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longer have a place in a non-government or
government school. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms CAMP BELL (Pascoe Vale)- I support the
bill and join with other honourable members in stating
categorically that inappropriate sexual behaviour in our
primary and secondary schools is totally unacceptable. I
support the fact that once a person has been found
guilty of such misconduct and has clearly breached a
position of trust he or she is not only unwelcome but
should not be allowed to practise as a teacher in
Victoria.
Many families have the mistaken belief that the
attendance of their children at non-government schools
provides them with a better education or a safer
environment. However, the documented cases of
sexual abuse against children in Victoria show that a
large number of cases have occurred in the
non-government sector, particularly in schools and
institutions where wards of the state were not only
housed but also educated. I am pleased the bill has
been introduced, and I encourage the Minister for
Education to continue looking at other initiatives to
ensure our children are safe from sexual harassment or
abuse at school.
As I said, many years ago parents mistakenly held the
belief that their children would be safe from abuse and
would get a better education if they attended church
schools. That is not the case. I encourage the minister to
explore with educational institutions the possibility of
having clearly explained to students exactly what is
meant by duty of care. Although such a procedure is in
place now, it could be improved dramatically. Students
must understand the state legislation governing
mandatory reporting.

The honourable member for Bentleigh mentioned a
case at a school where she previously taught of teaching
staff who knew of a person's totalIy inappropriate and,
it could be suggested, illegal behaviour. Apparently the
teachers adopted a code of silence. Some teachers are
still prepared to keep their mouths closed and some
principals will close their eyes to what is happening in
their schools between teachers and students simply to
maintain the schools' status.
We also need in-service training on mandatory
reporting for teachers who are now employed in
schools. We have enough in-service days in Victoria to
ensure that all Victorian teachers are put through an
in-service day and trained in the requirements of
mandatory reporting. In that venue they can be fortified,
if they have any doubts, to speak out against
inappropriate and sexual behaviour in their schools.
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I shall give one example. I will not mention the name of
the school but I will provide a copy of today's Hansard
to the principal of the school in question. A person now
employed as a member of the ground staff at a
Victorian non-government country school was
convicted of abuse against children in Western
Australia. He has transferred across to work as part of
the ground staff in a Victorian schooL The community
in which he lived has ensured there is a code of silence.
The issue has been raised with the school principal. If
the principal does not act, that school will be named
here at the next opportunity.
Many people visit members of Parliament in their
electorate offices to explain what has happened to their
families. Sometimes they ask us to act and at other
times they say, 'No, Ijust want to let you know what is
occurring so that my suspicions can be tested on
somebody else'. We give people advice but, as a result
of the bill, members of Parliament dealing with people
who come to their offices with questions regarding
behaviour in schools in their electorates will be fortified
and feel able to ring the school principal concerned and
say that such conduct is not on. Because paedophiles
are renowned recidivists, we will ensure that no person
is allowed to continue teaching in our schools or
continue working within the school environment if we
have been informed that he or she exercises his or her
position of trust in a totally inappropriate manner.
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - I am pleased to join the
debate on the bilL A few years ago I was a member of
the former Crime Prevention Committee which
travelled the world inquiring into the effects of the
sexual abuse of children. It was not a pleasurable task.
We interviewed offenders and victims and we went into
gaols and talked to people who had been through the
system and who were being rehabilitated. The
unfortunate part about it is that paedophiles, people
who have abused children, continue to offend - they
are habitual offenders.
During one of the meetings when we were
interviewing members from the Department of
Education, I described a case in which I had been
involved where a mother had come to me to say that
her husband had abused their grandchild. The husband
was a school teacher, and, as has been mentioned
earlier, the school principals chose to ignore the
offence and instead move the teacher around the
district. That teacher left the state government system,
apparently with a clean record, and went into the
private sector to teach at a Catholic schooL It became
evident that this person was a continual offender.
Eventually, he was charged and went through the
courts. My concern was that this person had left the
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state school system with a clean criminal record. He
had been convicted while a member of the Catholic
teaching profession, but he could have resigned or
been sacked from that organisation and been able to
come back into the state system without any fear of
being tracked down because there was no requirement
for teachers to reveal their criminal history. There were
no police checks.
I congratulate the Department of Education because
within 24 hours of that public hearing it had introduced
protocols to ensure that teachers who were involved in
the state school system had to have a police check
whenever they were to teach children or take
promotions. I am pleased the legislation now closes the
loophole and ensures te:achers in the private system will
go through the same rigorous process in an attempt to
keep these bits of scum out of the teaching profession.
My children are past the school stage, but my
grandchildren are also very dear to me, and I do not
believe any parent or grandparent should have to be
concerned about teachers who are convicted
paedophiles being able to manhandle their children.
As I said earlier, these offenders continue to re-offend.
It is apparent there is no real cure for them. I have been
into the gaols and discussed it with people in Victoria,
New South Wales, Queensland and overseas, and
although attempts have been made to cure them they
continue to re-offend. It is an unfortunate situation. It
does not matter if they are castrated, chemically or
physically; the desire is still there to mutilate and offend
against young kids.
I commend the government for introducing the
legislation and the opposition for supporting it. The
Victorian community will rest much easier when it
knows all the loopholes have been closed off and that
people who teach our children - and my
grandchildren - will be taken care of by the
legislation.

Mr COLE (Melbourne) - I support the bill and
endorse most of the comments that have already been
made. My speech will obviously be fairly short, given
that we are closing a loophole relating to the treatment
of people who have been convicted of sexual offences
against children. We have to do something such as this
because we cannot take the risk of allowing people who
have been convicted of crimes against children to work
among them. It is a shame in one sense that we cannot
say, as one should, that if a person pays his or her debt
to society he or she can get on and live a nonnallife.
Unfortunately we cannot take that risk in the case of
sexual offenders.
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The point has been well made by the shadow Minister
for Women's Affairs and also by the other speakers
that we are dealing with a very serious situation where
we find that people with prior convictions, and there
are some without convictions, are not able to be
rehabilitated. They are driven by a desire to have sex
with children. I do not know whether there is any
short-term solution to the problem. I do not believe
punishment in the form of sending offenders to gaols
will resolve the problem, but I do not see any
alternative to that. The real difficulty is to work out
how we can best protect children from those people.
This is not really a grey area. More often than not these
offences have profound effects and they happen in such
a way that it would be hard for people not to know. The
changes in evidentiary requirements for children and in
corroborative evidence have fortunately made it
possible for children to be listened to in their own right.
They no longer have to have somebody corroborate
what they say. We have also improved the situation in
courts for the giving of evidence.
The most important point is that the persistent cover-up
of these offences is something about which we should
hang our heads in shame. It does not matter which
church or other sort of organisation has been involved
with it, the tact is that people have been indifferent to it.
There have been two reasons for that, the most
important being that by and large people have not had
the guts to expose those who are doing it for fear of
defamation or of hurting somebody near to them. The
second reason is that it is at times hard to prove and to
detect these problems. The second reason can be
excused; the first one most defmitely cannot.
We are not talking about isolated cases. Paedophiles act
in paedophile rings; they offer support to each other. In
the United States there is an association called the
North American Man-Boy Association that organises
travel tours to Thailand and Bangkok to pick up young
kids in order to have sex with them. When there is an
organisation as big as that, a paedophile ring
committing that sort of crime, it requires diligence on
the part of the community. It cannot just be solved with
legislation saying, , You cannot come into the school',
because our problem is not the ones who have been
convicted - we know them - it is all the others.
Unfortunately, by definition, they will make a beeline
for wherever children are.
As a community we must be vigilant. This legislation is
appropriate; it fixes up the loopholes. However, to
protect our children we must be aware of the problems
they face. The government must be conscious that
although it is achieving something with this legislation
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it is not solving the enonnous problem of paedophiles.
As was pointed out by the honourable member for
Ivanhoe, the government must be conscious of what is
being done in our schools with things like fence sizes
and checks on teachers. If the Department of Education
does not have the funds to provide the safety measures,
they will not be done properly. If Victoria does not
have enough teachers to look after the welfare of
children subjected to this type of activity, what will
happen? Those considerations are just as important as
this legislation.

investigation. I am not sure whether the suspension will
be with or without pay; that is not important. The point
is that those involved will be kept away from children.
We must establish the identities of these people through
organisations like PACE, which has the correct
infonnation fed to it. I have a lot of infonnation on
PACE. However, I am aware of the time limit on
speeches so that as many members as possible can give
their newspapers the comments they made in the
debate. It is important that we send paedophiles the
message that we are closing in on them.

Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley)- The
honourable member for Melbourne hit the nail on the
head - this legislation is better late than never. But it is
not the be-all and end-all. For years I have represented
an organisation in my electorate called PACE, People
Against Child Exploitation. A case that typifies the
circles in which paedophiles move, about which the
honourable member for Melbourne spoke, involved a
teacher who somehow got wind of it every time he was
to be arrested. He would go to his principal and take
leave of absence for six months. That was the key to his
defence. When the police picked him up he would
always give his occupation as anything other than a
teacher. That happened for donkeys years. He was
getting away with offence after offence. He even did a
gaol term and the authorities never picked up that he
was a teacher.

This bill is another step in the right direction, although,
as the honourable member for Melbourne said, it is not
the be-all and end-all. We are not going to pick
paedophiles up by virtue of enacting this legislation.
We should have had this legislation for donkeys years.
PACE had been calling for it but it did not happen.
However, it is happening now.

Paedophiles are clever and ruthless. As the honourable
member for Melbourne said, they work in circles. The
government has to support organisations like PACE,
which has pursued people like Mr A, who was moved
by the Department of Education almost straightaway
from the little school up in the Oandenongs - I will
not mention its name - to another school at the foot of
the Dandenongs. Those people have been getting
protection.

The state schools believe they are covered. The private
schools now believe they are covered. The situation
requires incredible vigilance on the part of everybody in
the school community. When a child does not want to
go to school because someone is paying him or her
unnecessary attention, it must be followed up. It is sad
that we have to teach our five and six-year-olds about
such people. I know my six-year-old will say
'So-and-so is one of those bad people who touches
you' , and she will tell her little friends. It is sad that we
have to take away their innocence at such an early
stage. However, it is in their interests. We do not need
to have courses on the subject. It is commonsense to
warn young children that if anybody is in any way
interfering with them, they have to report it instantly to
their teachers and their parents. Once that becomes
known, appropriate action will be taken immediately.
There will be absolutely no beg pardon about it.

It is extraordinarily fortuitous that Victoria has a
Minister for Education who thinks very much like the
Catholic Archbishop, George Pell. They are hardliners
when it comes to this kind of thing; they take no risks. I
was pleased to hear the honourable member for Pascoe
Vale raising her particular case. Those cases will be
followed up ruthlessly.
The government must not pursue people who are
innocent. I know the honourable member for
Melbourne has that point on the tip of his tongue, too.
We must ensure that embittered wives do not falsely
accuse their husbands. However, in most cases where
there is smoke there is fire. The minister's view is that
where there is a report there will be a suspension and
where there is a suspension there will be an

The community needs to do more. We need to have
more safety houses. My wife has a safety house sign up
outside our house because we have a young child going
to school. That is perhaps what the honourable member
for Footscray was talking about. Children are being
lured into after-hours activities. Suspicions have to be
followed up immediately. Unless there is follow-up, as
in the case of the monster who was changing his
occupation, we will not catch them.

Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - I am pleased to
be able to support the bill in this show of unanimity,
which I am sure will not be reported on the front pages
of tomorrow's paper. This is a very important issue. As
previous speakers have said, it will not be the be-all and
end-all. Although it will not solve the problem of
paedophilia, it will certainly be a positive step in the

EDUCATION (TEACHERS) BILL

Wednesday. 18 March 1998

ASSEMBLY

right direction. The important thing to understand about
paedophilia is that it is largely untreatable. Paedophiles
will probably remain paedophiles for the rest of their
lives. All we can do is get them to undergo some sort of
cognitive behaviour program so that they keep away
from areas where they might be tempted by young
children. Their very nature means they will place
themselves in situations and occupations where they are
close to young children and where they have the
opportunity to manipulate them.
Paedophiles are an extremely manipulative type of
person. They keep trying and trying. Unlike most
criminals who understand that what they have done is
wrong, the problem with paedophiles is that they do
not appreciate that they have done anything wrong.
Paedophiles think it is natural, that the children are
doing it because they want to. The fact that the
paedophiles have been manipulating children and
planning their conquest over a period does not seem to
enter their heads.
The Crime Prevention Committee of the previous
Parliament presented a report on sexual offences
against children. One of the most important things in
that report was the recommendation for a national
register of paedophiles. It is time something along those
lines occurred. It is important that we know who the
paedophiles are and their movements, not just from
school to school but from state to state. Over time that
will help us to more easily identify the paedophiles in
the community. I am cognisant of the fact that other
members wish to speak on the bill, so I will conclude
on that point.
Sitting suspended 6.28 p.m. until 8.05 p.m.

Mr JOHN (Bendigo East)- I support the
Education (Teachers) Bill. The main purpose of the bill
is to amend the Education Act to provide for the
disqualification from teaching of teachers who are
found guilty of sexual offences involving children.
Teachers in our state schools are already covered by
legislation that protects children in their care, but a
government can never guarantee that all children will
be free and protected from abuse, particularly sexual
abuse.

Governments have to try to put in place a regime that
will protect children, because the rights and protection
of children are of paramount importance. I have a duty
as a member of Parliament to do all in my power to
protect young people in general from abuse,
particularly young children in the care of teachers,
because teachers have a special position of trust.
Although the vast majority of teachers are diligent,
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conscientious and caring, and behave in a manner that
is fully approved of by all parents, some breach that
trust.
When a teacher abuses that trust and commits a sexual
offence against one of the children in his or her care
that person commits an extremely serious offence. The
breach of trust is fundamental to the crime and makes it
all the worse. The legislation will go a long way
towards protecting children in private schools, and on
its commencing a system will be in place to protect
children in both government and non-government
schools.
As the Minister for Community Services between 1992
and 1996 I was responsible for bringing in mandatory
reporting, so I am mindful of the need to protect young
children from abuse. During my time as minister many
files crossed my desk that detailed sad and traumatic
situations. Probably as much as, if not more than, any
other member of this Parliament I am conscious of the
need for a system to protect children. We will never
stamp out abuse but we have to try. Although breach of
trust by teachers is not common, the legislation is to be
commended and supported.
Mr PERRIN (Bulleen) - I rise to strongly support
the bill because I see it as the culmination of a series of
events that will protect the schoolchildren of Victoria.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Education Act:
... to provide for the disqualification from teaching of teachers
found guilty of sexual offences involving children.

I have been aware of teachers who have done the
wrong thing by the students put in their care. I refer to
a speech I made on 25 May 1995, which is reported at
page 1773 of Hansard. In that debate I outlined the
case ofMr Bill AlIen, a teacher who claimed to have
had sexual relations with 2000 young people. This
disgusting individual abused the trust placed in him as a
teacher. It turned out that about four or five years ago
Mr AlIen had come to one of the schools in my
electorate and continued his activities there. As I
outlined in the house in May 1995, that teacher had a
devastating impact on one family in my electorate.
Teachers who abuse the trust placed in them and who
abuse young people, as Mr AlIen did, have a massive
effect not only on the young persons concerned but also
on the families of those children. The effect of an attack
on a young person at one of the schools in my
electorate broke up his family - his mother and father
divorced over the trauma. I am happy to see this
legislation in place because the teacher I referred to
should have been thrown out a long while ago.
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The article I referred to in that debate and some of
Mr AlIen's writings disclose that he was attacking

young people as early as 1966. He went from one
school to another. He would abuse young people at one
school and be moved on by the authorities when they
found out about it. Although he was eventually
prosecuted, unfortunately he was never properly dealt
with over the offences.

Mr E. R. Smith interjected.
Mr PERRIN - The man committed suicide before
he came to trial. This bill completes the circuit. We are
now able to provide the same protection in
non-government schools that we have already provided
in government schools. Having seen the devastation
associated with sexual offences against schoolchildren I
hope and pray that when the bill is passed it will
provide protection to all young students, whether they
attend government or non-government schools. I
strongly support the legislation.
Mr KILGOUR (Shepparton)- I support the bill,
as have honourable members who have spoken before
me. Like the honourable member for Knox, I was
involved in the inquiry into sexual offences against
young adults and children as a member of the former
Crime Prevention Committee. The committee travelled
around Australia, visited many prisons and spoke to
paedophiles and people who had been convicted of
sexual offences against children, a number of whom
had been in the trust of school teachers.
The inquiry showed that many paedophiles are
recidivists who will continue to commit the sorts of
sexual offences they have been committing, whether or
not they are in the same job. The legislation will ensure
we do not get rid of people from the state system
simply to have them transfer to the private system so
they can commit similar offences in that system. The
government wants to protect all children and ensure
that these disgusting individuals are not transferred
between the government and non-government school
systems.
We trust teachers with our children, yet it is disgusting
to consider how some teachers have treated children.
As the honourable member for Bulleen said, sexual
abuse has a devastating effect on children both at the
time of the abuse and later in life. The inquiry into
sexual offences took evidence from witnesses on how
sexual abuse had affected them at the time as well as
later in life. People in their 20s and 30s have had real
problems dealing with their early lives.
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The government needs to be strong on this issue. I am
pleased to see it is removing the protection offenders
have had in the past by preventing them moving from
one system to another. Unfortunately the churches have
also protected offenders among their ranks by moving
them from place to place. It is now up to the churches
to deal with that problem. I am pleased to see the
legislation before the house and I support it.
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) - As a parent I have a
vested interest in ensuring that all schools, especially
non-government schools, have a regime in place that
protects children. In 1972 a disgraceful incident
occurred in Mildura. A local monsignor,
Monsignor O'Day, had access to a number of children
from a local college.

A senior detective, Dennis Ryan, was involved in the
investigation and became active in pursuing the
offender. Obviously the person had friends in the right
places: the detective was eventually transferred to
divisional van duties and told to cease inquiries. An
associate of the offender also became involved in the
investigation, and it was curtailed. The policeman
ultimately lost his job over the incident. To this day
that policeman has not received recognition for his
efforts in 1972 to make Mildura a safer place and
protect children from active paedophiles.
I am pleased to endorse the bill. It goes a long way to
addressing the issue of sexual offences against children,
an issue that for many years has been a void. I hope we
never see a repeat of the incident that occurred in
Mildura in 1972. I am happy to support the bill.
Mr JENKINS (Ballarat West) - I support the bill,
which is one of the most important bills to come before
this house for some time. I will give an example of why
the bill is needed. Some time ago constituents of mine
discovered that their three sons had had sexual
problems with a teacher. They discovered the truth only
many years later when because of his earlier
experiences their eldest son died of AIDS.

The saddest aspect of the matter is that the other two
sons finally admitted to their parents that they had had
problems with the teacher. The incidents occurred in
the non-government education system and are a good
example of why the legislation is needed. It will
protect families, parents and children from the few
teachers in the education system who do the wrong
thing. I thoroughly support the bill.

MrWELLS (Wantirna)- It gives me great
pleasure to support the Education (Teachers) Bill. Like
the honourable member for Mildura, I have a vested
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interest in the bill. I have two sons - one in grade 2
and the other in grade 3. As a parent of primary school
children I appreciate the work of teachers. One of the
great delights I have is walking my sons to primary
school in the morning. However, when I leave them
there I trust they are in safe and proper care and will be
treated fairly and evenly by their teachers.
In every profession there are individuals who do not
adhere to proper standards, and unfortunately some
teachers should not be trusted with children. This
legislation will get rid of the bad apples in the
education field. There have been cases where teachers
have not done the right thing by their students and their
behaviour has left lifelong scars on some of the
children. Unfortunately those offenders have remained
in the system for many years while the bureaucracy has
dragged its feet and has failed to get rid of them. It is
disgraceful that in many cases teachers have been
transferred from place to place. It is with great delight
that I support the bill.

Mrs HENDERSON (Minister for Housing) - I
thank all honourable members for their contributions. It
has been an important debate and all contributions have
been appreciated.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order! I am of the
opinion that the second reading of this bill is required to
be passed by an absolute majority. As there is not an
absolute majority of the members of the house present,
I ask the Clerk to ring the bells.
BeUs rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read second time.
Committed.

Committee
Clauses 1 to 2 agreed to.
Clause 3

Mrs HENDERSON (Minister for Housing) move:
Clause 3,line 9, after 'section' insert '38, 39, 40, 44(1 ),'.

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 4 to 8 agreed to.
Reported to house with amendment.
Report adopted.

I

493

Third reading
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! As there is
not an absolute majority ofthe members of the house
present, I ask the Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 17 March; motion of Ms McCALL
(Frankston) for adoption of address-in-reply.

Mr LIM (Clayton) - During my contribution
yesterday I drew attention to the effect the federal
government's decision to cut the immigration program,
particularly the family reunion program, had had on
immigrants. To say that the program has had a negative
impact on newly arrived migrants is an understatement.
People who want their families to come to Australia
have to become Australian citizens.
It may have slipped the public's attention, but since
coming to office the federal coalition government has
made it almost impossible for people to apply to
become Australian citizens by increasing the
application fee by 105 per cent in the space of
18 months. It went from $58 to $80 and then to $120.
A family of four people would have to pay $480 to
apply for citizenship. Citizenship is very important to
many families. In the past a pennanent resident was
able to apply to sponsor other members of his or her
family. When a person is eligible to sponsor family
members the application for sponsorship fee has gone
up from $540 to $1050 - again an increase of more
than 100 per cent. The federal government now insists
a person must be a citizen of Australia to sponsor
members of his or her extended family.
This country has negligible inflation, yet the federal
government has increased those fees by more than
100 per cent. It appears that the federal government is
hell-bent on making the lives of new immigrants a
misery. Policies and measuring procedures have been
put in place to savagely cut family reunion programs.
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Any migrant who jumps those almost insurmountable
hurdles is faced with other, more terrible obstacles
when he or she tries to bring in a member of the family.
The federal government's drastic policies have affected
migrants emotionally, psychological, fmanciallyand
socially, and I mentioned some of the effects last night.
By prolonging the agony for new migrants, the federal
coalition government - John Howard's
government - is making it difficult for them to settle
and to focus on their new lives. That is ironic, because
before the last election the federal coalition promised
ethnic communities there would be no change
whatsoever to its immigration and multicultural affairs
policy. This is the government leader who went to
Asian communities around the country apologising
profusely for his anti-Asian migration stances in 1984
and 1988 and saying he had changed and was seeking
the right way.
However, as late as 23 May 1997 an article in the
Australian reported that the Prime Minister had referred

to a link between the new migrant community and high
unemployment. The article says:
... within the Australian community, unemployment levels
amongst recently arrived people in this country are as high as
40 and 50 per cent.
'Now that's not fair. It is not fair to the Australian
community' .

It is ironic that when I mentioned that in this chamber
last October, the Premier savagely attacked me. It is
even more ironic that all along the Premier agreed that
the Prime Minister was wrong. The federal
government is giving the wrong messages.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Traditionally
the address-in-reply debate is wide ranging, and the
Chair allows all sorts of issues to be introduced. The
honourable member has now been speaking specifically
about federal government policy for 6 minutes. I draw
his attention to that and ask him to come back to the
Governor's speech and the issues relative to that
speech.

Mr LIM - I note your advice, Mr Deputy Speaker,
but as I advised the house last night those policies
impinge on my constituents, who come into my office
on a day-to-day basis and whom I have to help. During
the past two years things have been very difficult.
People have been coming into my electorate office in
tears, agonising about what they can do to help their
families. Those people are constituents of the state, so it
is important that I draw the issue to the attention of the
state government and the federal government.
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In deference to you, Sir, I draw the attention of the
chamber to the remarks made by the Premier in this
chamber on 26 February, when he talked about the
need to increase immigration. I commend him for
being the only Premier to advocate an increase in
immigration, but unfortunately the Premier said the
increase - 50 000 - should come from skilled
migrants.

We cannot separate families: families are all about
people. We cannot tell people, . Come, we love you so
much because you are young and of tax-paying age.
We would love you to contribute to Australia - but we
do not want your family'. That is just not on. That
would be a violation of human rights and a denigration
of the importance of the family, and it would not be
conducive to smooth settlement in this country.
I am also very concerned that the Premier referred only
to migrants from South Africa. Although I admit we
have to open the door to everybody, the house should
note that the Premier's remarks were made two days
after my presentation to the house on the plight and
suffering of Chinese business community in Indonesia.
The Premier and the government may ignore the issue,
but 11 of the 13 Chinese newspapers in the state
reported my speech. The matter is significant, and the
Chinese community puts the state and federal
governments on notice that their interests, their
wellbeing, their families and their contribution to the
state and the nation are forces to be reckoned with and
should not be taken for granted.

Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - I t is a pleasure to
join the debate on the Governor's speech at the opening
of this session. I would like to congratulate you,
Mr Deputy Speaker, on the tolerance you have shown
and the latitude you have allowed during the debate.
Although you reminded the honourable member for
Clayton that he is a member of the Victorian Parliament
and not the federal Parliament and that he would be
wise to address state issues, you still allowed him to
carry on with his contribution.
Mr Lirn interjected.
Mr McARTHUR - He has been here for almost
two years now. It is time the honourable member for
Clayton realised that this is the Victorian Parliament
and that we concentrate on state legislation. The federal
Parliament deals with immigration issues. I suggest to
him that if he has problems with any immigration
issues he refer his inquiries to the federal member for
Hotham, whose office I understand is not all that far
from the office of the honourable member.
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I also understand that the federal member for Hotham
is experienced in immigration matters. He is a senior
member of the federal Parliament and a fonner federal
minister. I am sure he would be able to help the
constituents of the honourable member for Clayton
with their immigration problems. It would probably
save the time of the house and the state government
instrumentalities the member contacts if he referred the
matters directly to his representative in federal
Parliament, who has a responsibility to deal with those
issues.
Ms Garbutt interjected.
Mr McARTHUR - Don't worry Sherry!. It will be
okay, because as you know-The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Monbulk has been in this place
long enough to know that he should refer to
members-Ms Garbutt interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Bundoora is being provocative
and oUght to remain quiet. The honourable member for
Monbulk knows that he should refer to members by
their correct titles. The honourable member is now
guilty of what he was accusing the opposition of-that
is, debating issues that are not relative to the debate
before the house. I direct him back to the
address-in-reply debate.
Mr McARTHUR - Thank you, Mr Deputy
Speaker, for your guidance. I know the honourable
member for Bundoora is a little touchy at the moment,
because Moscow Mary will take her front bench
position when she becomes the member for Northcote.
There was a time when the honourable member for
Bundoora was a leadership aspirant, speaking regularly
on a range of issues in the hope of raising her profile.
Now, sadly, she is on the slippery slide to oblivion and
Moscow Mary is the newest shining star for the Labor
Party - but I am sure we will be able to cope with that.

I welcome the remarks of the Governor at the opening
of Parliament. I also congratulate Sir James Gobbo on
his appointment as Governor. Sir James is a shining
example of what can be achieved in Australia and in
Victoria by people from different backgrounds,
however humble their beginnings may be and
regardless of where they or their parents came from, it
they have the required energy, intelligence, education
and application.
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I was impressed and proud to hear the speech the
Governor delivered in the other place at the start of the
session. One of the things that was particularly
noteworthy in that speech was the change of focus he
outlined. For five and a half years the government has
faced the difficult task of bringing the Victorian budget
and economy into reasonable shape. In October 1992
we inherited a bankrupt administration. Victoria was
the butt of jokes the length and breadth of Australiain fact, beyond Australia into regions throughout
South-East Asia. Victoria was a basket case.
When the Premier and the Treasurer went off on their
inaugural financial road show in the European winter of
1993 very few people expected they would get easy
entree into the boardrooms where the major fmancial
decisions of the world are made. It is to their credit that
they achieved those entrees and outlined a program that
is both ambitious and sensible - and it is to their
everlasting credit that they achieved their objectives. As
a result, those doors now automatically open when the
Premier and the Treasurer travel overseas and talk
about what Victoria plans and means to do in future.
It is a salutary lesson to governments of any persuasion
in any jurisdiction that if they set out to achieve
something they had better be prepared to put in the hard
miles to make sure they achieve it, and they had better
be prepared to take the community along with them.
It is worth noting some of the indicators of the
turnaround in Victoria. I need only turn to the Age of
last Saturday, 14 March, to show that. The Age is a
noted Kennettophile publication; it absolutely loves the
things Kennett has done in Victoria and constantly says
so! Therefore I am happy to quote from the article that
appeared in the Age last Saturday under the heading
'Tide turns south to Victoria' with the subheading
'Victoria has a net gain of people from other states for
the first time since the 1960s'. The article, written by
Tim Colebatch, the economics editor, starts off:
For the first time in decades, Victoria is gaining people from
the rest of Australia.

We remember the glee with which the Labor Party, in
1993 and 1994, referred to statistics that indicated the
net outflow of Victorians to other states: more
Victorians left Victoria to go to Queensland, New
South Wales, South Australia and Western Australia
than came from those states to settle in Victoria. The
opposition consistently referred to those figures and
said this was the Kennett factor at work. 'People are
fleeing the state of Victoria. The public servants that
you've sacked are all leaving the state and going
elsewhere to invest their severance or redundancy pay'.
We put an end to that and said that it was simply a
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continuation of a trend that had been going on for 20 to
30 years and was one of the indicators of the economic
malaise in Victoria and that we wanted to correct it.
This article demonstrates the success of our corrective
actions. The article continues:
The overall gain was modest: a net 254 people, as 14 137
people came from interstate and 13 883 left ...
As in the June quarter, they included a sizeable net exodus
from New South Wales ...

I wonder why that might be. Could it possibly be that
New South Wales is in the finn grip of an ineffective
and inefficient Labor administration? Could it be that
New South Wales is currently running substantial
government deficits on its current account? Could it be
that New South Wales is rapidly increasing taxes and
charges on its citizens to try to balance the books but is
unable to restrain excessive spending because the
Labor Party in power there is beholden to its union
mates and has to pay off the teacher unions, the
transport unions and the public sector unions to retain
political power? Could it be something to do with that
or is it just an aberration? The figures speak for
themselves.
The people of Australia now recognise what has
happened in Victoria, as they did in the 1960s when
Victoria was the manufacturing heartland of Australia
and people actively moved here from other states to
find better opportunities, better chances of employment
and a better lifestyle for themselves and their children.
Victoria is again the best place in Australia to live.
Instead of being the joke of Australia Victoria is now its
pride and people go out of their way to live here. This is
simply because the Premier and the Treasurer have had
the courage of their convictions and the backbone to
implement the actions required to restore the economy
to a healthy state. It is not just the economy that is
working well.
I refer to another article at page 17 oflast Saturday's
Age under the headline 'Crime: it's a matter of state'
with the subheading 'Figures on crime released by the
Bureau of Statistics show Australia's criminals to be a
varied bunch'. The article is written by David Dale and
begins:
Judged by its crimes and punishments, Australia is seven
different countries, with Victoria apparently the most law
abiding of them all.

According to the statistics Victoria is the most
law-abiding state in Australia, the safest state to live in
and the best state in terms of economic activity.
Australians are realising that fact and are voting with
their feet, just as the Leader of the Opposition used to
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say. He used to say that Victorians were voting with
their feet and moving out of Victoria. Now
Australians - a much bigger pool - are voting with
their feet and coming to Victoria because the chances
here are better for them. There is one reason for that.
Another matter covered by the Governor in his speech
is the change in focus that the government is now in the
process of implementing. It is a welcome change, and it
is available to the community simply because of the
five and a half years of hard work the government has
done since October 1992.
The Governor spoke about the social advantage test,
which means that government programs and spending
will now be measured by the total amount of advantage
they deliver to the community. He went on to say:
Budget programs, legislation and initiatives will be tested
against four measures - in what way they might improve
outcomes in education, increase job opportunities, encourage
safe, healthy lifestyles and build confident and cohesive
communities.

The figures I quoted earlier are indicative of the sorts
of safe, healthy lifestyles that are available in Victoria.
These are the tests that will now be applied to new
programs before they receive budget appropriations.
They are very sensible, but they are tests that I believe
have been implicitly applied during past years. I shall
give an example from my local area, which I share with
my colleagues who represent the electorates of Knox
and Bayswater. For 50 years people have been
complaining about the Boronia railway crossing, which
for the same period has been the scene of congestion,
delays, accidents and a number of tragedies. A large
number of people were killed in a school bus incident
there some years ago. Various governments have said
that they will fix it, but nothing has happened for
50 years. My colleagues and I have worked hard on this
over the years.
Before the election in 1996 the Premier said the
Treasurer had set aside funding of$28 million to solve
the problem. People said they had heard it all before
and it was just another election promise. However, the
program is well under way. The contract has been let to
the John Holland Group for $21 million. It came up
with a design which is both imaginative and sensible
and a construction program that is sensitive to the needs
of the local community. Between John Holland and
Vicroads they have been able to keep the crossing open
for the whole time, although movement has been
restricted. You cannot build a tunnel under an
intersection without disrupting the traffic flow to a
certain extent!
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They have kept the crossing open at all times for
business and for emergency services. Although there
have been restrictions it has been possible for people to
attend local shops in Boronia to buy their goods and
services, but the company has also kept up to schedule.
The tunnel will be opening it on time. It is a tribute to
the engineering and construction expertise of John
Holland and Vicroads and is also an indication of the
preparedness of the government to invest taxpayers
funds in projects that will provide a social advantage.
The congestion and delays for people travelling to and
from work will be eliminated and so will the injuries
and deaths that have occurred as a result of level
crossing smashes. Soon the railway line will run
through a tunnel and the road will simply be a standard
crossroad in a suburban centre. There will be significant
social advantage to the people in the area.
Another social advantage issue that I shall talk about
tonight relates to bushfires. Last Thursday in
Melbourne it was a day of 39.7 degrees Celsius with
very strong north-westerly winds. It was a day of total
fire ban across the state. Everybody in Victoria was
well aware of the potential for serious fires. Most
people would remember the fires in the Dandenongs
last January when three people died and they also
remember the fires in Sydney. Everybody who lived in
the Dandenongs during the 1980s will remember the
Ash Wednesday bushfires and they would have been
fearful about a repetition of that.
On that day last week three fires started in the

Dandenongs around midday. They all started in strange
circumstances on the north-western face of the
Dandenongs and had the potential to become very
serious fires that could have destroyed large amounts of
property, and injured or killed people. However, none
of that happened because the fires were brought under
control very quickly. In fact, not many people knew
about one of the fires because it was controlled so
quickly the news services did not pick up the fact that it
had happened. The fire near the Skyhigh restaurant was
quickly brought under control. The fire on the Old
Coach Road between Montrose and Kalorama burnt a
few hectares and did a little bit of damage to one shed,
but it did not destroy any residences or injure people.
The reason for this is simple: last year the government
committed an additional $11.8 million to fire fighting
programs for the Department of Natural Resources and
Environment and volunteers in the CFA. Last Thursday
the CFA volunteers did an outstanding job - as they
normally do - but they also had the benefit of the
Bushfire Blitz program that the government put
$400 000 into late last year.
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It was a public awareness campaign that was aimed at
the areas of highest fire risk in the state. The areas that
have a history of bad bushfires were deliberately
targeted. The streets and houses in high-risk areas were
deliberately targeted. More than 43 000 people attended
public meetings or street corner meetings to discuss
bush fire-related issues such as what the risks are, how
to identify them, how to take sensible and practical
steps to reduce the risks, what you should do to prepare
your property and plan your program for days of
high-fire danger, and what you should do in the event
of bush fire to protect your property, your family or your
neighbours.
Those programs were extraordinarily successful. I was
in Belgrave on Saturday night for the 75th anniversary
of the founding of the Belgrave CF A. CF A volunteers
from a range of brigades celebrated, many of whom
were at the fires on Thursday, and all of them said that
the aerial water bombing was far more effective and
successful than it had been in the past. They paid great
tribute to the helicopters and they particularly singled
out the sky crane that was used for the first time in the
Dandenongs this year. It was extraordinarily successful.
For the first time the government hired the skycrane for
the fire season. It was a worthwhile investment.
The other thing the volunteers talked about was the
marked change in attitude of residents and property
owners. They prepared by cleaning up their properties
and removing risk factors from around their houses.
Knowing that they had prepared their properties against
bush fires, people were prepared to stay and defend
them. It is well-established fact that a house and the
people living in it have a far better chance of survival if
they prepare well beforehand and stay to defend their
property. It may be frightening, noisy, hot and smoky,
but if your property is well prepared and you have a
proper plan laid out your best chance is in your house
defending it. After the fire has passed you can clean up
any of the embers and ensure that the front doormat
does not burn down your house because a hot ember is
lying on it. There are many sensible practical things
people can do to make their houses safer from fire.

On Thursday the people in the Dandenongs were aware
of that and they were prepared to do those things
largely because the government provided $400 000 for
a Bushfire Blitz program and because the CFA had
taken the trouble to get out into the high-risk areas,
largely with volunteer members, and brief people on the
risks, encourage them to take action and support them
in the programs. They talked on street corners to small
groups of5, 10 or 15 people. They walked around their
properties and their houses advising them what they
needed to do. People were prepared to stay and defend
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their houses and, as a result, no property was lost,
no-one was injured and the fires were controlled within
a couple of hours.

hope he will see the same need that I see and that the
library facilities at Upwey High School will be
upgraded.

That is a social outcome that is indicative of the sorts of
programs the government has been prepared to invest in
during the past five years. It is indicative of the
programs the government will be prepared to invest in
over the coming years given the increasing focus we
now have on the social advantage test for government
programs. That is welcomed and is something we
should be talking about more and more.

The government has also put many resources into
improving the road system around Victoria, but two
roads in particular need attention. One of them is in the
electorate of the honourable member for Evelyn as well
as in mine. The roads are York Road between
Swansea Road and Mount Evelyn, and Clegg Road
where it meets the Monbulk-Silvan Road. These roads
desperately need upgrading, particularly at the
intersections. They bring traffic in from the Yarra
Valley area and are overcrowded in the mornings and
evenings, making them dangerous. Many accidentsboth minor and major - happen there, and it is time
money was set aside to improve the intersections and
upgrade the roads.

The government has spoken often and long about its
economic reform program and its credibility in those
areas, and those things are well established right across
Australia. However, we should now be putting far more
emphasis on talking to people about what the
government and the departments are prepared to do to
make life better for people in their local communities. I
welcome the Governor's comments on those matters at
the opening of Parliament, and I think most people in
Victoria would also welcome them.
In the coming years I would like to see a number of
things achieved in the electorate of Monbulk - many
of them related to education. Over the past five and a
half years I have had a strong interest in the schools in
my area and have worked hard trying to ensure that all
their facilities are brought up to an acceptable standard.
When I was elected to Parliament in 1992 I was
dismayed at the conditions of many school buildings in
which students had to learn and teachers had to work.
I can understand the resentment and impatience that
many parents feel about leaking roofs, holes in carpets,
broken windows, plumbing that does not work and
guttering with holes in it. However, together with two
education ministers I have been able to argue, along
with the students' parents and school councils, for
support to refurbish the facilities.
A number of projects are still to be completed,
including a refurbishment of the school library at
Upwey High School. It is a good school with an
excellent education history; it has excellent staff and
administration and the results it has achieved over
recent years speak for themselves. However, there are
1100 students at the school using a library designed for
500. It is vastly overcrowded, significantly
underresourced and desperately needs additional
facilities to enable it to provide proper resources not
only for the VCE students but for students from year 7
upwards. I certainly hope we can achieve something
there in the near future. The Minister for Education will
soon visit the electorate to look at those facilities. I

The government should be proud of its change to an
accrual accounting and reporting system. I spoke about
this issue yesterday during debate on the Financial
Management (Amendment) Bill. It is well recognised
that the cash accounting system has many problems and
fails to disclose the true picture to anyone who reads a
cash accounting or cash management budget.
Victoria has been involved in a movement to accrual
accounting for many years, and I am glad to see that
that is a bipartisan program supported by the Labor
Party. One of the benefits will be that for the first time
people who look at budget papers will be able to see the
real outcomes of government expenditure. They will
see not only how many dollars were spent on a program
but what the outcomes were; how many of a particular
product were produced; how many services ofa
particular type were expended; and what quality of
service was delivered.
They will also be able to see the effect of the spending
on the value of the assets that the public holds, whether
they be school buildings, roads or public sector
buildings in the city or country. For the first time public
sector managers will be required to clearly identify the
costs of the programs in which they are involved, and
this is important not just in terms of cash costs and how
many dollars are spent on a program in a week or
month but also in terms of the real costs and overheads,
which sometimes are not easily discernible.
In the days of George 11 of England an issue of cost
arose when his consort Queen Caroline wanted to
enclose a public park in London for the exclusive use of
the royal family, probably over the wishes of many
Londoners who enjoyed the open space. Sir Robert
Walpole, who was a key adviser of the time, said,
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'Madam. I think this could be rather costly'. When she
inquired how costly, he said, 'It could cost as much as a
couple of crowns'. This is a clear example of why we
should look at all costs. Robert Walpole understood that
costs were more than the cash costs of building a fence
around a park - there were substantial overhead costs,
and one overhead cost would perhaps be higher than
the queen was prepared to meet.
Victorians are entitled to know what those hidden costs
are in the accounts of the state. They are entitled to
know the effects of government expenditure, both now
and in the future.
Ms KOSKY (Altona) - I am pleased to join the
address-in-reply debate. Firstly, I congratulate
Sir James Gobbo on his appointment as Governor of
Victoria, and Lady Gobbo on her role. They will make
an enonnous contribution to the state as they have in
the past, not only because of their multicultural stance,
but because they will represent all the people of
Victoria extremely well.
I address my remarks to the issue of housing, and I am
pleased that the Minister for Housing is present at the
moment. Firstly, I should like to compare Victoria's
public housing with that of other states. The recently
released Report on Government Services by the
Steering Committee for Review of
Commonwealth-State Service Provision, the

productivity report, compares the provision of services
across Australian states. The Victorian figures for
1995-96 - it is not absolutely current but that is the
nature of the report - show that total government
expenditure on public housing per person in Australia
was lowest in Victoria.
The report also states that Victoria has the
second-greatest extent of moderately overcrowded
public dwellings and the second-greatest number of
public housing applicants waiting for five or more years
in Australia. More than 20 per cent of public housing
applicants in Victoria have been waiting five years or
more. That is an extremely long time to be waiting for
public housing, and many of those people will never
gain access to it. The report further states that for the
year 1996-97 compared with 1995-96 the total number
of public housing dwellings occupied was down by 159
and the total number of vacant tenantable public
housing dwellings was 1131. The total number of
public housing dwellings was down by 210, so there
has been a reduction in the amount of public housing in
the state.
That is happening while we have an extremely high
public housing waiting list. Victoria has the smallest
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number of households in public rental housing in
Australia. Victorian government expenditure on public
housing per person is the lowest in Australia at $88.50,
the national average being $102.40. Many areas in
Victoria are below the benchmark. In 1996-97 the
number of households on waiting lists for longer than
five years increased by 4 per cent so there have been
changes to public housing in the past few years of
which neither the government nor people of Victoria
could be proud.
I focus my attention on the proposed demolition of the
high-rise tower at 72 Derby Street, Kensington that was
announced recently because that addresses the issues of
waiting lists and the amount and type of public housing.
I am extremely concerned about the way the
announcement of the demolition of the high-rise tower
was made. Demolition was flagged as an issue by the
minister in January so tenants throughout Melbourne
were worried it was going to be their tower. Hundreds
of calls were made to the offices of local members. The
minister underestimates the ability of tenants in
high-rise towers to take it upon themselves to raise
questions on their concerns about housing.
An announcement about the demolition was made at a

press conference at about 6.00 p.m., which is not a
good time for the press, but maybe that was the
intention. Tenants were infonned by letter
approximately one and a half hours before that press
conference which is not a great way to be told you are
to be moved out of your house within six months.
There was no consultation as to whether the action was
appropriate, nor was there any discussion with tenants,
workers in the area or local government - a whole
range of people with an interest in housing provision in
the inner Melbourne area.
Basically it was done because at the last election the
Premier announced that a high-rise tower would be
demolished. The Minister for Housing had to deliver on
that, and in the government's usual style it was done in
great secrecy with little regard for the concerns of
tenants. There was no consultation on whether it was
appropriate for the high-rise tower at that site to be
demolished or whether more suitable redevelopment
should occur inunediately or whether money could best
be spent in other areas of that estate. It is a shame the
Minister for Housing is leaving the chamber, but I am
sure she will address the concerns I raise.
The minister says the announcement met with strong
support from workers and tenants. She makes that
statement in the absence of the tenants' support. Last
week I attended a tenants' meeting at 72 Derby Street.
They had had an opportunity to speak individually with
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Office of Housing staff but this was the fIrst time since
receiving the letter that they had been brought together
as a group to raise very legitimate concerns. The
minister's contention that there was strong support for
the demolition of 72 Derby Street was certainly not
supported by these people.
I will go through a range of issues which were raised at
the meeting. They need to be raised in the house and
addressed appropriately as that did not happen at the
public meeting. That does not mean that the public
servants who had been sent like lambs to the slaughter
to represent the minister did not do a good job. Many
questions could not be answered because of the haste
with which the decision was made.
Several times people asked how many offers would be
made of alternative housing. Tenants were advised that
three offers would be made and the obvious follow-up
question was what would happen if the three offers
were not acceptable. The response that people are
generally satisfIed with one of the offers is less than
satisfactory. I hope it does not mean that on
non-acceptance of the third offer tenants will be given
eviction notices.
A number of different groups asked whether they will
be able to move back once the building is complete.
The follow-up question to that was whether there will
be priority for existing families already on the site to
come back should they wish to do so. The response was
that it depended on availability. The question was asked
three times to try and obtain a direct answer because the
earlier answers were either, 'No, you won't be given
priority; you will have to go on the normal waiting list' ,
or 'Yes, you will be given priority'. After three attempts
to get a direct answer people were still in the dark and
gave up on that question.
A further question was asked as to whether there would
be compensation for items broken in the move. It is a
legitimate question as these things do happen, as was
reported in January when items belonging to a
particular person were moved from one house to
another in Queensland. Initially tenants were told there
was insurance cover and compensation would be paid
for broken items. Prompted by a person in the audience
it was indicated that that depended on the item
damaged, its replacement value and what the insurance
policy covered. Again, not a straightforward response
to a legitimate question.
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and tenants were told that the rent would not be
different for social security recipients. However. the
answer about employed people was evasive.
Water costs were raised. People were told that those
who move to a house will pay for water usage and that
there will be a difference but it was not explained what
that difference would be. Tenants at Derby Street have
access to a washing machine and clothes drier. It makes
sense to have a drier in a high-rise tower. Tenants are
low-income people and washing machines are costly
but again there was no satisfactory response to
questions asked about those items.
This is in the context of the Minister for Housing
promising that the change in location would be to
improved housing. That is the carrot for tenants to
move out without a fuss, but that is not what is on offer.
The tenants should be asked what is required to
improve their means. Towards the end of the meeting
one of the tenants had the courage to raise that issue. It
is intimidating at a meeting with about 70 tenants and
20 Office of Housing staff and interpreters to stand up
and take the microphone to raise these issues. This
tenant said she had lived in a house on that property for
25 years and now the Office of Housing is asking her to
move in six months. That is not fair treatment for that
woman and her family because it is their home. They
are not being asked whether they would like to move;
they are being told they must move within six months.
Why? Not for any obvious reason except that the
Premier made an announcement to demolish the
high-rise tower before the next election and therefore
everybody is working around that time frame, not
around the time frame for the tenants. This woman
asked what would happen with the major
improvements she had made to her home because she
had intended to see out her years there and had spent a
lot of money on it. She said she should be compensated
for those improvements. It was indicated that the matter
of compensation would be investigated. That was not a
satisfactory response. This woman was extremely
angry. There was loud applause from the audience
because she had the courage to make the statements that
other tenants wanted to make. Her statements were not
fuelled by the opposition - they were spontaneous.
Tenants were completely oblivious to the fact that I was
there.
Honourable members inteljecting.

Other questions included, 'If tenants are over 55, what
priority will they be given to move back?'. It was an
emerging theme that did not get a direct response. The
question was asked whether the rent will be different

Ms KOSKY - Honourable members may laugh
but 1 was there to listen. I was not introduced to any of
the tenants. I sat and listened to their concerns and did
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not speak at the meeting because my role was to listen
to what they had to say so I could address their
concerns in this place.

manage to get into housing, although there is a
significant wait for priority housing in some areas of
Melbourne.

A matter that was not raised at the meeting but which I
raise tonight and hope the minister responds to is what
happens to the school children when people have to
move? The six-month shift means that the move will
take place during the school year, and we know school
fees have to be paid and school uniforms and books
have to be purchased. There will be significant costs in
shifting students from one school to another. I ask the
minister whether those families will be compensated in
some way because they are not choosing to shift in the
middle of a school year. They are low-income earners
who cannot fmd the ready cash to pay for school and
associated fees. I am certain that with the way schools
are strapped for cash they will not be assisting in that
process.

I raise two cases to illustrate how bad the priority
waiting list system is working. A Wendy Butler had a
son, Dylan, who, on 15 December 1997, died in vicious
circumstances in the house in which they were living at
View Street, Glenroy. Because of the nature of his
death she has not been able to live in that public
housing property since. Her other son is unable to live
with her until she can find another house in which to
live permanently. Ms Butler has been on the priority
waiting list since January. She was offered a house in
Geelong but could not take it because a court order
requires her to attend the Canterbury family centre
which, as honourable members would know, is a long
way from Geelong.

The consultative committee that has been established is
a sensible way to go. It is unfortunate that the
committee was not established before the
armouncement that the tower would be demolished.
The committee should have been able to interpret the
total development of that site and not to work around
pre-existing commitments.
The committee will operate well under the
chairmanship of the honourable member for Malvern.
He will do a good job working with members of that
committee in listening to the concerns of people. I trust
he will ensure the concerns are responded to
appropriate Iy.
Tenants and workers have told me that if a proper
consultative process had taken place, the eight-storey
walk-ups which have ramps rather than lifts connecting
the various levels of the complex should be demolished
rather than the high-rise tower. Previous studies
indicate that those complexes are in urgent need of
replacement. People are living in substandard
conditions. It is a shame that the political stunt to
demolish a high-rise tower has replaced the needs of
tenants in the Flemingtorr-Ascot Vale area on the
Kensington estate.
The minister has indicated that houses are currently
being purchased in the area and that it will not affect the
current waiting list. We know the existing waiting list
in the western region will affect people not only in the
short tenn but in the long tenn because it will not be
possible to purchase the appropriate number of
properties to replace the tower that is to be demolished.
Currently in many areas in Melbourne it is only by
being on the priority waiting list that people can

She is still paying rent on the public housing premises
in View Street in which she is unable to live because of
emotional problems arising from the unpleasant
circumstances surrounding the death of her son.
Ms Butler has advised me that there are at least six
empty three-bedroom public houses near her mother's
house in Graham Street, Broadmeadows, but she is not
entitled to a three-bedroom house, only a two-bedroom
house. She has been placed in this situation because of
the unpleasant circumstances with which no-one would
want to endure, and she does not have access to her
second child as she cannot fmd alternative premises in
which to live.
This is clearly a case for an urgent move. I hope the
minister will act on that concern because to date the
Office of Housing has failed to do so. Ms Butler is
concerned that if she does not keep paying the rent on
the public housing property she will be pushed off the
waiting list and will then have to wait for a long period
to get into public housing again. Her situation with the
Office of Housing is not helping her to deal with the
grieving for her son, nor will it allow her to have her
other child live with her.
The second case I raise concerns Kathryn Corner who
lives at Afton Street, Essendon. She has two children,
aged eight and five. In January 1997 Ms Corner had a
leg and hip amputated as a result of cancer and is now
confmed to a wheelchair. In March of that year her
application to be placed on the priority housing list was
approved. At the time she was infonned it would take
six to eight months to upgrade a dwelling to one in
which she could live because the office had no houses
to meet her needs. In October she had heard nothing
about her priority housing case. She contacted the
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honourable member for Essendon who has been
pursuing her case.

them again. What is the use of a window if you cannot
open and shut it?

Ms Corner is now living in private housing but her
landlord wants to demolish the house and build on the
land. He has been a good landlord and has been most
understanding of her circumstances, but he wants to do
other things with the property. He has waited for quite
some time during which he hoped she would obtain a
priority housing allocation.

Those tenants have put up with those conditions for
quite some time and are at their wit's end. Many have
young children but continue to live in poor conditions. I
ask the minister to address that situation.

In about October the Office of Housing was again

contacted. Ms Corner was infonned that only one
property was available to suit her needs but that a
wheelchair would not fit into its bathroom. Therefore,
unless she never used the bathroom, that house would
be totally unacceptable to her.
Ms Corner has expanded her areas of preference for
housing because she is becoming quite desperate. She
has heard nothing about her priority housing and has
received an eviction notice from the landlord. Now she
will have to find alternative accommodation. She still
does not know what is happening with the priority
housing request and does not even know which Office
of Housing district is dealing with her request.
Those are but two examples of the way people are
being managed for priority housing. They are desperate
situations. I know many people who apply for priority
housing are in desperate need because of their
circumstances. If Ms Corner and Ms Butler are
indications of how people are being managed on the
priority housing waiting list, the only conclusion to be
drawn is that the list is not working.
I now refer to recent comments made about
refurbishments at 72 Derby Street, Kensington. The
Minister for Housing's press secretary said
maintenance needed to be continued on all public
housing according to the public housing standards. That
would be a sensible attitude for the government to take.
I refer the minister to the estate in Raglan Street, South
Melbourne. Tenants there have for some time sought
maintenance on their properties but have been told that
maintenance cannot be perfonned because the Office of
Housing is uncertain about the future of that estate.
I visited the estate and found that people were living in
rather intolerable conditions. I saw water running down
the walls and down the light fittings; tenants have been
told not to turn on their lights when it is raining. Some
windows do not open and shut properly; many were
sticking in their frames. After the windows had been
temporarily repaired, the tenants were told not to open
their windows because they may not be able to close

The response of the Office of Housing to spend money
on high-rise towers which will soon be demolished is
an appalling situation. The money spent there could
have been spent at Raglan Street, given that the tenants
intend to stay until the Office of Housing says what will
happen to their premises.
I call on the Minister for Housing to talk to the tenants.
I talk to them regularly. The rhetoric we hear from the
government about what is happening with public
housing is not often matched by what I see happening
and what I am told about public housing by tenants. I
certainly urge the minister and the government to talk
with the tenants so that they do not simply pretend to
know what the tenants want and then espouse those
views publicly, but so they can speak and act
appropriately on behalf of tenants. That is much better
than guessing and responding through a political
announcement aimed only to win votes by trying to
improve Melbourne's skyline but not improving the
lifestyles or removing the stress for public housing
tenants.
The tenants at 72 Derby Street are extremely
concerned. I hope their troubles will disappear soon. It
would have been far better had the government initially
listened to the tenants and then detennined what would
happen with the Kensington estate before it announced
it would demolish the high-rise towers.

Mr LEAN (Carrum) - I am pleased to join the
address-in-reply to the speech of His Excellency the
Governor. I commence by congratulating Sir lames and
Lady Gobbo for their work and the effort they are
putting into their new positions. It is fair to say that
their approach to their positions has been exemplary
and they are setting a fme example for the future.
It must be said that since 1992 the government has
made the hard decisions and rebuilt the state. The
opposition is about as absent from the house tonight as
is its expertise in financial or economic management
and any ideas it has about rebuilding Victoria.
Since 1992 the government has made the hard
decisions so that Victoria is now a vibrant and exciting
state. The government created initiatives to lead
Victoria into the 21 st century. Victoria is now in a
healthy position. Its debt in 1992 was $30.6 billion, or
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30 per cent of the gross state product. That has now
been reduced to just under $11 billion, or 8.6 per cent of

GSP.
V~ctoria's budget surplus means that our grandchildren
wIll no longer need to pay the debt incurred by the
Labor government. We all have crosses to bear but at
least our grandchildren - or even our children - can
look forward to a future in which they do not need to
pay debts incurred by the former Labor government. To
put the situation into perspective: when the government
took office each Victorian household owed $21 652 or
$7195 per man, woman and child. By 1997 the debt
had been reduced to $7099 per household or $2453 per
person. That is a significant improvement on the legacy
inherited in 1992.

The state credit rating has been reduced by four notches
between 1990 and now and we are about to receive an
AAA rating. For those who do not understand what the
AAA rating is I point out that it will mean a significant
bonus to Victorians who will not go into debt again.
We will be able to afford to create even more fmancial
wealth for Victoria. This is a great state and the AAA
rating will ensure benefits for all Victorians in times to
come.
However, there is no gain without pain and I think we
would all accept that, but the majority of Victorians
?ave taken up the challenge and are prepared to accept
It to make thIS a better place to live. Remember the
phrase 'the Rust Bucket State'? Victoria was the
laughing-stock of Australia; now it is the envy of
Australia. It is the most vibrant state in Australia.
Whether you accept it or not, facts are facts.
Small things add up to make it a better state for
Victorians. The first is the announced winter power
bonus of$60 off the account in addition to a $66
reduction in real terms due to the price freeze in 1993,
which brings it up to $126 - a significant saving for all
Victorians.
There are the gas and electricity initiatives where in the
future consumers can choose their own suppliers. There
will be a saving of at least $59 in real terms for gas
consumers in domestic households through to the year
~OO 1 as a r~sult of price freezes. Reforms to the gas
mdustry WIll encourage the extension of supply, so
once again Victoria is saving money as a result of this
government's initiatives. The Herald Sun of 14 March
reported that:
Melbourne's water remains among the best in Australia and
consumers benefited from a real price cut as a result of the
state government's three-year tariff freeze. These are
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significant changes and one must admit that they are bonuses
that wlll benefit all Victorians.

State taxes and charges continue to fall. I refer to a
leaflet issued recently that is entitled 'The Social
Advantage - Lower costs for Victorians'. I will go
through the measures taken by the government since
1992-93 to reduce costs and the annual saving as at
1998: introduction of payroll tax exemptions for
charities, $3 million; Workcover average premiums
begin to fall, $580 million; land tax capping
introduced, $21 million; electricity - real price
reductions commence for households and smaller
comm~rcial customers, $120 million; gas - real price
reductions commence, $32 million; water - real price
reductions commence, $180 million; local government
rate reductions, $260 million.
In 1995-96, state deficit levy abolished, $180 million;
government port charges begin to fall, $35 million. In
1996-97, mortgage duty exemption for refinancing
business loans, $1 million; halving of rental duty,
$4.5 million; extension of first home buyer and
pensioner stamp duty concessions, $5.5 million;
removal oflucky envelope, bingo and raffle surcharge,
$5.9 million.
In 1997-98, payroll tax cut from 7 per cent to 6.25 per
cent, $103 million; petrol and diesel franchise fees cut,
$106 million; exemption from duty on refinancing of
non-~u~iness loans, $1 million; abolition of deed duty,
$1 mtlhon; exemption of family home and land tax
from 1 January 1998, $3 million; new water pricing
reforms from 1 January 1998, $409 million; and the
winter power bonus of $120 million which I mentioned
earlier. All this equates to a total saving to all
Victorians since the Kennett government came to
power in 1992 of $2171.9 million. That is a significant
saving in anybody's language.
To say that this government is increasing charges, as
the Labor Party is trying to put across, is arrant
nonsense. The government must continue with its
prudent fiscal management.

I would like to list some more of the major
achievements of the Kennett government in the first
five years from 1992 to 1997. The benefits the
government has delivered to Victoria include the
restoration of confidence and pride in Victoria so that
all Victorians are now able to look to a more secure and
prosperous future; the growth of a strong sense of
partnership between the government, bureaucracy and
the community in working for Victoria's future; the
modernisation of Victoria' s administration at state and
local government levels and its services, infrastructure,
major public institutions and community facilities; great
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progress in the building of Victoria's social capital to
wide range of services with the private sector achieving
ensure that Victorians have access to opportunity and
. both substantial cost savings and efficiency gains A
are able to enjoy a high standard and sustainable quality restructure of local government has reduced the number
of life; and Victoria's advancement as a harmonious
of councils from 210 to 78 and produced a $264 million
reduction in council rates across the state as well as
multicultural society.
further cost reductions through comprehensive
Further achievements include the broad reform of
tendering in council services.
education through the Schools of the Future program to
Ms Davies interjected.
reinforce the essential role of schools in leadership and
innovation and strengthen their association with their
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Peulich)local conununities, and the implementation of a second
Order! The honourable member for Carrum, wittout
phase of educational development under the new
assistance from the member for Gippsland West.
Schools of the Third Millennium program.
We have seen the reform and redistribution of health
care; the implementation of on-line telemedicine
services to deliver health care to Victorians in their own
neighbourhoods and the great involvement of the
private sector in the provision of health care - for
example, the development of hospitals in the Latrobe
Valley and Mildura.
Substantial growth and employment opportunities saw
the Victorian work force peak at 2 119 ()()() earlier this
year, which is a record, and the lowest unemployment
situation we have ever had in Victoria.
Economic growth is running strongly ahead of the rest
of Australia - an impressive 4.9 per cent in 1996-97
compared with 3.3 per cent for Australia. There has
been a dramatic increase in private sector investment,
which reached $13 billion in 1996, 30 per cent above
the previous year and 77 per cent above the
$7.725 billion invested in 1991, and already $10 billion
has been invested in the first half of 1997, leading to an
increase in 1998.
Victoria's all-important food industry has been
revitalised with a new focus on the value-adding and
building exports which have more than doubled since
1992 to reach $3.6 billion last financial year.
Victoria has been established as a national leader and a
key regional centre for communications and
multimedia technology through a strategy aimed at
building the capacity of industry and putting the entire
state on-line by the year 200 1.
The arts in Victoria have been revitalised through
extensive support for conununity arts, encouragement
of greater access to conununity arts and the
introduction of major art prizes. There has been a
reduction in the state debt, which I have already
mentioned; tax reform and the reform of
conunonwealth-state relations have been put firmly on
the national agenda. There has been a 20 per cent
reduction in the size of government, outsourcing of a

Mr LEAN - They are a bit out of touch dov.n
there, Madam Speaker, so we have to give them a little
lenience.

Ms Davies interjected.
Mr LEAN - Yes, back in your kennel. The
implementation of the Turning the Tide program- I
suppose the honourable member for Gippsland West
would disagree with that, too - will stem drug abuse
with funding commitments of $1 00 million.

A guarantee has been given to maintain pension
concessions. Plans have been made following the
inquiry by the Suicide Prevention Task Force for the
introduction of a strategy to reduce the suicide rate,
especially among young people. A $30 million
program has been introduced to support research into
reducing the incidence of breast cancer in Victo:ian
women. A strong community care system has been
established, including the allocation of significa1tly
increased resources for people with mental illnesses.
There has been a significant expansion of disability
services, including the provision of training, vocational
and cultural programs and the establishment of
conununity residential homes with full-time support
staff.
Women have been appointed to some of the most
senior and challenging positions in the state. Mandatory
reporting for child abuse has been introduced and
$17 million has been allocated to help street kids.
Parliament has passed its pledge to the people of
Victoria, which reaffirms the rights and freedom of all
Victorians, irrespective of their race, colour or religion.
Parliament also passed a motion of apology for the
removal of Aboriginal children from their families. A
new health care framework has been introduced for
Koori conununities, Koori school campuses have been
developed and other measures have been introdlced to
ensure the return of sacred Aboriginal artefacts and to
protect and promote Aboriginal heritage.
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The government has introduced extensive youth
employment and training programs. They include the
Victorian youth employment initiative, which is a
$10 million scheme to enable the combining ofTAFE
and VCE courses, pre-apprenticeship training and
training for country students in multimedia.

in central Victoria and a strategy to protect Port Phillip
Bay and Victoria's coastline has been introduced.
Approval has been given for Australia's first regional
forest agreement, in East Gippsland. The agreement is
designed to provide security for the timber industry
while protecting areas of high conservation value.

The government has initiated the Premier's Youth
Council, giving young Victorians a direct say in the
issues that affect them, including the planning of
Victoria's future. The Victorian Youth Development
program and the drug and alcohol-free Freeza clubs
have also been established. Special funding has been
allocated to provide access to the National Gallery, the
Arts Centre and Scienceworks for country students.

Regulations have been freed up and advance geological
data has been provided to create a resurgence in mineral
exploration and mining in Victoria. Well in excess of
$300 million - revenue from hotel gaming
machines - has been allocated through the
Community Support Fund for arts, tourism and sports
projects, large and small, throughout the state. Money
has also been allocated for family and youth services, a
campaign to combat drug use and services for problem
gamblers.

The government has enhanced the safety of all
Victorians, by both lowering the road toll and achieving
the nation's lowest crime rate. The government has
introduced tougher sentencing laws, privatised prisons
and closed Pentridge Prison. There have been major
improvements in public housing, including the
provision of an extra 3160 public rental units, taking the
total available throughout the state to 64 800. More than
$500 million has been spent on maintaining, improving
and redeveloping the existing housing stock.
City Li~ which is one of Australia's largest
infrastructure projects, has been under way for
18 months. Extra road funding has been injected
through the Better Roads Victoria program. To date,
more than $840 million has been spent on more than
500 projects, along with funding for other major
projects including the conversion of the South Eastern
Arterial- the South Eastern Car Park - into a
freeway, the completion of the Western Ring Road, the
extension to the Eastern Freeway and the work on
major arterial roads in country Victoria.
Cost savings of $240 million have been made on
Victoria's public transport service, along with
substantially improved and safer services, upgrades to
railway stations, the introduction of the Nightrider
buses and the Sprinter trains to regional centres, the
extension of the Bundoora tram line, the electrification
of the rail line to Cranbourne, improvements to the
Up field line and the start of a $24 million upgrade of
Flinders Street station. A new regime and a new colour
scheme has created a world~lass taxi industry for
Victoria.
The government has also implemented a major
program of environmental protection. New parks have
been created, including Yarra Ranges park; the natural
assets of Phillip Island have been consolidated into a
single park, a new grasslands park has been established

In 1993 the government introduced the most
comprehensive and advanced industry policy in
Australia. It will facilitate billions of dollars of global
investment in Victoria, encourage multinational firms
to establish their regional headquarters in the state,
expand local businesses and encourage firms to become
export orientated. The government undertook a
successful campaign to maintain a secure environment
for Victoria's automotive, textile, clothing and footwear
industries. The Jigsaw promotional campaign has seen
Victorian tourism grow to an $8 billion a year industry,
increasing job numbers from 87 000 to 137 000.
Victoria is outperforming the rest of Australia in
building new export markets. Exports reached
$16 298 million in 1996, a 66.5 per cent increase over
1991-92. There has been a substantial reduction in
business regulations and business compliance costs, an
important benefit for small business. The government
has introduced its Victoria 21 communications and
multimedia strategy, appointed the world's first
Minister for Multimedia and established a special
government division to project, manage and promote
high technology development, provide community
access to technology and enhance the take-up of
technology across government departments.
It has also established the highly successful Victorian
communications and information network, Vicnet,
which provides satellite and Internet links to all
Victorian schools. Skills.net centres train Victorians in
the use of multimedia technology. In association with
the private sector the government has developed the
Maxi network to deliver government services and
information through street-front kiosks, the Internet, the
telephone and ultimately pay television, and it has
tendered for the development of a wide area network to
extend broadband infrastructure throughout the state.
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The government has designated Ballarat as the first
regional centre for communications and multimedia
training and development through the establishment of
the Ballarat University Technology Park and the
Greenhill Enterprise Centre, which will nurture
high-technology companies. It has initiated the Interact
Multimedia Festival, which is already the most
significant annual multimedia expo convention cluster
in the Asia Pacific area. The release of Creating the
Future, the government's science, engineering and
technology statement, has sharpened the strategic focus
of Victoria's knowledge-based industries. That
incorporates the Victoria prize and six Victorian
fellowships for exceptional achievement in these fields.
The major events strategy has been designed to develop
a year-round calendar of major events for Victorians
and to attract a steady flow of visitors to the state.
Victoria has secured a number of ongoing and one-off
events, including the Australian Fonnula One Grand
Prix, the Australian Motorcycle Grand Prix, the
Melbourne Fashion Festival, the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show, the World
Police and Fire Games, the Bledisloe Cup, the Three
Tenors concert, the World Cup soccer elimination final
in November 1997, the Presidents Golf Tournament,
which is set down for December 1998 and the 1999
world yachting championships, which will be sailed on
Port Phillip Bay, as well as Victoria's bid for the 2006
Commonwealth Games.
All those are initiatives taken by the government since
1992. They are ongoing and important, and they are
part of a growing Victoria. Education funding has
increased since 1992 by 14.5 per cent - a $351 million
increase. The teacher-student ratio-The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The time
appointed under sessional orders for me to interrupt
business has arrived. The honourable member for
Carrum will have the call when the debate is next
before the Chair.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
Golden Point Primary School
Mr BRACKS (WiIliamstown) - I refer the
Minister for Education to the Golden Point Primary
School in BaHarat which was closed by the government
in December 1993. It was one of the earliest school
closures and one of several school closures in Ballarat.
At that time several parties were interested in
purchasing the site and buildings including, as the
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honourable member for Ballarat West would know,
Sovereign Hill, the adult education centre, BRACE and
Ballarat Goldfields, which subsequently took out
mining rights over the site because it wanted to install
air shafts at a later date.
I understand BaHarat Goldfields arranged with the
government to buy the site, but now, five years later.
BaHarat Goldfields is in some difficulty and cannot
find investors for its proposal. What has happened in
the meantime? Will the minister infonn the house what
discussions have taken place about the disposal of the
site? As those who have visited the site would know, it
has been extensively vandalised and is now an eyesore.
Two principal organisations in BaHarat - Sovereign
Hill, which adjoins the site, and BRACE, the adult
education centre - are interested in purchasing the
land, yet the government has done nothing.
Mr Jenkins inteIjected.
Mr BRACKS - I understand why you are
sensitive. You have done nothing about the whole
thing! Given that Ballarat Goldfields is having
difficulty finding investors for the site will the minister
inform the house exactly what plans he has for it? What
negotiations is the minister prepared to enter into with
the original interested parties - Sovereign Hill and
BRACE - to ensure that this deteriorating asset on
which the government is losing money is sold and
developed? That asset should return some benefit to the
state and the people of BaHarat. I ask the minister for an
assurance that he is taking steps to ensure that interest
in the Golden Point Primary School site is rekindled
and that the principal investors have another
opportunity to purchase it.

Buses: Mornington Peninsula
Mr DIXON (Dromana) - I refer the Minister for
Transport to a trial bus service operating across the
Mornington Peninsula. Recently a transport study was
carried out between the Frankston City Council, the
Mornington Peninsula Shire Council and the state
government. It examined all aspects of public transport
on the Momington Peninsula and in particular the
southern peninsula, which I represent.
Recommendations were made regarding the provision
of extra bus routes, cross-peninsular bus routes,
timetabling, taxis and public transport infrastructure
including intennodal interchanges and bus shelters.
Following consultation the study found a strong need
for some cross-peninsular public transport. As a result
the government and the Mornington Peninsula Shire
Council will be funding a four-month trial. The
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particular bus route I am interested in starts at
Balnarring and crosses to Rosebud on the Port Phillip
Bay side via the hinterland of Red Hill and Main
Ridge.
The bus route has given residents and visitors access
from and to both sides of the peninsula for business and
shopping; they can get to various services, banks and
institutions that are found on either side of the bay.
Public transport also has a lot of potential for tourism.
A good opportunity exists to open up both sides of the
peninsula to a group of people who may not have
private transport available to them.
I understand the trial bus route, which has been
operating for a few weeks now, has been well
patronised. It has been well advertised by the bus
company and the government with good response from
the public. I ask the minister to carefully monitor the
trial over the next few months and when it finishes in
approximately three months time to support whatever is
the eventual outcome of this transport trial.
I take the opportunity of congratulating the minister on
this initiative. It has certainly been well received by the
people of the southern peninsula who are looking for
enhanced public transport services.

Planning: HMAS Lonsdale site
Mr DOLLIS (Richmond) - The matter I raise for
the attention of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government is of considerable importance and involves
the issue of impartiality in planning decisions.

The minister approved a 20-storey high-rise
development on the former HMAS Lonsdale site,
which is owned by the developer Hudson Conway.
The way that the minister approved the development
and his public statements on why he did so are
unsatisfactory, to say the least, and cast doubt on the
propriety of the minister's actions.
On ABC radio last November the minister stated that
he approved the amendment after receiving urban
design advice. The minister appointed an expert
advisory panel which recommended that the high-rise
development should not go ahead and produced a
40-page report detailing its fmdings. The reasons given
for the recommendation were essentially that an
adjacent heritage building should be protected and
foreshore overshadowing should be prevented.
Nevertheless, in June 1997 the minister approved an
amendment to the planning scheme that allowed for a
20-storey building to be built on the site. Basically the
minister flouted the advice of his own special planning
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committee in order to facilitate planning for Hudson
Conway. The most disturbing aspect of the matter is
that the minister is unable to produce the urban design
advice he says he relied upon to make his decision to
approve the development.
On 13 March I wrote to the minister. I take this
opportunity to call on him to produce the supposed
urban design advice. According to media reports, the
FOI manager for the minister's department confirmed
in a letter late last month that a search for the
documents had failed to find them. The FOI manager
stated that:
I have been advised that there are no documents in possession
of either the minister's office or the Department of
Infrastructure on which the minister based his comments in
the [radio] interview other than those already provided.

In July 1997 the minister denied that he had been
lobbied by Hudson Conway. The minister is reported
in the Emerald Hill Times newspaper as having said in
relation to Hudson Conway:
As far as I know I haven't heard from them and I certainly
haven't heard from them recently or this year.

In the Melbourne Times it was revealed that a senior
Hudson Conway property manager, Robert Pradolin,
wrote to the minister in late April 1997 seeking the
minister's assistance. Two months later, the minister
took over the planning process and approved the
development for Hudson Conway.
This is an extremely serious matter. The minister has
denied being lobbied by a company that he has assisted
and yet it is known that he has been contacted by that
company. The letter that he had received about the
proposed development must have been extremely
persuasive. Unless the minister is able to produce the
design advice upon which he based his decision, the
minister stands condemned.

Loddon-Mallee: disability funding
Mr STEGGALL (Swan Hill) - I ask the Minister
for Youth and Community Services to respond to last
week's press release of the shadow minister for health
and community services on disability funding in the
Loddon-Mallee region of north-western Victoria.

In the press release the shadow minister claimed that
some $748 900 was to be taken from the region's
disability services budget, and the statement has caused
quite a lot of angst and anxiety throughout the
north-west. Nobody denies that the Labor Party has a
role to be against the government, but in country
Victoria we are getting sick and tired of
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scaremongering tactics that are frightening the living
daylights out of a lot of people.
I remember an episode at Robinvale a few years ago
when a shadow minister got carried away with his own
importance and it took the community nearly a year to
get over it. The hurt and damage caused by these types
of press releases is no credit to the shadow ministers
concerned.
I will provide some examples. The press release of the
shadow minister for health and community services
states:
It will now be even harder to get adequate funding from the
Howard government because Or Napthine is guilty of secretly
siphoning off funds from disability programs.

It further states:
The cuts come on top of the closure last year ofYictoria's 13
disability advocacy centres.

It also states:
The cuts will make life even more difficult for people with
disabilities. Programs which are now facing cuts include:
in-home suppon or attendant care programs; aids and
equipment for people with disabilities; day programs for
people with disabilities; community residential units; respite
services.

Anyone involved with those matters whose family
members rely on them would know that those types of
announcements have a shattering effect. The fact that
there is no basis for the comments leads me to seek
from the minister tonight an assurance to people that
the approach involving rumours and scaremongering
used in north-western Victoria is incorrect. Perhaps we
canget-The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.

Springvale Road: Nunawading school crossing
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Transport as the
representative of the Minister for Roads and Ports in
another place a matter of serious concern to parents,
staff and children at Nunawading Primary School,
which is located on Springvale Road in Nunawading.

Since the opening of stage two of the Eastern Freeway
in December last year the volume of traffic along
Springvale Road has increased quite dramatically.
Approximately 80 ()()() vehicles, many of which are
heavy trucks and transports, use that major artery each
day. They use the left-hand lane when travelling north
along Springvale Road, which is very close to the
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entrance of the school. The school community is very
concerned because many of the children who attend the
school live in Burnt and McCulloch streets, which are
just to the south of the school, and they tend to walk to
and from school in groups on the footpath. Children
being children, they sometimes spill out onto the nature
strip and are quite close to the road.
The school community has previously approached
Vicroads and asked that a small section of cyclone wire
fencing immediately surrounding the pedestrian
crossing at the front of the school be extended south
towards Burnt and McCulloch streets to prevent
children from straying too close to that left-hand lane
that is used by trucks. However, Vicroads has not been
receptive to the approaches.
I seek the minister's assistance in again taking the
matter up with Vicroads and having the situation
looked at. It would not be an expensive operation
because the fencing is not of a standard that is needed to
stop cars or trucks smashing through it; it would simply
act as a deterrent to children. I hope the minister is able
to direct the matter to the attention ofVicroads so that
we can get something done before a tragedy occurs.

Gippsland West: ambulance service
Ms DA VIES (Gippsland West) - I raise an issue
for the attention of the Minister for Health in another
place. I ask the minister to do his utmost to obtain the
extra funding necessary for a 24-hour manned
ambulance station in the Wonthaggi-Phillip Island area.
Currently the only 24-hour ambulance station in South
Gippsland is in Leongatha. The service covers Foster,
Leongatha, Wonthaggi, Phillip Island and Tarwin
Lower, a very large area. There is no afternoon shift in
Wonthaggi and Cowes. Usually the evening shift in
Leongatha is taken up immediately the shift comes on
with transfers, and often those transfers travel as far as
Dandenong so they are involved for a long period. Any
other emergencies, therefore, require on-call officers to
come on after they have already worked a full shift.
Often ambulances have to come from Morwell to
cover for the Leongatha ambulances that have been
sent to other areas.
Recently in one night four emergency transfers were
perfonned at once from Phillip Island and surrounds,
which placed a lot of pressure on the system. We are
promoting the coast and South Gippsland as a tourist
destination. We have an ageing population so the
pressure on the system will only increase. Those people
deserve ready access to a full emergency ambulance
service a little closer than the 50-minute drive to
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Leongatha. I urge the minister to respond. He has still
not responded to my query about Helimed on
18 February and to a query on ambulances in May last
year. I would like the minister to behave in an
appropriate manner and respond to an adjournment
issue, and particularly to ensure that we have adequate
ambulance services in my area.

Buses: Rowville-Glen Waverley
Mr WELLS (Wantirna) - I raise for the attention
of the Minister for Transport the lack of express
transport, particularly bus transport, in the
Rowville-Glen Waverley area. This has been a matter
of concern for the honourable members for Knox Glen
Waverley and me for some time. As honourable'
members will be well aware, Rowville was an area that
was starved and left out in the cold when the Labor
Party was in government for those dreadful 10 years.

When the coalition government came into power in
1992 it discovered that roads were goat tracks, the
schools were bursting at the seams with students and
welfare services in Rowville were nonexistent. Since
then the coalition government has been able to
duplicate Wellington Road, build a brand-new
secondary college and primary school and assist in the
funding of the Bridgewater centre. However, we still
had the problem of public transport.
Previously if Rowville residents wanted to go to a train
station they had to catch a bus to Ferntree Gully or
Oandenong. Ventura Bus Lines letterboxed
7000 houses in the Rowville-Glen Waverleyarea
asking residents whether they wanted a bus service to
link Rowville directly with the Glen Waverley railway
station. The response to that survey was overwhelming.
The minister and the government introduced a bus
service from Rowville to Glen Waverley. However, the
response by the constituents in the area has been very
poor. The patronage on some of these buses has been
down to as low as seven passengers. Although the
residents and the Public Transport Users Association
were crying foul and demanding a bus service, the
government put the bus service on but has found
no-one is using it. We have decided to have further
consultation. The government has been in contact with
many of the groups. One of the reasons people are
saying they are not using the service is the length of
time it takes to get from Rowville to Glen Waverley.
I ask the minister to investigate the possibility of
introducing express buses in the morning and in the
evening. In the morning when people travel from
Rowville to Glen Waverley railway station they could
use an express service; at peak time in the evening
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coming back to Glen Waverley a peak service express
bus could return to Rowville.
People in Rowville are demanding a rail link extension
from Glen Waverley to Rowville that would cost
$326 million. Unfortunately that is not likely to
eventuate at this stage and some of the bitterness will be
removed from the debate if an express bus service is
obtained.

Bendigo: road funding
Mr CAMERON (Bendigo West) - I raise for the
attention of the Premier the matter of road funding in
the Bendigo area. I will give two examples of the need
for such funding.

The fIrst concerns the intersection of Hargreaves and
Myrtle streets, Bendigo, which is on the border of the
Bendigo East and Bendigo West electorates. It is a
frustrating and dangerous intersection to cross. The
Bendigo Advertiser of 6 March reported that in the past
four years there have been four injuries as a result of
collisions at the intersection, including a fatality last
month. Action is needed and I ask for funding from the
black spot program.
The Bendigo Advertiser also reported that funding from
the black spot program is granted only if there is an
average of one injury over a three-year period, and the
intersection comes into that category. The same article
reported the Vicroads regional manager as stating he
was not sure why applications for funding had been
rejected. People must ask how much damage to life,
limb and property has to occur before the government
will take action.
I refer also to a bridge over the railway line at
Caldwells Road, Eaglehawk. The bridge is in poor
condition and for safety reasons is subject to a 2-tonne
limit. There is housing and industrial development
beyond the bridge on the west side of Eaglehawk and in
the event of fIre the excellent volunteers of the
Eaglehawk urban fIre brigade have to travel a longer
distance, which adds some 5 minutes to their journey,
because they cannot use the bridge. The brigade and its
respected captain, Kevin Murley, believe the delay
could mean the difference between saving or losing a
burning house or, even worse, could lead to the loss of
a life.
The City of Greater Bendigo reports that the structure is
the responsibility of the Public Transport Corporation.
However, in October 1996 the then Minister for
Transport, the Honourable Alan Brown, said that
although the PTC was prepared to demolish the bridge,
it was not its responsibility. The former Minister for
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Roads, the Honourable Bill Baxter, said in 1995
letter- The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I remind the
honourable member that he can raise only one matter in
the adjournment debate.
Mr CAMERON - As a result I am advised that
this matter is being treated as a hot potato. Road
funding in the region has been cut and is now 44 per
cent less than the national average. I ask the Premier to
take the matter on board and quickly address the issues
raised.

Enfield forest
Mr JENKINS (Ballarat West)- I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management an issue regarding Enfield forest. This
week a number of beekeepers, ftre brigade personnel,
fteld naturalists and orienteers contacted my office
regarding a management strategy report that supposedly
recommends that Enfteld forest be proclaimed a
national park.
According to the people who have contacted my office
nobody appears to know where copies of the report can
be obtained, yet responses have to be received by
20 March. A constituent of mine who had considerable
difficulty getting a copy of the report eventually found
a box of the reports in an office at Creswick, which is
nowhere near Enfteld forest. I am informed that not
even the local shire has received a copy of the report.
The orienteers have informed me that the report
recommends that Enfteld forest be closed to them in the
future. Just last week some 450 orienteers enjoyed the
network of roads in and the beauty of the forest. It is a
well-known forest and should remain open. I ask the
minister to arrange for copies of the report to be made
available, preferably at the department's office in
Ballarat, and to extend the date by which submissions
are required to be received.

Glenelg: Gournditch-Mara community
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - I raise for the
attention for the Minister responsible for Aboriginal
Affairs a dispute between the Gournditch-Mara Koori
community in the Portland area and the Glenelg Shire
Council. If the reports I have received are correctand I make that qualiftcation - the matter is fairly
serious.
As I understand it, the Glenelg shire indigenous people
have appointed a liaison officer, Mr David Brabender,
to act as a liaison between the Aboriginal community
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and the shire on certain developments and in an
endeavour to build up some pro-active action among
the communities down there. The minister will be
aware that a number of the Crown land areas are
subject to a native title claim that is being handled by
Mirimbiak Nations.
This has created a unfortunate dispute. The real point at
issue is that if the Aboriginal communities have
appointed someone to act as a liaison officer on their
behalf, their decision ought to be respected. It is most
unfortunate - it could be seen as paternalistic - for a
local council to say it does not respect the decision that
has been made by the local community. That is an
attitude that belongs in the past; it should not happen
and it does not assist reconciliation.
I ask the minister to use her good offices to assist
progress towards a satisfactory resolution of the
problem, which will aid reconciliation and the
development of the Aboriginal community in that part
of the world. We want to see improvements in
self-detennination and self-esteem through economic
development and self-sufficiency.
It is a serious matter and I trust the minister will take it
on board and use her good offices to assist in achieving
a resolution.

Housing: Moe
Mr ANDRIGHETTO (Narracan) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Housing the matter of
housing in the township ofMoe. The town has suffered
for a number of reasons, including the adverse reports
in the Melbourne papers about an incident that occurred
in the town last year. However, I raise a housing matter
concerning the combined RSL, state government and
local government tripartite project under which 16 units
for qualified RSL applicants are being constructed.

The construction is occurring at Anzac Road, an
appropriately named street for the project.
Unfortunately, there is some concern in the community
that the construction is taking longer than the locals
expected and that there may be a problem with the
contractors. I ask the minister to investigate the
progress of the construction, bearing in mind that we
have had some particularly good weather and the
locals expected the work to progress faster than it has.
The residents ofMoe in particular are pleased with the
amount of money the government has spent, through
the minister's office, on housing in Moe, particularly in
Wirraway Street, where some accommodation for the
aged has been completed to a satisfactory standard, I
understand the occupants are very pleased. However,
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there is a question mark over the RSL project and the
quality of the landscaping. I am assured that it will be
fmished, but I ask the minister to investigate the
progress of the project so that the residents of
Moe--

response on the matter. A dispute exists between the
Mirimbiak Nations Aboriginal Corporation and the
Glenelg Shire Council, and I understand it has been
bubbling along for some time. I thank the honourable
member for Morwell raising this matter with me.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.

I direct to the attention of the house a report that
appeared in the Portland Observer of Monday,
2 March 1998, which states:

Responses
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - The honourable member for Ballarat
West raised with me the issue of what I will call a draft
management plan. I think it concerns the Enfield forest,
so it would be a proposal under a forest reserve. I look
forward to getting the details of exactly where it is. The
basis of the matter raised was that sufficient time had
not been allowed for consultation and that the draft
proposals had not been available for consideration by a
number of interested groups that use the Enfield forest
reserve or park - whatever its proper designation is.
I undertake to ensure that an adequate number of
copies of the report are made available. The
honourable member suggested that copies be made
available in the DNRE office at Ballarat. I undertake to
have some made available there, and perhaps also at
Creswick and the Shire of Golden Plains.
I also understand that because of the unavailability of
the document the time frame for the taking of
submissions and the consideration of matters to be
raised may be a bit short. Perhaps we should look at an
extension of the time. I think the honourable member
said that under the current proposal submissions close
on 20 March, which is the day after tomorrow. If we
cannot get those reports out by 20 March we obviously
cannot get the submissions in by that date. I will look at
extending the time for a period of perhaps one month. I
will seek instructions on the matter, but that would not
seem unreasonable.
I thank the honourable member for Ballarat West for
raising a very practical issue. I regret that he had to
raise it - the documents should have been made
available. The whole point of draft plans and proposals
is that people have an opportunity for consultation. I
will ensure we get those documents out and extend the
period for consultation.

Mrs HENDERSON (Minister for Housing) - The
honourable member for Morwell raised an issue with
me that he has raised in the house previously. I am
pleased he has brought it to my attention again. I advise
the honourable member for Morwell that I have sent off
a letter to him in the past 24 hours, so he will receive a

The council claimed it had never ended consultation, and
insisted Mirimbiak had failed to respond to requests to be
represented on centre - and landscaping-related groups.

The honourable member for Morwell may be
interested to know that, at least according to that
article, the Glenelg council has indicated that the
discussions can continue and that it has never ended
that consultation period. That may be of some comfort.
I will endeavour to see whether Aboriginal Affairs
Victoria can have a look at this matter, but it is clearly
a dispute between the local group and the council.
From the report I have just read that appeared in the
Portland Observer it seems things may be a little better

than the honourable member for Morwell thought,
which is a good outcome. I will certainly look at it for
him.
The honourable member for Narracan referred to the
progress of the building of older persons units at Moe.
The honourable member has had a great deal of
influence on the joint-venture project. I had the pleasure
of going to Moe on the honourable member's insistence
on two occasions: firstly, to look at the project to see
whether we could proceed with the RSL to provide
some older persons units for RSL members and,
secondly, prior to Christmas on a cold day when I went
with the honourable member, members of the local
council and some members of the RSL to the site to
turn the first sod. It was a day of great celebration for
the people of Moe because this joint venture with the
RSL is vitally important to the provision of housing for
older people.
The local council has made a terrific contribution by
providing land in Anzac Road. The RSL will have
nomination rights and there will be 16 units. However, I
am distressed to hear that there may be some delays in
the project. I thank the honourable member for bringing
it to my attention. He has been very involved in the
project from day one.
As we all know, we have an ageing population. By the

year 2020, 25 per cent of Victorians will be aged over
60 years. We will have a lot of challenges housing these
people in the future. I will take up the matter and look
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at the progress of the construction. Two weeks ago
during Housing Week, Bruce Ruxton, the president of
the RSL, went to Moe to inspect the site. There was a
small celebration held with the RSL. I will follow up
the progress and I thank the honourable member for the
work he is doing to house older Victorians.

disposed of or taken up by local communities on some
arrangement that advantages all in the process. It is
responsible to put properties such as this on the open
market, but there comes a time when a fmal resolution
needs to be achieved and one draws the line and says,
'Enough is enough'.

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - The
honourable member for Williamstown raised the
concerns he has about the disposal of the site of the
fonner Golden Point Primary School in Ballarat, which
was closed a few years ago. It is always interesting
when the honourable member wakes up to things and
gets advice, but the reality is that it has been the subject
of discussions. Negotiations are being held, which are
currently commercial in confidence.

I advise the honourable member that in the case of the
particular property he has raised, as a consequence of
the energies of the honourable member for Ballarat East
there will not be undue delay.

The honourable member for Ballarat East has a real
interest in the area and he has been on my back to do
all that is possible within sensible realms to achieve a
commercial outcome that will benefit the broader
community. It is also important to note that since 1996
some $1.2 million has been raised in asset sales of
school property in the area and those funds have gone
back into the school system. If one looks at the
investments in education, particularly in school
facilities in the Ballarat area, one will realise it is
important to obtain full value for the community. It is
the community'S asset and funds. The government is
keen to obtain a quality outcome, but that does not
necessarily mean to the exclusion of the community. It
means getting value in terms of the dollar and the
community outcome.

Mr Hamilton inteIjected.
Mr GUDE - I take up the inteIjection from the
honourable member for Morwell, who makes a point
about commonsense. It is a pity some of his colleagues
do not. I note that the honourable member for
Footscray, who is the opposition's education
spokesman, is all about giving away these assets. He is
on the public record in the Ballarat newspaper in that
regard.

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - I thank the honourable member
for Richmond for raising the matter of the HMAS
Lonsdale site again because it gives me the opportunity
to further clarify the position for him. The department
has made available all the documents that have been
asked for and, as the honourable member for Richmond
will understand, ifhe needs further briefmg I will be
only too happy to arrange for the department to make
that possible.
The difficulty I have in providing the honourable
member with written documentation regarding the
briefing I was given in respect of design issues is the
difficulty of sending Mr Andrew Olszewski through
the post! I will therefore make him available to the
honourable member so he can also have a briefmg.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - The honourable member for
Gippsland West raised for the Minister for Health her
request for him to consider the establishment of a
24-hour staffed ambulance station in the
Wonthaggi-Phillip Island area. I will convey that
message to the minister, who will respond appropriately
directly to the honourable member for Gippsland West.

Of course if that were to have been the case
$1.2 million would not have gone back into the
school's education in that area, such is the continuing
laissez-faire attitude of the honourable member for
Footscray and the Labor Party in general.

The honourable member for Swan Hill quite rightly
raised his concerns about disability funding in the
Loddon-Mallee area following a press release by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition on 11 March which
stated that the area's disability services faced cuts of
$748 900. The press release was misleading - it was
scaremongering in the extreme. It is unfortunate that
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition would seek to
cause alann and distress among some of the most
vulnerable people in the community - those with
disabilities - and their families.

I assure the honourable member for Williamstown that
I want to see this particular property disposed of as
quickly as possible in the community interest. I am also
anxious to see a number of other properties in regional
Victoria realised in one way or another. I want them

The facts are that in an effort to ensure that every dollar
is spent efficiently and in the best interests of those in
need, each year the government, together with the
department's regional and central office staff, goes
through a rigorous process to ensure the funding budget
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of about $508 million is spent meeting the needs of that
group. As part of the process the government asks
officers of the department to identify areas in which
additional efficiencies could be made if funding
reductions were to be made.
Efficiencies may be achieved through improved
productivity, increased use of technology or
rearrangement of staffing, or perhaps by deciding that
certain programs the department currently operates no
longer carry the highest priority. At the same time the
government asks what additional needs exist in the
community that the department would seek to service if
additional funding were provided.
By balancing up those two pieces of infonnation from
the regions and central agencies the ministers and
departments can go to the government through the
Treasurer and the Premier to seek funding from the new
budget. They can also use the commonwealth-state
disability agreement with absolute confidence that
through that rigorous process every dollar is spent on
the programs with highest priority. It also allows us to
identify where savings can be made and to redirect
those savings into new initiatives.
This process has gone on for several years under this
government. Last year the process freed up more than
$30 million for new programs in disability services. At
this moment in the Loddon-Mallee area the Department
of Human Services is looking to spend some of that
money on much-needed new accommodation in
community residential units in Bendigo and Echuca as
the result of $1 0 million worth of recurrent funding
freed up through this process.
In addition, $20 million worth of capital items have

been identified through the process and $1.9 million in
funding has been provided for intensive behaviour
intervention support for people with disabilities. Since
1994 the Victorian government has increased funding
for disability services by 12.8 per cent. That is not an
indication of a government prepared to make funding
cuts in Loddon-Mallee or elsewhere in Victoria, as
asserted by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. He
was wrong and was misrepresenting the situation.
From my discussions with the federal Minister for
Family Services, Warwick Smith, I am aware that he
fully supports this process and endorses what Victoria
is doing. He understands it guarantees all our disability
funding, whether it be from within the state resources or
through funding provided by the commonwealth-state
disability agreement, is used efficiently and effectively
for service delivery for people with disabilities and
those in need.
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I assure the honourable member for Swan Hill that we
went through exactly the same process last year when
we received more than $30 million of additional
funding for disability services. Because of the way the
process has been handled this year - that is, once
again identifying a large demand for additional
resources - I fully expect we will be able to deliver
those resources into disability services.

Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - The
honourable member for Bendigo West referred to the
Premier road funding for a dangerous intersection in
Bendigo. While this matter would more properly be
raised with my colleague the Minister for Roads and
Ports in another place, I will direct the inquiry to the
Premier and either the Premier or the Minister for
Roads and Ports will respond to the issue.
The honourable member for Mitcham directed to the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports in the
other place a safety issue involving Nunawading
Primary School and the increased traffic volume in
Springvale Road. The honourable member for
Mitcham has asked that Vicroads take some action to
erect a 250 to 300-metre long fence to prevent children
spilling on to the road as they rush to leave the school
grounds. I will also draw that matter to the attention of
the Minister for Roads and Ports and ask him to
respond directly to the honourable member for
Mitcham.
The honourable member for Wantirna raised with me
the bus service between Rowville and the Glen
Waverley railway station. The honourable member for
Wantirna was one of the principal people responsible
for the installation of that service and is a keen
supporter of it. Both he and Ventura Bus Lines Pty Ltd,
the company that put that service into operation, are
keen to see it succeed. I am always delighted when
members of the public and members of this house come
forward with positive ways to improve service delivery.
The honourable member asked for an express bus
service in the mornings and evenings between Rowville
and the Glen Waverley railway station to reduce
travelling times. That is a worthy suggestion, which I
will ask my department to examine. I will respond to
the honourable member for Wantima as soon as
possible, and I thank him for the positive suggestion he
made on behalf ofthe people he represents so well.
The honourable member for Dromana directed to my
attention the carrying-out of trial bus services across the
Mornington Peninsula, in particular the service from
Bainarring to Rosebud. That service runs from one part
of the honourable member's electorate across to
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another. I know he was keen to have the service
introduced following the publication in the middle of
last year of the Mornington Peninsula transport study,
which was jointly funded by the Department of
Infrastructure, the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council
and the City of Frankston. The authors of the study set
out to obtain community input on transport facilities
along the Mornington Peninsula. As a result, it
identified a perceived need for cross-peninsula services
between Balnarring and Rosebud, and Hastings and
Mornington. It also identified the need for Sunday bus
services to two areas, North Frankston and Langwarrin.
Following the publication of the transport study I
waited for some response from the councils, because
both had expressed an interest in its recommendations. I
was surprised I had not heard from either council after
six months, so I wrote to both suggesting that if they
were prepared to put some money into running trial
services for four months I would be prepared to initiate
them.
I was pleased to receive a positive response from the
Mornington Peninsula Shire Council. I know many
members in the area covered by the municipality have
had a jaundiced view of it, and I admit to having been
one of them. But in this instance the council responded
positively and made excellent suggestions about how
the route between BaInarring and Rosebud could better
serve the community, and those suggestions were
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adopted. The council also sought the trial of other
services, and they have been put into operation as well.
That stands in stark contrast with the response received
from the City of Frankston, which basically told me to
peddle my papers elsewhere because it was not
interested in bus services. Nevertheless, with the strong
support oflocal members, particularly the honourable
members for Cranbourne and Frankston East, in whose
electorates trials were also proposed, I have ignored the
council and funded the trials.
I understand the honourable member's strong support
for the trial service between Bainarring and Rosebud. I
was pleased to hear him compliment the government on
its advertising of that trial and the other trials being
carried out in the Momington Peninsula Shire and in
the City of Frankston.
Following the advertising and marketing of the services
I hope we will get an excellent result. I assure the
honourable member I will monitor the service and keep
him informed. I hope all the services in Frankston and
the Shire ofMornington Peninsula will be a raging
success and become permanent fixtures.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The house
stands adjourned until next day.
House adjourned t 0.55 p.m.

PETITION
Thursday. 19 March 1998
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The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) took the chair at
10.05 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITION
Mortlake: reticulated sewerage system
The Clerk - I have received the following petition
for presentation to Parliament:
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
This petition of the undersigned draws the attention of the
Legislative Assembly to the plight of the people of the
township of Mortlake in the south-west of Victoria, a
township which government reports have acknowledged to be
unlikely to increase in economic significance in the
foreseeable future or to even maintain its current level of
sustainability and one that has an ageing, diminishing
population of householders with single, pension-based
incomes, who, because of the exceptional geographical
conditions of the area, are facing exceptionally large costs for
the provision of a reticulated sewerage system which they
have not requested, but is being imposed on them by your
government's decree.
Your petitioners request that the Legislative Assembly
members call upon the assembled government to:
I.

2.

review its contribution to the scheme in the light of the
exceptional geographical, economic and social
circumstances of the township; and
provide the necessary funds for the scheme your
government is insisting must be provided at Mortlake.

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr J. F. McGratb (252 signatures)
Laid on table.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 18 March; motion of Ms McCALL
(Frankston) for adoption of address-in-reply.

Mr LEAN (Canum) - When the debate was
interrupted last night I was referring the house to
education in Carrum. My electorate has 11 primary
schools, 2 secondary colleges and I TAFE college. The
government has spent more than $6 million over five
years in tackling the backlog of maintenance as a result
of the dreadful management of the former Labor
government. The government is to be commended on
its detennination that our schools will achieve a 100 per
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cent proficiency rate in student literacy by 2005 and
that by 2010 Victoria will be among the top five
sovereign states in the disciplines of mathematics and
science.
On the law and order issue, as with all other
electorates, Carrum has some difficulties with drugs
and alcohol abuse, but the $100 million Turning the
Tide effort is working well. A special organisation
called Youth at Risk is based in the Frankston area.
Honourable members may recall that recently the
honourable member for Frankston referred to the work
undertaken by Youth at Risk in the Frankston and
Canum electorates. The construction of a new police
station in Carrum to replace the old Chelsea station
will commence later this year at a cost of $2.4 million.
The Heathlands Community Health Centre delivers top
quality health care to the local community.
Due to this government's initiatives, unemployment in
Victoria is at its lowest level for many years. According
to unemployment figures, Victoria's performance has
been the best in the country. Employment opportunities
in Carrum are significant. The Chelsea plant of Pura
Milk, a subsidiary of the National Foods Beverages
Group, is able to process more than 200 million litres of
milk a week and will be able to service the National
Foods current projected requirements for Melbourne
and regional Victoria.
Many other businesses abound in the area and are
growing, including Whites Wires and McKay
Trailers - well known in the marine industryChelsea Machinery and the Panerson River marina
development. Building opportunities in the area also
offer many employment opportunities. There are 15
retail precincts and many home-based businesses. The
government's initiatives have created marvellous
employment opportunities.
The Port Phillip Bay area in my electorate contains
12 kilometres of beach for fishing, sailing and general
activities, many sporting opportunities and lifesaving,
yacht, golf, tennis, BMX, cricket, football, bowls and
netball clubs. Once again, the area offers many
opportunities for young, middle-aged and older people
alike.
This week the City of Chelsea is holding its 40th Youth
Week Festival. The festival is now part of the Greater
Kingston Festival, but the Youth Week Festival- a
festival of Chelsea in the Bonbeach area - runs for a
week and is devoted exclusively to the youth of the
area.
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The SPEAKER - Order! Members are to
remember to observe the courtesy to the member on his
feet of not crossing between the Chair and the member
who is speaking.
Mr LEAN - I am delighted to announce that the
Minister for Youth and Community Services will visit
on Sunday for the culmination of the festival, the fun
day and the Grand Parade of Youth.
It would be remiss of me not to mention the wealth of
volunteer services in the electorate. I cited the
exceptional performance this summer of the CF A, the
SES, the Australian Volunteer Coast Guard
Association, lifesaving clubs and the Chelsea
Benevolent Society, which looks after many families
that are facing difficulties, as does the Red Cross, the
Meals on Wheels service and other friends groups that
abound in the area.

In summary, I am proud to be part of the Kennett
coalition government. Victoria is on the move in my
electorate, and the electorate is reaping the benefits. We
can be participants or spectators in this exciting
experience. Participants participate - they get up and
move with the action; spectators just sit there and watch
it pass by, so let's all be participants.
Mrs WILSON (Oandenong North) - I am pleased
to join other members in the address-in-reply to the
speech given at the opening of this Parliament by His
Excellency the Governor. I would first like to convey
the best wishes of the constituents of Dandenong North
and my own best wishes to Sir James and Lady Gobbo.
I wish them great success in their term of office and
hope they will be blessed with good health to enable
them to carry out their many duties.
The Governor and his wife will have an excellent
opportunity to meet many outstanding Victorians as
they travel around Victoria and to visit many splendid
voluntary organisations. Sir James was kind enough to
come to the Dandenong area last weekend to open the
Vizy Care Centre, which was the brainchild of the
previous member for Ivanhoe, the Honourable Vin
Heffernan. This centre will cater for many of the
disadvantaged young people in our area and perhaps
provide them with a diversion from other less suitable
pursuits.
At the opening of the Vizy centre Sir James spoke at
length about the value of volunteerism. I was pleased to
hear the member for Carrum also talk about the
excellent volunteers who operate from his area. If it
were not for the volunteers who man the many
organisations in this state such as the Red Cross and the
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CF A Victorians would be paying much more in taxes.
We are deeply thankful for the many people who offer
their services as volunteers.
Victoria has been particularly fortunate in the past
decade to have had three Governors who have been
universally acceptable to the population and have made
very significant contributions. Dr Davis McCaughey
brought his own Irish charm to the job, and his
wonderful accent was heard the length and breadth of
the state. By the end of their term Dr McCaughey and
his wife Jean were much loved and continue to do
excellent voluntary work in their own community.
Mr Richard McGarvie and his wife Lesley also made a
significant contribution. Governor McGarvie brought
his legal background to the job and was a strong
advocate in Victoria for democracy and justice. I am
sure Sir James and Lady Gobbo will continue in that
fme tradition and will be equally wonderful
ambassadors for Victoria.
Sir James Gobbo has a long and respected record of
community service, which I am sure is well known, to
hospitals and aged care organisations through the
Italian welfare group COASIT and the Victorian Health
Promotion Foundation, where I was privileged to work
with him when I became a member of that board. The
fact that someone of the calibre of Sir James Gobbo has
accepted the position of Governor of Victoria gives us
much to be grateful for.
During the 13 years I have been in this Parliament the
majority of inquiries that have come through my
electorate office have been in regard to housing. I am
talking about the time of the Labor government as well
as the current Liberal government. Housing has always
been a big issue in Oandenong North, and during that
time hundreds of people - young and old, families and
singles - have come to my office desperately seeking
assistance to find housing at a reasonable cost. It has
never been more difficult to help them than it is at
present. Like many other members in this chamber, I
am sure, I find one of the most distressing parts of the
job has been not to be able to say, 'Yes, I can help you
to find a home' .
That is not surprising when one considers the long
waiting lists for housing within the City of Greater
Dandenong: people applied in June 1989 for
four-bedroom houses and 300 of them are still waiting
to be housed almost 10 years later. Several thousands of
people are waiting for three-bedroom houses, and the
ministry is only now starting to accommodate people
who applied in February 1988, so they have had to wait
10 years. They will have to wait a while longer because
there are 11 people in that category on the priority
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housing list. Those who apply for two-bedroom
accommodation are usually older married couples or
single parents with one child. They have had to wait
eight years and there is a priority list there as well. The
many older people who are waiting for one-bedroom
accommodation will also have to wait for a long time
because that list goes right back to 1985 and there are
still people who applied in 1985, 13 years ago, who
have not yet been accommodated. When people find
out about the housing waiting list many just throw up
their hands in despair and do not even bother to send
the forms back.
It is probably reasonable to expect long housing lists in
the Dandenong North electorate, because the Monash
University Centre for Population and Urban Research
analysed the 1996 census of population and housing
and found that thousands of people in Dandenong and
Dandenong North were living on very low incomes. In
the City of Greater Dandenong, which takes in the
electorate of the honourable member for Dandenong
and my electorate, there are 5735 people in the age
group IS to 24 who are on annual incomes below
$15 000. In the 25 to 44 age group there are 6222
people on low incomes; in the 45 to 64 age group there
are 5927; in the 65-plus age group there are 4907. That
shows the Dandenong North electorate is not a wealthy
area and desperately requires government services and
good housing.
The government must have this information. It must
know that the City of Greater Dandenong is not a
wealthy area, and it should be paying special attention
to it and providing more housing. However, despite
that, very little building activity has occurred in the past
five years. Some older houses have been demolished
and attractive units for elderly persons have replaced
them, but many empty blocks remain and the housing
waiting list is substantial. Families wait indefinitely;
some have waited for at least 10 years.
But housing is not the only area of government
administration where cutbacks in the time of this
government have had a sad and dire effect on the
electorate I represent. Cutbacks are occurring almost
daily in hospitals, schools, the ambulance service,
disability services and aged care, to name a few.
Most honourable members who have spoken in this
debate have addressed the education system and the
situation of teachers and principals. However, despite
the fact that the government has removed 8000 teachers
from the system, closed 350 schools and reduced the
education budget by $350 million, Victorian schools
still have some of the most dedicated and courageous
teachers and principals in the country. Today principals
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are virtually CEOs in schools and often the primary
task of school councils is fundraising. Whether the
school is located in a wealthy or poor area is reflected
in the amount of additional equipment and facilities
available to it.
I was interested to read the results of a study of
237 Victorian schools recently conducted by Professor
Tony Townsend from Monash University. It showed
the schools' average operating cost, excluding teachers'
salaries, was $1139 per student. Professor Townsend
points out that only 62 per cent of that money comes
from the state government; the remaining 38 per cent
has to be raised locally, presumably by parent
committees. Some schools have little difficulty finding
this sort of money, but schools in poorer areas like mine
have a great deal of difficulty finding it. That
demonstrates there is a great deal of inequity in our
education system and it is not getting any better - it is
certainly getting worse.
I understand the Minister for Education has expressed
his intention to provide additional funds for education
in the next budget. That will go only part of the way
towards restoring the millions of dollars that have
already been taken from the system and it will be too
late for some students who have been attending state
schools for the past five years.
I point out to the minister particularly the need to
provide funding for additional speech therapists in
schools. Last year the parents of an eight-year-old
student who had spent seven of his eight years in the
fonner Yugoslavia before returning to Australia came
to me for advice because their son was having problems
at his primary school. Apparently he was quite brilliant
in mathematics and science subjects but had a real
problem with reading and writing. Ultimately it was
discovered that he needed speech therapy, and the
school applied on his behalf for access to a therapist.
The boy had to wait several months for an appointment
with the therapist. He is now receiving therapy for half
an hour a fortnight and is showing some improvement,
but that is not enough to enable him to keep up with the
rest of the class in reading and writing.
I understand there is some inequity in the
apportionment of the time of speech therapists. Small
schools are entitled to the services of a speech therapist
for half an hour a fortnight. The entitlement is
apparently based on schools' global funding. Larger
schools are entitled to a greater amount of a therapist's
time. Irrespective of whether a school with 150 students
and a school with 500 students have the same number
of students who require speech therapy, the detennining
factor is not students' needs; global funding is used as
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the criterion. That is quite odd. I should have thought
the criterion would be the needs of the students.
I ask the Minister for Education to investigate the
possibility of making speech therapists available on a
needs basis to ensure that students with speech
problems receive the maximum amount of assistance
possible. He would recognise that the inability of a
child to communicate with either teachers or fellow
students can be a very big deterrent in the overall
education of the child.
I shall talk briefly about aged care, in which I have a
particular interest and have had for the time I have been
in Parliament. Although I recognise that aged care is
primarily the responsibility of the federal government,
it is worth noting that in Australia the projected growth
in the next 10 years in the number of people aged
65 and over is lA per cent; and the projected growth in
the same period in the number of people 80 years and
over is 3.3 per cent.

With a projected growth of that magnitude over
10 years it seems to me planning for additional services
in aged care ought to be occurring now. It would not be
appropriate to wait 10 years before taking action. We
need to take action now and plan for the needs of
people who will be in those age groups within the next
10 years.
All the research that has been conducted into aged care
over the past decade or more shows clearly that older
people want to stay in their own homes until they die or
are too sick to be cared for at home. Despite all the
options that have been developed by both the private
sector and the government sector - such as retirement
villages, hostels, supported accommodation houses and
nursing homes - their own home, however large or
small, is where they want to be. Home is where they
feel comfortable; it is where they can do things at their
own pace; it is where they have a lifetime of memories;
and, more likely than not, it is where their friends can
easily pop in for a visit.
Governments should gear their policy decisions
towards enabling, supporting and encouraging older
people to stay in their own homes rather than taking the
more expensive and often less realistic option of
placing them in nursing homes. But there needs to be
much more support for people at home to enable them
to stay there. The support services required need to be
put in place so that placing them in nursing homes is
not taken up as the first option. The government needs
to regard the provision of home-based services as a way
of saving money rather than another enormous
expenditure.
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I was alanned to read recently that a large proportion of
Victorian nursing homes are not up to standard. That
was discovered as a result of the commonwealth
government's recent inspection of nursing homes. The
catch-22 is that if the establishments do not come up to
scratch they will not qualify for additional federal
government funding to assist with upgrading their .
facilities. At the same time there are excellent nursmg
homes in Victoria run by very dedicated staffwho look
after the residents as they would members of their own
families. I was privileged during the previous
Parliament to be the opposition member with
responsibility for aged care. I had the opportunity to
visit many hundreds of nursing homes in Victoria,
interstate and overseas. There is no doubt that standards
vary dramatically. My impression was that the very best
were run by the not-for-profIt sector and that the
services of volunteers make an enormous difference.
For a number of years I have had an interest in services
for people with intellectual disabilities. The Wallara
centre in Dandenong provides a range of services at a
number of locations, including a hostel at Dandenong
with nearby independent living units. The board of
Wallara has purchased a factory with a work-training
centre where trainees are taught a range of skills to
hopefully equip them for employment in the private
sector. Wallara is about to open a new day centre at
Narre Warren for a group of intellectually disabled
elderly people most of whom lived at lanefIeld for the
majority of their lives. It is heartening to see ho",,: ~y
of them are blossoming as they discover new actlVltles
and interests at the centre. They require extensive
supervision and care and Wallara hopes to a.~ct .
willing volunteers from the local area to aSSIst m theIr
activities.
I stress the need for additional residential places for
people with intellectual disabilities. The shortage has
reached a crisis situation. Many families are just
managing to hold together after caring for a disabled
child for 10, 20 or 30 years. On a number of occasions I
have drawn to the minister's attention the case of a
family that has been waiting for 22 years for a
residential place for their son who is now 36 years of
age. He is difficult to control and in his aggression
assaults family members. Every morning the family has
to wake up to the same problem, which has virtually
destroyed his parents' marriage and had an adverse
effect on the whole family.
Another concern in my electorate is the large number of
poker machines which have been approved by the
Victorian Casino and Gaming Authority. Venues
appear to be much more prolific in the City o~ Greater
Dandenong than in other areas of the state, WIth
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approximately 1600 poker machines in a very small
area from Hallam to Springvale on the Princes
Highway. Currently the Liquor Control Corrunission
and the council have an application for a pennit to
operate poker machines at another venue in
Dandenong.
It is well known that people on low incomes are
attracted by poker machines - that is, to the pot of
gold at the end of the rainbow or the jackpot that they
hope will solve all their financial problems. When the
Labor government first introduced poker machines I
was a member of the gaming comminee. At that time it
was the government's intention that there be an even
spread of machines across the state. It was never the
intention to have a large concentration of poker
machines in anyone municipality. The large number of
poker machines is detrimental not only to the social
fabric of life in the City of Greater Dandenong but also
to the retail traders in the area. I have received many
comments from people who have returned to
Dandenong after many years absence who say they are
appalled to see how many businesses have closed down
in the main street of our city. They are appalled also at
the unemployment rate which is currently about
16 per cent and even higher among young people.

Businesses have closed in our area for two reasons.
Firstly, poker machines have drawn millions of dollars
from retail trade in the community; secondly, the
amalgamation of local government which resulted in
the majority of council services being shifted from
Dandenong to Springvale has had a dramatic effect.
Dandenong and Springvale were two distinct and
separate communities. The forced amalgamation of the
two councils has resulted in a loss of identity and civic
pride for Dandenong. I hope that over time the
longstanding civic pride and identity we were so proud
of in Dandenong will be restored. I congratulate the
incoming mayor of the City of Greater Dandenong,
er Blades, on her appointment. I am sure she will make
a detennined effort to unite the city.
This morning as I drove in to work I thought that this
would be my last opportunity to participate in the
address-in-reply debate - unless, of course, the
Premier feels the need to have another garden party at
the same time next year. When I was first elected to
ParI iament I started my political career in the temporary
building in the garden. Thirteen years later I am still
there, although for a short time during the Labor
government I did progress to the housekeeper's
residence in the main building. It says something about
the male members of my party that although they have
looked after themselves with office accommodation
they have left so many of the women in the garden '
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building. I continue to negotiate the stairs, which seem
to get steeper and longer every day. I hope the Labor
Party will look after the new recruits much bener than it
has some of the older ones.
I urge the Premier to reconsider building a new wing of
Parliament House. Government departments seem to
keep the most sumptuous accommodation for
themselves. The offices provided for elected members
of Parliament in this place are nothing short of
disgraceful. It would not be accepted in the private
sector, and Victoria's elected representatives should not
continue to accept it. If people from the media were to
see the dogbox - or shoe box - where I spend many
hours when the house is sitting, they would not believe
it.
It is a privilege to participate in the address-in-reply
debate, and again I wish Sir James and Lady Gobbo all
the very best in their term of office.
Mr JOHN (Bendigo East) - I also congratulate His
Excellency, Sir lames Gobbo, on his appointment as
Governor of this state. I congratulate him on his
forward-looking and positive address to state
Parliament at the recent official opening. I extend my
best wishes to Lady Gobbo in her important role.
Sir lames Gobbo has been a distinguished lawyer and a
prominent citizen. I am proud to have been one of his
law students at the University of Melbourne during the
1960s when he was lecturer on the law of evidence.

The Governor's address was a blueprint for Victoria as
we move into the 21st century. It gave us a vision on
social policy. The Governor stated that each new
measure or expenditure item will be put to the test of
social advantage based on the four measures of
improved outcomes on education, increased job
opportunities, encouragement of safe and healthy
lifestyles, and whether any proposal led to building
confident and cohesive communities.
The state's financial position is increasingly more
secure. The Kennett government has reduced the state's
debt from $30.6 billion in 1992 to $11.3 billion, which
is an improvement in the ratio of debt to gross state
product from 30 per cent to 8.6 per cent. The current
ratio is probably the best we have had in the modem
history of Victoria. The government runs budgets that
are in surplus. We have recovered from the decade of
Labor government when the state was spiralling into
debt and sinking into a huge financial black hole; now
Victoria pays its way.
The people of Victoria are proud again and confident in
the strong leadership and sound financial management
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given to them by the Kennett government. We no
longer spend more than we earn. As we look around,
we see that freeways are being constructed and trains
and trams run on time. Cities like Bendigo, which I
represent, have quality rail services. There are more of
them, they run on time and now they run faster between
Melbourne and Bendigo.
The massive water improvement program put in place
will have huge ramifications for the quality of water
and will give us cheaper water as we move into the next
century. Public infrastructure has been significantly
improved and is now is being properly maintained.
However, the considerable success of the Kennett
government since 1992 has also provided the
government with a challenge: the high-jump bar has
been lifted. People deserve the top quality financial
management provided by the Kennett government.
They did not get it under 10 years of Labor government
but in the future people will continue to expect it of the
coalition.
The Governor's comments about social policy in his
address at the opening of state Parliament were timely.
Social policy has become as important as financial and
economic policy. Education and health are recognised
key policy areas and the government has embarked on
an innovative and ambitious program as we approach
the next century. The government must continue to
keep a tight rein on financial management and
economic matters but the expectations of the public of
Victoria have increased in the social policy area. I
congratulate the government on the refonns it has made
in health and education and I am confident that we will
continue to deliver successful and caring outcomes that
will be of benefit to our children, who are our future.
I shall refer to some of the major initiatives the
government has taken in my electorate of Bendigo East,
but first I mention briefly some of the huge gains
achieved and successful statewide initiatives taken by
the Kennett government over the past five years.
One of the most recent announcements is about
electricity. A massive program of price reduction has
been embarked upon and the government has
announced that over the next three years winter
electricity bills will be reduced by $60 for each
Victorian household and small business and this benefit
will be additional to all other concessions offered by the
government. The reduction will assist all families,
particularly low-income and one-parent families and
pensioners.
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Late last year the government announced important
water reforms with a massive injection of capital to
improve Victorian water quality and supply. The
government has also announced water price reductions.
As from 1 January, the water bills of Victorian
consumers will be reduced by 18 per cent on average at
the same time as better quality water is available. A
decade ago only 5 per cent of water in Victoria was of
world health standard; today more than 50 per cent is of
that quality and the figure is improving all the time.
In my electorate Coliban Water has had an injection of
$61 million to enable small towns to be sewered and
water quality treatment plants to be installed. The water
improvement program is one of the finest and most
ambitious programs ever undertaken in water supply in
Victoria's history. That visionary step will allow water
authorities to deliver better quality water at a
significantly reduced cost.

As I said, we have more services and improved
punctuality in rail transport. During the Labor
government trains often did not run on time, but that
has changed. You can set your watch on the arrival and
departure times of the trains from Melbourne to
Bendigo - not only can you set your watch on the
accuracy of the timing of these trains, but the time for
the journey between the cities has been reduced. Five
years ago it would take two or more hours to journey by
train from Bendigo to Melbourne. With the new fast
Sprinter trains the time has been reduced to 1 hour and
35 minutes. Currently the best service is nearly half an
hour faster than the train service was five or six years
ago.
Another important factor for passengers on Victorian
country train services is that the Kennett government
has frozen rail transport fares. That will ensure that
patronage, which has been increasing, will be
maintained.
One of the earliest and most significant achievements
of the Kennett government was council amalgamations.
The reduction of the number of municipalities from 210
to about 78 was a process that required considerable
political courage, which the Kennett government had. It
radically and successfully altered the municipal
landscape of Victoria. As a result of the amalgamations,
most property rates were reduced and many were
slashed. Property owners received huge benefits in the
reductions in municipal rates.
The Bendigo region had five separate councils that
often fought with one another. They lacked vision and
purpose but since the amalgamations the Greater
Bendigo City Council has shown that it has a strong
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vision. We have seen admirable performances from two
mayors to date- Mayor Megan Weston and Mayor
Barry Ackerman - who have run a very efficient and
well-maintained municipality.
Since the amalgamations, rate reductions in Bendigo
have amounted to an enormous 24.9 per cent and that is
a dramatic benefit to households and businesses. I thank
the Kennett government for having had the political
courage to undertake the very difficult task of
amalgamating councils.
Those are all massive benefits that have been delivered
as promised. The government has lowered payroll tax
rates. Victoria has the lowest workers compensation
levy of all states and the government has also wiped out
a huge unfunded liability of somewhere of the order of
$2 billion. The government has also reduced the taxes
on petrol and diesel fuel.
In the social policy area the government has put its
money where its mouth is and committed $100 million
to the Turning the Tide strategy. The government had
the courage to initiate the Penington inquiry and put the
cards on the table on drug abuse and the trauma for
families and individuals that is allied with it. The
government has also had the courage to implement the
recommendations of the Suicide Prevention Task
Force.
At the last election the government made a
commitment to frail aged people with disabilities,
people with chronic and mental illnesses, and the
elderly. In announcing a four-year carers program the
government committed itself to spending $100 million
between 1996 and the year 2000 to assist people in
those categories.
I turn to the juvenile justice area. The government has
led Australia in the care, training and security of young
offenders, and in its first term in office opened the
Melbourne Juvenile Justice Centre at Parkville, a
state-of-the-art, high-tech rehabil itation facility.
Recently I was delighted to be invited to the opening of
the $12.5 million Malmsbury Juvenile Justice Centre in
Central Victoria. Both centres are top-class facilities
providing care, security, rehabilitation and training of
young offenders and both have excellent, dedicated
staff. It is no wonder Victoria has the best rehabilitation
system in Australia.
As well as providing appropriate infrastructure and

facilities the government runs innovative programs to
assist young offenders, many of whom are from
disadvantaged backgrounds, and provide them with
vocational and educational training in the hope that
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when they are released they will have a positive outlook
and live successful lives.
I turn to some of the positive initiatives the government
has undertaken or is in the process of achieving in and
around Bendigo, the area I represent. As a result of the
government's sound policies Bendigo is growing
rapidly. Surprisingly the population increase during the
past five years has surpassed the combined total
population growth of Geelong and Ballarat. Australian
Bureau of Statistics figures show that between 1991
and 1996 Bendigo's population increased by 3786
compared with the combined total increase for Geelong
and Ballarat in the same period of3473.
Bendigo also has the second-highest population growth
rate in the state. The government is very proud of the
figures for new home approvals. To the end of 1997
Bendigo enjoyed a remarkable 49.2 per cent increase in
new home approvals - an almost 50 per cent increase.
The average sale price of houses in Bendigo increased
from $78 000 in 1996 to $86 000 in 1997. Last year
house sales increased by 17.75 per cent, which is again
a significant increase. Planning approvals increased by
more than 20 per cent, or one-fifth, in the same period,
which is again a significant increase. Increased building
activity takes place and greater business prosperity
results from these funds flowing through the
community.
The government has provided the funding for a
multitude of facilities and services in Bendigo,
including $2 million towards the new $5 million
Bendigo saleyards at Epsom. I encourage honourable
members who have not seen the complex to visit the
state-of-the-art selling centre. Since the construction
and opening of the complex a short time ago the
number of livestock put through the saleyards has
increased dramatically. Bendigo has become a leading
sales area for livestock in central Victoria and takes
livestock from a much larger area.
The government has also committed $37 million to the
Bendigo Health Care Group. The three former health
services in Bendigo were amalgamated, and despite one
or two early teething problems the new organisation has
been an enormous success. Bendigo is extremely well
served by the Bendigo Health Care Group and its
expert staff, and people are very pleased to have the top
quality services they provide.
The government has provided $983 000 to complete the
upgrade of the Maiden Gully Primary School and
$400 000 for new staff and administration facilities at
the Bendigo Senior Secondary College. That builds on
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other funding amounting to $11 million spent at the
college since 1992 by the Kennett government.
The Bendigo Senior Secondary College is one of the
finest secondary colleges in the state. Its results are
matched by its dedicated staff, who are ably led by
principal, Ron Lake. The college gets some of the best
results of any secondary college in the state. The
government has backed it by providing it with top class
facilities - a new technology and science block and
top-quality renovated staff and administration
facilities - and in every way possible has ensured that
Bendigo has one of the finest secondary colleges in the
state of Victoria.
The government has spent $285 000 on the Central
Deborah Tourist Goldmine. Through the Community
Support Fund the government has contributed
$1 million to extensions to the Bendigo Art Gallery, for
which the Bendigo people, especially those in the arts
community, are very grateful. The Bendigo gallery
houses some of the fmest artworlcs in the country. It is
the leading provincial and regional art gallery and has
an excellent Louis Buvelot collection, including
probably 11 or 12 of the best Louis Buvelot paintings in
Australia. Almost all major Australian and overseas
artists are represented at the gallery.
The people of Bendigo are grateful to the Premier for
ensuring that the Bendigo gallery will be one of the
galleries that will temporarily house and display works
from the National Gallery of Victoria while the
Melbourne building is being refurbished.
Tomorrow I will be privileged to be opening the
Strathfieldsaye Primary School extensions. I thank the
Minister for Education, Mr Gude, for ensuring the
school is properly funded; its development will cost
$1.05 million. Strathfieldsaye is one of the fastest
growing areas in my electorate and I am sure the
residents will be pleased about that initiative. The
government also provided $1 million to develop,
acquire and convert the old Bendigo post office into a
tourist information centre. That project was promised
and has been completed.
Since 1992 Business Victoria has facilitated
$83.5 million worth of new investment in the Bendigo
region. That has ensured the retention of290 jobs that
would otherwise have been lost and has created
266 new jobs. The government has established the First
Place business centre in Bendigo. The centre is the first
of its kind - a one-stop shop for business - in
regional Victoria. It has been operating now for
18 months and has proved a great success. There have
been some major initiatives in Bendigo over the past
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five years. The vast majority of Bendigonians have
responded positively and enthusiastically and are
pleased with this new vision for one of Victoria's
leading provincial cities.
Unfortunately, there are some clouds on the horizon.
One relates to a referendum on Sunday trading about to
take place in Bendigo. The referendum concerns the
proposal to ban Sunday trading in Bendigo, a procedure
that can be used under the new shop trading legislation.
As honourable members will know, we have had open
trading now for about 12 months; it has been a huge
success in Bendigo. However, the Save Our Sundays
committee in Bendigo has lodged a petition under the
act and people will soon be asked, by postal ballot, to
vote on whether to ban Sunday trading. If the Save Our
Sundays committee succeeds in closing up Bendigo to
Sunday trading it will have very adverse effects. It will
destroy thousands of jobs and business opportunities; it
will badly damage job opportunities for students both at
secondary colleges and the La Trobe University
Bendigo campus. Students rely on part-time weekend
work to finance their courses and to supplement their
personal and family budgets.
The banning of Sunday trading will also deliver a
mortal blow to tourism. Bendigo citizens need to
understand that if the SOS committee succeeds they
will lose all Sunday trading days, even the Sundays
running up to Christmas and Easter, which are vital
days for the retail industry in my city. Ifthe Save Our
Sundays committee is successful in banning Sunday
trading, Bendigo will be closed and the rest of Victoria
will be open. Bendigo would become a ghost town and
the SOS would have undone all of the good work
perfonned by the majority of people and by the
government over the past five years.
I am confident the people of Bendigo will reject the ban
and support open trading. It is essential that this occur.
The question is about freedom of choice, freedom to
trade and freedom to shop. Apathy in a democracy is
always a dangerous thing, and in this case it is my only
worry. I urge all Bendigo voters who are eligible to
participate in this ballot to think carefully about the
issues and to cast a vote on this important matter. If
they think carefully and definitely cast their votes, I am
confident there will be an overwhelming victory for
keeping Bendigo open and successful. I am grateful for
the opportunity to make this contribution, to participate
in the debate and to respond to the Governor's address.
Once again I urge all my Bendigo constituents to think
carefully about the shop trading issue and to ensure
they cast a vote to keep Bendigo open.
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Ms GILLETI (Werribee)- I am pleased to
participate in the address-in-reply debate today. In my
contribution I will explore the notion of the social
dividend enunciated by the Governor in his address
which opened this session of the 53rd Parliament. I will
explore the social dividend in relation to a number of
matters of critical importance to the constituents of
Werribee.
It will be of no surprise to the house to hear that the

most current and vexing issue facing the Werribee
community at this time, and for a marathon stretch
over the last two years, is the proposal by CSR and
Brambles to place a toxic dump in Werribee. I ask: is
this the social dividend that is contemplated by the
state government? Werribee has said that it does not
want the toxic dump. If this is a social dividend we
want no part of it. The people ofWerribee have stated
their views and I assure the Premier they will not have
their fears relieved once the plant is up and running an extraordinary statement for the Premier to have
made in the media last night. Does he know something
that we don't know? Has the Minister for Planning and
Local Government, who is in the middle of assessing
an independent panel report - and I use the term
loosely - which has recommended that the proposal
go ahead, consulted with the Premier to advise him of
the result of his assessment without informing the
people who are most directly affected and who have
the greatest stake in an adverse outcome?
Has this two-year process that has involved the
development and the provision of an environment
effects statement and some 700 to 800 submissions
generated from the community been a farcical
smokescreen put up by the government, or is the
government hiding behind CSR and Brambles to fill a
policy vacuum which it alone has created and
perpetuated? In my view the answer is yes to all of the
above. In addition to the government's negligence in
this area - which incidentally has left my community
vulnerable to this and other similar proposals when this
matter is defeated - the process the government has
hidden behind has produced a report which fails to meet
the tests of intellectual rigour; it has focused itself so
narrowly that it has produced the only outcome that
such a narrowly focused and intellectually sloppy
investigation could produce.
As a result many questions that were put to the

independent panel and that were framed in the EES
have not been answered. But those questions cannot be
avoided and need to be answered. The local residents in
Werribee are a fme group; they have formed the
Werribee Residents Against Toxic Dump, or WRAID;
the organisation has no structure and no funding, yet its
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members have managed to maintain their enthusiasm,
their intellectual rigour and interest for a two-year
period. In that time they have become Werribee's
resident experts on the toxic dump. They have
compiled a range of issues they want addressed but
which they fear they will have no opportunity to have
heard.
As the elected representative of the area I raise these
issues for the direct attention of the Premier and the
Minister for Planning and Local Government. No~ne
in Werribee can come to terms with the fact that a site
in a growth corridor was selected. The people of
Werribee want to know the answers to a series of
questions prepared on behalf of the Werribee Residents
Against Toxic Dump. The questions are:
Is it true that the EES review panel failed to conduct an
investigation into alternative sites for a toxic dump, and
simply accepted the CSR site as proposed because it was seen
as 'adequate'?
Is it true that the minister told, or implied to, the panel that
there was no need for the EES or the panel to investigate the
most appropriate site for Victoria's next, and possibly last,
toxicdwnp?
Is it true that a large amount of evidence provided by the local
community and the Wyndham City Council showing that
CSR had seriously misrepresented the suitability of various
sites, including the CSR site, was ignored or dismissed by the
panel?

Fire assessment issues were not dealt with
appropriately. The questions on that issue are:
Is it true that CSR failed to provide any fire hazard analysis or
adequate fire hazard information to the community
consultative panel during the EES process?
Is it true that CSR failed to provide any fire hazard analysis or
adequate fire hazard information in its EES, or in subsequent
evidence before the panel?
Is it true that the panel failed to receive information from the
MFB about fires at the Tullamarine landfill to assist its
investigation of potential fire hazards?
Is it true that the panel decided to recommend in favour of the
proposal despite the lack of adequate fire assessment, and
decided to recommend that a proper fire hazard analysis
should be completed after approval was given and given to
the CF A for subsequent approval? Is this not an abrogation of
the panel's responsibility to consider all possible dangers
before making any recommendations? Is it normal practice
for such panels to pass the buck to bodies like the CF A, and
expect these bodies to handle the consequences of
inappropriate approvals given?

The dust hazard problems are similar to the problems
with fire assessment. The questions on that issue are:
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Is it true that the EES failed to model the possibility of dust
from the toxic dump, and only provided very limited and
inadequate data from the Tullamarine facility?
Is it also true that the EES failed to provide any dust
modelling at all for the composting facility proposed by CSR,
despite the fact that it will be the largest such open windrow
composting facility in Australia?
Is it true that the panel failed to obtain any evidence of dust
modelling during the hearings and acknowledged this failure
in its report?
Is it nevertheless true that the panel ignored this serious lack
of evidence about dust generation and simply supported
CSR's unsubstantiated claims that there would be no dust
emissions off site?
Is it true that the EP A has no scientific modelling process for
dust emissions and only models odour emissions from
facilities such as these?
In view of the panel's failure to adequately investigate dust,
can the minister guarantee that there will be no dust emissions
off site as a result of either the toxic dump or the open
windrow composting facility?
In view of the panel's failure to adequately investigate dust
can the minister guarantee that any such dust emissions will
be totally benign and cannot result in either health impacts,
such as respiratory and asthma problems, or in impacts on the
Werribee South farming district through the spread of spores
and bioaerosols?

The questions on strategic planning are:
Is it true that the panel ignored evidence about strategic
planning and accepted CSR 's proposal simply because it was
a convenient way to provide cheap dumping?
Is it true that the mass of planning evidence presented to the
panel by the Wyndham City Council and its expert witnesses
was not counteracted by any of CSR 's expert witnesses yet
was totally dismissed by the panel in its recommendations?
Does the minister consider that simply responding to one
company's proposal to fill its quarry holes with toxic
materials constitutes 'strategic planning'?
If not, then what strategic planning process will the minister
implement to ensure that the current failure to plan in a
comprehensive and strategically sensible and sensitive
manner is overcome?
Is it true that the panel has now redefined the Werribee
growth corridor to exclude the area that might be adversely
affected by a toxic dump? Does the minister agree with this
redefinition? If so, does this mean that at any time in the
future a 'growth corridor' might have its boundaries redefined
at the request of any company wishing to engage in
environmentally undesirable or risky ventures within its
boundaries?
Is it true that the main reason the panel refrained from
recommending a proper strategic planning process to the
minister was because CSR had spent a lot of time and money
on its proposal? Does the minister consider that this is an
adequate reason for refraining from proper strategic planning
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for such an environmentally and socially sensitive
development as a toxic dump?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! Will the honourable member clarify for the
Chair whether she is quoting from a document or
consulting notes?
Ms GILLETT - I am quoting partly from a
document. I indicated at the beginning of my speech
that the Werribee Residents Against Toxic Dump had
prepared a fulsome document and I am quoting from it
to illustrate some of the concerns of the community.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! When an honourable member is quoting from a
document it is the established practice that the
document be identified, and that it be made available if
honourable members wish to peruse it.
Ms GILLETT - I will be oveIjoyed to table the
complete document. Honourable members should pay
attention to every single word of it, because it is
supported by at least the 5000 families whose members
attended a public rally in Werribee. I return to the
questions on strategic planning. They continue:
Is it true that there are no defined buffer zones for prescribed
waste landfills? If so, what steps are being taken by the
government to redress this outrageous situation?
Is it true that there are no clear buffer zones developed for
such a large open windrow composting facility as proposed
by CSR? Is it also true that the panel had substantial difficulty
in determining how to apply the limited EP A buffer
guidelines to a facility of this magnitude?
Is it true that the limited EPA buffer guidelines are derived
from considerations of odour and nuisance value and are not
based on considerations of dust, gas or other health-impacting
emissions?
Is it true that the panel admitted that the required buffer zones
extended well beyond the CSR property and would impact on
surrounding landowners? Is it government policy to allow a
developer to usurp the property rights of others, without
compensation, to provide a buffer for its noxious activities?
Is it true that the panel criticised industry for not having
introduced strategies to manage their waste in the event of
there being no landfill facilities available? Is it equally true
that the panel went on to ignore all suggestions for
alternatives to landfill in preference to CSR's toxic dump?

The next group of questions highlight how the
proposal conflicts with existing policy. The questions
are:
Is it true that the panel dismissed the EPA's policy for proper
storage facilities for residual toxic waste and instead
supported CSR' sold-fashioned landfill proposal? Will the
minister undertake to give full consideration to the EPA's
policy when evaluating the panel report?
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Is it true that the panel report refused to properly apply the
'precautionary principle' to the wise management of the
Ramsar wetlands threatened by this toxic dump, and isn't this
in conflict with the government's own policy to strengthen
the protection of such wetlands?

In view of the panel's continuing admission that the
management of such a facility is of paramount importance if
there are to be no environmental or health impacts, why did
the panel refuse to consider the environmental history of the
proponent?

The hypocrisy of the proposal and the government's
weak and pathetic attempt to hide behind a process that
is clearly inadequate has left members of the
community I have the privilege of representing shaking
their heads. The questions continue:

In view ofCSR's record of frequent breaches ofEPA
licensing requirements, of serious ground water contamination
resulting from mismanagement (such as the large spills from
substandard storage tanks at Mt Gambier and Dartmoor), and
of murderous treatment of employees such as at the
Wittenoom asbestos disaster, will the minister distance
himself from CSR's terrible record by demanding a full
investigation of this company's suitability as a manager of
toxic waste?

In view of the fact that the dumping of industrial waste in
New South Wales costs at least $80 per tonne, and in
countries like Germany can cost up to $800 per tonne, does
the government believe that the provision of cheap ($40 per
tonne) dumping through CSR's proposed toxic dump will not
conflict with the government's policy to minimise industrial
waste generation and to maximise efforts for improvement of
waste management in Victoria? What incentives for waste
minimisation will the government inlroduce to offset such
cheap dumping?

There is a plethora of scientific issues as well, but they
also require particular attention. The questions
continue:
Is it true that the panel failed to consider the impact of the
21 million litres of fugitive leachate which CSR admits will
leak from the dump over the first 15 years of operation? Is it
true that this 21 million litres is a conservative estimate based
on the assumption that everything will go exactly according
to CSR' s plans, and that the amount could be considerably
higher in the event ofCSR's models being wrong or accidents
occurring?
Is it true that the inputs into several CSR modelling processes
were based on guesswork and unsubstantiated estimates? If
so, why did the panel accept the conclusions from such
[inadequate] models?
Is it true that the toxic dump will be built directly at
watertable levels?
Is it true that the evidence used by the panel to determine that
the watertable would not rise further than its current level was
based only on the last five consecutive years of readings by
CSR. during which time the levels have risen substantially? ]s
it true that earlier watertable readings indicate that the level of
the watertable could still rise a further distance of half to
I metre, thereby seriously breaching the required safety
margin between the watertable and the toxic dump liner?
Is it true that CSR failed to provide the panel with any
evidence of successful repairs to leaking landfills or effective
restorations of aquifers contaminated by such leakages?
Is it true that the panel failed to obtain from CSR any
evidence to show that they would be able to prevent leakages
to the land fi 11 liner or cap in 50 to 100 years time?
Will the minister insist on a long-term, ironclad commitment
from CSR to directly and safely manage the toxic dump for
the duration of its existence?

I now turn to the environmental management record of
CSR.
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There are other questions which do not neatly fit under
particular headings. They are important to us because
they go to the heart of the social, economic and
environmental impact of the proposal on Werribee and
its people.
In view of the failure by the panel to consider alternative
options, in direct contravention of the minister'S terms of
reference for the panel, is the minister prepared to consider
alternative options raised by the community for future waste
management? If so, will the minister agree to put the CSR
proposal for a toxic dump on hold until a proper investigation
of alternatives has been conducted?

Does the minister consider that communities such as the
Werribee community or the Werribee South farming
community have any democratic rights to determine the
future of their community? Ifso, will the minister show some
leadership in promoting such rights in the case of this toxic
dump, where the communities directly affected have shown
strong [and unanimous] opposition and resistance to the
imposition of this facility? Will the minister protect such
communities from the predatory actions of companies like
CSR?
In the light of the strenuous opposition facing the toxic dump
proposal and the inadequate planning processes for the
location of such facilities, will the minister show leadership in
developing effective ways forward that will suit both local
communities and industry, or will he try to force CSR's
proposal onto the Werribee community-

against its will, as the Premier strongly implied in the
press yesterday?
Will the minister help industry and the community develop a
waste management policy which protects communities and
provides industry with a viable and predictable future for its
wastes, or will the minister abrogate his responsibility for
effective planning and continue the uncertainty and unrest
created through ad hoc proposals such as this one?
During the EES and the panel hearings it was suggested that
any immediate problems for toxic waste management could
be solved in part by increasing the amount of such
waste--

Mr PertoD - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the shadow minister was able to render the
honourable member assistance by offering her some
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water. I wonder whether you could also render her
some assistance by giving her some guidance on the
standing orders. Reading a speech is not in accordance
with the standing orders, yet the member has been
reading for the past 10 minutes. I ask you to bring her
to order by asking her to deliver her speech using notes
rather than reading a speech written by someone else.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! I have already sought advice from the
honourable member about whether she is quoting from
a document, or reading from notes or reading her
speech. The advice I received was that this is a
quotation from a document.
I ask the honourable member whether she is still
quoting from the document?
Ms Gfl.,LETI - I am continuing to quote from the
document, which I will happily table - and I will
prepare a short test for all government members to
ensure they have read it. The document I am quoting
from is authored, and I will table it in Parliament. We
have already dealt with that matter, Mr Acting Speaker.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! I suggest to the honourable member that
although all members are entitled to quote from
documents, provided they acknowledge their source
and make them available to any member who asks,
there is a longstanding tradition that a member should
not read a speech. For most of the past 20 minutes the
honourable member for Werribee has been quoting
from a single document, so she is in etTect breaching
that longstanding tradition. I ask her to round otT the
quote and get to the body of her speech.
Ms Gfl.,LETI - Mr Acting Speaker, on the point
of order, I refute the fact--

Mr Perton - Is this a separate point of order?
Ms Gfl.,LETI - On a separate point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, I suggest I am following the frnest
traditions of members of this Parliament. I am quoting
from a letter sent to the opposition that contains a range
of questions and issues of enormous importance that
have been put together by a group of fine people. I am
representing my constituency by directly raising their
concerns in this place. There are--

The ACflNG SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! I have already ruled on the issue of extensive
quotes and the requirement that members not read their
speeches. I seek from the honourable member for
Werribee clarification about whether her whole
speech - or most of it - has been a quotation from
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the report she mentioned. If so, I caution her about the
requirement not to entirely read a speech. I ask her to
uphold the tradition of the house, which all members
are expected to uphold, that a member should not read a
speech.
Ms Gfl.,LETT - Thank. you, Mr Acting Speaker.
The quotations I am making I will continue to make.
Please be aware, Mr Acting Speaker, that this is a
significant matter for my community. It has been going
on for some two years now and there are many
important questions that need answering. There are
three lines left in the document, which I wish to quote.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! I will allow the honourable member to read the
three lines. I then expect her to get on to some of her
own work.
Ms Gfl.,LETI - Most certainly.
During the EES and the panel hearings it was suggested that
any immediate problems for toxic waste management could
be solved in part by increasing the amount of ... waste going
to Lyndhurst. As this facility lies in the minister's own
electorate. is it not possible that the minister is subject to a
considerable conflict of interest? Is it the case that the minister
has chosen to protect his own electorate from receiving
further toxic waste by encouraging the development of CSR' s
toxic dump in Werribee. far away from his own electorate?

I will hand the document to the Clerk. I can understand
the government's sensitivity to the matter, given that
5000 families--

Mr Perton interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! The honourable member for Doncaster should
also adhere to the traditions in this place. Interjections
are disorderly, which he well knows.
Ms Gfl.,LETT - The question looming largest in
the debate about the proposed toxic dump in Werribee
is the Premier's hypocrisy on the matter. I will briefly
quote from another document, which I will also be
pleased to table. It is copy of a letter dated 9 December
1986 addressed to Mr Frank. Purcell and signed by
Mr leffKennett. Mr Glen Clark provided me with this
correspondence, and he is a member of the Liberal
Party in Werribee.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! The honourable member for Doncaster should
cease interjecting and the honourable member for
Werribee should address her remarks through the Chair
and ignore interjections.
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Ms GILLETT - I quote from the letter, which
states:
Thank you for your invitation to join with your fellow
councillors and officers of the Shire ofWerribee to discuss
issues of concern facing the council.
I wish to re-emphasise the Liberal Party's position now and in
government in relation to the disposal of waste materials in
Victoria.
I.

The Liberal Party will not allow a toxic waste disposal
facility to be built in Werribee, nor anywhere in Victoria

Toxic waste is intractable waste for which no known safe
disposal methods are known ... Neither Victoria, let alone
Werribee, will be used as a dumping ground for the disposal
of this product.
The disposal of toxic waste is a national problem which must
be dealt with on a national level.
2.

Industrial waste is a product which has to be recycled and
broken down to be disposed of ...

In determining a new site, the Liberal government will not
support any area that is situated close to a residential area
Secondly, the Liberal government will not site an industrial
waste facility in an area close to waterways where, because of
soil structures, leaching may occur ...

It seems bizarre to the residents ofWerribee that, given
these comments by the then Leader of the
Opposition - admittedly they were made in 1986 and
apparently things change and some views are
expendable - the community is now being told that
once this plan is operational it will overcome our fears.
I have it on reasonably good authority that that is not
likely to be the case. 1 have spent a large proportion of
my time enunciating some of the concerns we have,
which are not baseless fears. I understand their
importance even if members of the government do not.
At the magnificent display ofWerribee's opposition to
the toxic dump on Tuesday night a delightful young
couple, Mr Corey Roberts and his wife Katherine, came
to talk to me and explain their concerns about the toxic
dump.
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March they had written to the Premier and the Minister
for Planning and Local Government. Corey and
Katherine are both chefs at Ceconi 's restaurant at the
Crown Casino. They have written a beautiful letter,
which I seek to table, and I issue directly to the Premier
and the minister Corey and Katherine' s invitation to
cook them a meal using the excellent produce of
Werribee while they explain the concerns of two
20-year~lds who fear their dreams are going to be
taken away from them.
I have other pieces of correspondence. One letter I
would like to acknowledge is from the Mollica family
who, like everybody else, are at a loss to understand
why people are encouraged to settle in Werribee and
are then told it is an appropriate place to put a
prescribed waste facility.

The Western Region Polio Support Group has
particular and relevant concerns. It understands that the
issue is about the whole of the Western Region. The
last paragraph of a letter of 17 March from Deirdre
Clancey, representing the group, is worth quoting. It
states:
Excuse me for asking, but why do all the bad things in life,
i.e. sewerage works, toxic waste, prisons, Coode Island, petrol
and chemical storage facilities, ammunition storage, east coast
and medical waste disposal, all have to be inflicted onto the
people of the west? Why cannot some of these things be
located on the other side of town for a change? It is just not
fair. We have got enough and have had enough. Please do
something to bring this to the notice of other politicians.

I won't even try to explain to Deirdre that a toxic waste
dump for Werribee is this government's idea of a
social dividend. We watch what you do because what
you say no longer has any credibility.
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) - I join the
address-in-reply debate with a great deal of pleasure.
Given the result of the recent Constitutional Convention
in Canberra this may be one of the last occasions that
an address-in-reply debate will occur in the context of a
monarchy and a Governor who is a representative of
the Queen.

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! The honourable member for D<mcaster and the
honourable member for Bundoora should cease
inteIjecting across the table and allow the honourable
member for Werribee to complete her contribution.
Ms GILLETT - Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.
Corey and Katherine are both aged 20 and are residents
ofWerribee where they have settled to develop their
home and their family. They advised me that on 14

In thinking about those historical circumstances I pay
tribute to the work of the Governor, because it is not an
easy job being both a symbol of the Crown and a
leader to the people. It is an onerous task and a
responsible lifestyle. I pass my best wishes and those
of my constituents to both the Governor and Lady
Gobbo. I also wish to remember the fine work done by
His Excellency's predecessor Governor McGarvie and
his wife.
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We are living in the most exciting times, although when
one listens to the speeches of members of the Labor
Party one would think we are living in the most
miserable of times. The people who live in my
electorate are typical of the people of Melbourne. It is a
dormitory suburb; it is not a community that has a
strong central focus. Most of my constituents are
well-educated professionals; they own their own
businesses or are part of senior management in
business. They are a terrific group of people because. as
I say, they represent what is typical of the Australian
identity in the late 1990s. It is a cosmopolitan
constituency with a high proportion of people who were
born overseas or are the children of migrants. They
represent an absolute rainbow of nationalities, cultures
and histories - whether it be the Chinese, who now
represent the largest of the non-Anglo-Celtic groups, or
the Greeks, Italians, Maltese, Hungarians, Germans or
Dutch. They have brought to my electorate a rich
culture which is represented not only in the restaurants
and clubs in the area - we have elderly citizens clubs
for the Chinese, for the Greeks and the Macedonians but in the memorial and other ceremonies, the dancing
and singing festivals and the nature of the people.
One of the wonderful things about living in this
fantastic City of Melbourne and the great state of
Victoria is that we are the ultimate global people. In an
age of globalism there is no place in the world that is
better situated or more appropriately populated to take
advantage of the new fonns of government,
communication and industry than Victoria.
We enter the late 1990s having come through tough
times. The government was elected in 1992 with a duty
to restore the finances and the confidence of the state. I
think we have done that. Like you, Mr Acting Speaker,
and like the opposition members in the house, I often
have the opportunity to travel interstate. Whether one is
catching a taxi from the airport in Brisbane, as I was
last week, or in Sydney the week before, one hears the
universal view that, •If only we could have the
Victorian government we could fix up the problems of
our state'. I have heard taxidrivers say that if only the
Victorian government could take over the federal
government we would have a remarkable country. I
think we can be really proud of those achievements.
They are not the most inspiring achievements in terms
of what many of us were elected to do. Having been
elected to Parliament one does not want to spend time
cutting spending. It is not something that comes
naturally to the sort of person who is elected to
Parliament. We are not about raising taxes, but we were
forced to do so because we were faced with an
extraordinary debt and an extraordinary budget deficit.
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As we move into the late 1990s the economic
rationalism that has operated in Australia to try to turn
around our fmancial situation is now being set aside for
the economic rationalism that actually delivers things to
people. It is contemplating the activities that
governments should be involved in and where
taxpayer's capital should be put at risk. We have made
very sensible decisions on that front. In a time of
national competition for electricity, why should the
taxpayer be left with the risk of owning power stations
that burn a less efficient fuel than other states when we
can develop competitive methods for the distribution of
energy and consumers can actually make choices about
this. These are the sorts of economic rationalist
decisions that make sense.
The Governor acknowledged that we have moved
beyond the period of economic restraint for the sake of
fmances into good economic management for the sake
of the people. In his speech he states:
I am pleased to inform all Victorians my government will
apply expanded criteria to the budget process, legislation
brought before the Parliament and the initiatives of the
government Each new measure and each expenditure
proposal will be required to undergo the test of social
advantage. This signals the next important step forward for
Victoria. Budget programs, legislation and initiatives will be
tested against four measures - in what way they might
improve outcomes in education, increase job opportunities,
encourage safe, healthy lifestyles and build confident and
cohesive communities ...
This next step will position Victoria for the lifestyle and
opportunities of the 21 st century.

As I indicated earlier, my constituency does not have
narrow sectional interests. It is truly a cosmopolitan
group of people who mostly work in the city of
Melbourne and whose weekend recreational activities
often take them outside the constituency. They
appreciate the fabulous things this government has
done for Melbourne and Victoria as a whole, whether
it be the wonderful new facilities such as the exhibition
centre, the swimming centre, the expansion of the
tennis centre, restored and expanded State Library of
Victoria and the museum for the 21st century. These
are the things my constituents appreciate.
There are the fabulous changes in tourism activities
including the festivals, such as the Pyrenees Pink
Lamb and Purple Shiraz Country Race Meeting in
Avoca, the races at Warrnambool, the Moornba
Festival, the Comedy Festival and so forth. My
constituents are the sort of people, like yours
Mr Acting Speaker, who live the full life available to
them in Melbourne. They appreciate the fact that under
this government Victoria is no longer the rust-bucket
state. We can hold our heads high. International
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visitors talk about flying into Sydney with its
spectacular view, but when they come to Melbourne
and Victoria they find lifestyle. It is a place where
people can live well and happily.
However, we have our problems. People in my area are
obviously concerned about the drug issue. It is not just
a Melbourne issue, a Victorian issue or even an
Australian issue; the drug issue is international and we
must deal with the problems that arise from it. At the
request of a group of my constituents I met with the
police commissioner the week before last to talk, firstly,
about the problem in general and, secondly, the
problem in my electorate. The police commissioner
takes a very realistic attitude to this matter. In my
constituency 80 per cent of crime is made up of
burglaries and thefts related to the problems of drug
addiction. It is not just a matter of having more police
on the streets or patrolling; as the commissioner and the
government acknowledges, we have to do something
about the demand for drugs. We must introduce
programs that divert addicts from their addiction,
whether it be through modem medical treatment,
counselling services or the like.
Although I have said my constituency has a
cosmopolitan, global, Victorian and Melbourne focus,
there are local matters that are of importance. It is a
place with a fabulous lifestyle. Recently, an interstate
member of Parliament was visiting one of my
constituents. I met him at Parliament House, and he
talked about the gardens in the Doncaster area, many of
which are actually a tribute to my predecessor.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr MCArthur)Order! You should see the gardens in the Dandenongs!
Mr PERTON - I acknowledge them, Mr Acting
Speaker. Many people drive through Doncaster to get
to the Dandenongs. I was intending to deal with that
issue in a few minutes, but I will take it up now for your
sake. One of the best things the government has done in
terms of road construction is to extend the Eastern
Freeway from Doncaster to Springvale Road. People
seem to think that politicians are obsessed with road
construction, but it is important. My constituency
suffered from 80 000 cars a day travelling along
Doncaster Road, morning and evening, causing noise
pollution, atmospheric pollution and the like. Doncaster
Road is carved through the centre of my electorate and
the traffic volume had a very detrimental effect on most
of my constituents. The extension of the freeway has
meant that the traffic moves faster because it is not
impeded by traffic lights. The number of road accidents
and injuries has been much diminished. People's
lifestyles have been improved. If you live within the

529

vicinity of Blackburn Road you are probably saving on
average 15 to 20 minutes a day travelling to and from
the city. When that is added up over a year you can see
the improvement in the working, family and
recreational lives of people.
Clearly the government has to go further. I
congratulate the Minister for Roads and Ports and
indeed you, Mr Acting Speaker, for your role in the
provision of funding to start the pre-planning and
preparation for the extension of the freeway to
Ringwood. The next task will be to deal with the other
end of the freeway. For those in the Doncaster
constituency, the road block at the Collingwood end of
the Eastern Freeway is something that causes a great
deal of concern each day. I am sure the government
will find a solution. The Cain government sabotaged
the plans for the F I freeway, which would have
brought the Hume Freeway through Collingwood and
created three legs of an inner ring-road. However, this
government, with its vision and capacity to negotiate
reasonable contracts for roads, will be able to do that
work without causing too much of an adverse impact
on communities. It will fmd a solution to the problem
of the western end of the Eastern Freeway to enable
your constituents, Mr Acting Speaker, and mine to
enjoy the further fruits of good infrastructure
expenditure.
People living in communities such as Doncaster have
particular local needs. One of the great demands of the
community is for an education system that is the best in
the world. The Governor referred to a number of
objectives including improving our mathematics and
science teaching so that our children can be educated to
be among the best minds in the world.
For all sorts of reasons, whether under Labor or Liberal
governments - and dare I say to the honourable
member for Gippsland West that I am sure
Independents would not make any difference - we
never encourage people to become maths and science
teachers and to enjoy the study of physics and
chemistry.
Ms Davies interjected.

Mr PERTON - The honourable member for
Gippsland West is right: over the years we have not
paid them enough. We pay large salaries to managers
and other professionals, including members of the legal
profession. However, Australian scientists have been
severely underpaid. That has led to a brain drain, as a
result of which some of our best scientists have gone to
work in the United States, Asia and Europe.
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Ifwe want to be players in the new technology
industries of the coming millennium, we have to
encourage students to study maths, science, physics,
chemistry and engineering. To achieve that in the
modem age, when the study of philosophy and
ideology seems to have disappeared, we have to pay
those who work in those professional areas the right
salaries.
I can compare the Australian education system with the
German system. In Gennany, teachers are better paid
and probably better trained, and they have a great deal
more community respect. The problem we face is not
unique to Australia: it is a problem in Anglo-Celtic
countries. America and the United Kingdom seem to
have the same problems-Ms Davies interjected.
Mr PERTON - As the honourable member for
Gippsland West says, perhaps we value some
occupations and undertakings too highly while not
providing enough support for those who study the
sciences.
The Liberal government has remedied the former
Labor government's neglect of schools in Doncaster.
After a decade of Labor government, many schools
were faced with huge maintenance requirements. At a
time when schools are meant to manage their own
finances, it is hard for them to deal with the problems
caused by their being neglected for so long. The
government has made a number of grants to schools in
my area, including Donburn, to allow them to
undertake that remedial work.

In the 1997-98 budget Doncaster Gardens Primary
School was granted $670 000 to upgrade its facilities. It
is a great school community and I look forward to the
completion of that work. Milgate Primary School has
had its facilities upgraded and major maintenance
carried out at a cost of approximatel y $1.2 million.
More recently, an upgrade of the Doncaster Primary
School has been announced. There was a fire at the
school in the late 1970s, but under Labor it could not
get the money it needed to repair the destroyed
facilities. The Doncaster Primary School is our oldest
school, and now it can look to the new millennium with
confidence.
As I have said, the drug problem is a great concern in

Doncaster. Four schools from my electorate will
develop individual school drug education strategies as
part of the state government's Turning the Tide
program. Local communities expect local solutions to
local problems. I live in a relatively affluent part of
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town, and the sorts of drug addiction problems there
differ from the problems in other parts of Melbourne.
The ethnic mix there is different from those other areas.
As is the case in other electorates, there are particular
local problems, to which local solutions need to be
found. The schools that are able to develop their own
programs are lucky indeed. I look forward to schools
such as East Doncaster Secondary College using that
money and carrying the program forward.
I have already spoken about information technology.
We live in exciting and revolutionary times. However,
the government is in a cleft stick: people expect it to be
able to maintain student-teacher ratios at the same time
as delivering the capital equipment that is needed to
deliver computers for multimedia education, distance
education and the like. That is a challenge no
government in the world has yet come to grips with.
The president of the Microsoft Corporation was in
Melbourne only two days ago. In his own country, the
United States, most schools and education systems lag
behind the Victorian system in the delivery of
computers and of multimedia education. While we have
to continually challenge and push ourselves, we must
not think we are unique in having to deal with the
conflict between providing increased salaries for
teachers and better buildings and supplying computers
and Internet access for schools. It is not just about
equipment, of course; it is also about broadband access
and telecommunications changes. There will have to be
a greater sharing of those responsibilities between the
family and the state.
Ms Davies -

In my area there already has been.

Mc PERTON - As the honourable member says,
in some areas there already has been. Parents in my
electorate work hard to raise money, help to wire the
schools and undertake design work. In all the Doncaster
school communities there is real cooperation between
the professional staff, the school councils, the parents
and the government, and that is great to see. However,
these are challenging times. Although many people in
my constituency are more affluent than most, others are
trapped in poverty. Women whose husbands leave them
to cope with the children, the mortgage and the school
fees often find themselves in a poverty trap.

Last Tuesday I listened to a speech the author Bryce
Courtenay gave in Melbourne, which was sponsored
by the insurance council. He left a great impression on
me when he said, 'Let your imagination fly on the wild
side' . If we can instil that sense in our young people
and give them the chance to fly on the wild side
regardless of whether they have grown up in a poverty
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trap or in some of the more affluent households in my
constituency, we will have done something to be proud
of. Not only the government and members of
Parliament but the community in general benefit from
young people maximising their potential.
My constituents have benefited from the work
undertaken by both the state government and the City
of Melbourne. However, local amenities are also
important. Over the past few years the state government
has worked cooperatively with the Manningham City
Council to deliver new lifestyle amenities to the people
of Doncaster. A fantastic new lake and wetlands system
has been introduced to the Ruffey Creek reserve and the
Doncaster gardens. People who take their dogs for a
walk or families who visit the area just feel good being
there. Ours is a feel-good community. The government
has shared the fmancial responsibility with local
government to deliver the amenities people desire.
Last month the Donvale Living and Learning Centre
was given $10 000 for a Skills.net program so that local
people can have access to reasonably priced Internet
training. I will be opening that fabulous program on
Friday. That is what government should be doingmaking sure that training courses are available and that
people, whether young or old, are therefore able to use
new technology.
In January this year Manningham Youth Services was
given $16 000 under the Freeza alcohol and drug-free
event program. That has been terrific for the local
community, and I pay tribute to those members ofthe
government who have been involved in managing it.
The Manningham City Council received $6000 for
additional interpreting and translation services; $90 000
for the Box Hill Institute ofT AFE for training places;
state government funding for local employment
projects through the 1998 community business
employment program to place 220 unemployed persons
in Doncaster; $24 000 for the Whitehorse Manningham
Regional Library for an electronic service delivery
project; more than $500 000 was allocated for
Manningham Road maintenance in the current budget;
and grants in the eastern suburbs for drug and alcohol
treatment services.

One can see there is consistency. The government is
developing programs, such as electronic service
delivery, which means there will be 24-hour a day,
7-day a week government services. The government is
developing electronic commerce projects which will
mean that Victorians, whether they are producing
intellectual property, content for magazines, films and
the like, or general manufacturing, can be part of a
global market. Those things are important to my
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constituency; they are elements of the underlying
prosperity that is vital to the lifestyle that we hold dear
in the area I represent.
It is those state initiatives - thinking globally. acting
locally and being aware of what the government has
delivered in new infrastructure - that my constituents
frequently talk about. That does not mean they want
more or want it to be better, but that they are pleased
with the progress of this government.
Many people are concerned about doing things that are
unique in our community. such as dealing with
localised drug problems, local challenges in education
and the special needs of the elderly- for example,
Chinese women have the highest rate of diabetes in
Australia; as I understand it, it is higher than in the
Aboriginal community. It is a problem of change of
lifestyle having come from Hong Kong, Taiwan or
China and living in the suburbs of Melbourne,
interacting socially in a slightly different way and
changes of diet. The Victorian government through the
Minister for Health and people like Or Bridgett Hage
from the Chinese community and Professor Blaisher
are putting together programs to deal with these
problems in our community.
In conclusion, I represent an electorate that is pleased
with what the government has done, but it is a
constituency that challenges the government to work
even harder on the new objectives that it has set in place
to improve outcomes in education, increase job
opportunities, encourage a safe and healthy lifestyle and
build a content and cohesive community. That is what
the people of Doncaster and surrounding suburbs are
attempting to convey because they recognise the
government is concerned with delivering services.
We have gone through the tough economic times that
were imposed upon us by a Labor government foolishly
following the Massachusetts model and entranced by
the example of failed Governor Dukakis. The Labor
Party put us in a position where we had to cut spending
and increase taxes. Now we can show the benefit to the
people of Victoria with every action we have
undertaken, be it the delivery of government services,
better management of the government sector, support
for the business sector, delivering jobs, and
fundamentally providing education from cradle to the
grave. There is also the information revolution that will
be a challenge in the next millennium. Under the
leadership of the coalition government we will further
improve and position Victoria in its true place as a
leader in the global community.
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Mr MICALLEF (Springvale)- I rise to take part
in the address-in-reply debate and compliment the
Governor for doing his bit in developing a cohesive and
good society. Last Saturday I had the pleasure of being
with him at the opening of a youth centre in
Dandenong. As usual, he made an excellent speech on
youth. It does not matter whether the Governor is
speaking on youth, ethnic or social issues, he always
makes a contribution that is well thought out. On this
occasion he talked about the centre being more than for
disadvantaged youth or youth at risk; he said it should
be a community centre for youth to enhance their
capabilities in conducting themselves in a proper way
and to make a useful contribution to society.

It is ironic that I am following the honourable member
for Doncaster in the debate for two reasons. Firstly, our
electorates are vastly different. The issues that the
honourable member for Doncaster spoke about related
to concerns that people have at the higher end of the
social strata, and the issues I shall raise are at the lower
end of the social strata.
Today is significant for me because it was 15 years ago
on this very day that I was elected as the honourable
member for Springvale. On that day I was a candidate
among a small field of candidates and achieved a 4 per
cent swing. In those days such a swing was significant,
akin to the 15 per cent swings that we have these days.
But times change.
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part and parcel of the day-to-<iay lifestyle activities
within the City of Greater Dandenong. Recently there
was a community festival at the Sandown Racecourse
where many ethnic and community groups came
together.
The festivals are held weekly or monthly, almost one
after the other, culminating in various national days of,
for example, the Chilean, Sri Lankan and other ethnic
groups in Springvale. As a fonner shadow minister for
ethnic affairs I have been pleased at and appreciative of
the support I receive from ethnic communities. I am
delighted that I have been able to work with so many
community groups - for example, the Greek
community, the Springvale Indochinese Mutual
Assistance Association, and the access and equity
committees of the City of Greater Dandenong.
Honourable members may be interested to know that I
intend nominating for preselection for the next election.
I aim to continue to build on the work I have done for
the past 15 years. Many other community issues still
need my support.
In her contribution the honourable member for
Werribee referred to the social dividend. I intend to talk
about the negative social impact of the government's
policies which have led not to a dividend but to a
removal of many of the programs and support that
governments have traditionally given to the
community.

I have seen a lot of changes in the state, some good and
some not so good for my electorate. From what the
honourable member for Doncaster said, you always
look at your own society in a more constructive way if
you have travelled, and therefore appreciate the good
things about what you see. The problem is that the
honourable member for Doncaster went to Queensland
where he assessed a government that is run by the
National Party against a government that is run by the
Liberal Party. It is understandable that Victoria is being
run better than Queensland, but is Victoria being run
better than New South Wales, which has a Labor
government? One has to make those comparisons but
they lead to trouble in making assessments. Somebody
with the academic background and computer expertise
of the honourable member for Doncaster would know
that if you fed that information into a computer it would
have trouble in providing an answer.

The education and health portfolios are two classic
examples. Recently I addressed a rally at the junction of
Springvale and Dandenong roads when about
140 teachers protested against education cuts in
Victoria. The government should be condemned for
what it has done to education. A recent Age article, in
which Kenneth Davidson examined the way the
government has run education, made a telling point. I
refer to that article to demonstrate how the education
scene in Victoria is viewed by Kenneth Davidson. The
heading 'School policies provide a lesson in social
division' is a clue to the key point the author sets out to
make in his article. He describes the appalling record of
the Kennett government on education and says that
while the Minister for Education is desperate to portray
the Kennett government as putting more resources into
education his figures are designed to mislead.

The 15 years that I have represented Springvale have
been a learning experience for me. It is a diverse area
and has more than 140 different ethnic communities.
That shows the complexity of the community. It is a
cosmopolitan and cohesive community in a sense that it
can work collectively, and community activities are

In the article Kenneth Davidson gives details of the
misleading position put about by the minister. He says
it is more meaningful to quote from the report on
government services by the Steering Committee for the
Review of Commonwealth-State Service Provision,
chaired by Bill Scales who has been recruited from the
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conunonwealth government by this government to head
the Department of Premier and Cabinet.
Mr Scales's report found that between 1992 and 1996,
while New South Wales and Queensland increased in
real expenditure per government school, Victoria was
the only state to record a decrease in real expenditure.
That speaks for itself. In all states but Victoria
expenditure on education has increased. That does not
say much for this government. Victoria now spends
$300 below the national average per government school
pupil- another damning statement!
The most insidious aspect about this government's
running down the education system is the move, as part
of its global budget process, to make each school
responsible for its overall budget. That change is
designed to place pressure on schools to raise additional
income from other sources. But that move can only
disadvantage schools in Springvale compared with
those in, say, Doncaster where money from outside
sources can be more easily raised because of the
constituency of that electorate.
Many families and parents in my electorate are
struggling to send their children to school; many are
appalled at the idea of their having to contribute extra
money to the schools. I represent a large number of
people who have migrated to Australia, but because of
the new federal government's social security
regulations they have to wait two years before they are
entitled to any social security benefits. That means
some people in the community are virtually begging so
as to survive. A larger group of non-immigrants that I
represent is living on social security benefits and
welfare payments.
I return to the Age article. Kenneth Davidson says the
onus on schools to raise an increasing proportion of
revenue from local communities is placing intolerable
burdens on some schools. I definitely agree. I have
discussed that funding development with many school
principals in my electorate. They say the so-called
Schools of the Future program is not working and
schools in the less affluent areas are being severely
disadvantaged. Again, I agree.
Another burden placed on the community by this
government is gaming. I was part of the government
that introduced gaming machines into the state and I
admit the role I played in helping to formulate gaming
policies. But the fonner Labor government never
intended to saturate the community with the 27 500
gaming machines allowed into Victoria by this
government. The former Labor government had
decided on allowing a maximum of 5000 machines in
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clubs and 5000 in pubs. In an effort to convince the
electorate it was acting responsibly - and during the
lead-up to the Mitcham by-election - this government
imposed a 27 500 cap on the number of machines
allowed in Victoria.
An article in the Sunday Age of 13 July 1997 states that
there are 416 gaming machines in Springvale while
South Yarra has only 19 machines. The lower
socioeconomic area has been saturated with gaming
machines. People in my electorate are encouraged to
gamble. They are led to believe gambling windfalls will
tide them over, but the failure rate is often disastrous.
Often once they become hooked on gambling, many
people gamble at the casino where the stakes are
higher. In the early days of its operations Crown Casino
ran buses from Springvale to the casino in Melbourne. I
know of many people who have become addicted to
gambling. Many people have lost their homes, cars, and
possessions; and marriages have broken down. The
fallout rate because of gambling addictions has become
a worry.
Again, that is one fonn of the social fallout of this
government and its policies. The Community Support
Fund, which was set up to deal with the problem of
gambling, was not activated for the first year or two,
and I think it could have been used most effectively.
Many people who have fallen into the web of gambling
addiction may not have gone down the path they have
gone down and may have been turned into responsible
gamblers if they had received the proper counselling
and support they needed in those early days. The
government stands to be condenmed for what it did in
relation to the Community Support Fund.
The major problem in the community I represent is the
drugs. The honourable member for Doncaster also
raised the issue of drugs. He met with the Chief
Commissioner of Police to talk about drugs as a
significant emerging problem in Doncaster. It is no
secret that Springvale is known as one of the hot spots
of Victoria for drugs.
As someone who lives, works and socialises in

Springvale I see a lot of drug activity every day. The
drug problem has worsened over the past 18 months. It
has become much more open and visible in that time.
Members of the community are offended and upset by
what they see. They have always known those activities
have been going on, but when drug use is out of sight it
is out of mind and the community can live with it to a
certain extent. However, being confronted basis with
needles and other injecting paraphernalia such as
swabs, sharps containers and a whole range of other
materials being strewn all over the place and seeing
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users under the influence of drugs makes people feel
concerned and threatened. They feel threatened because
many of them are the parents of young children,
students or teenagers who are vulnerable to being
caught up in the drug network.
One can safely say - and this has been supported
recently by the Chief Commissioner of Police - that
the current strategy for dealing with drugs has not
worked. Because the current law~nforcement approach
to containing the drug problem has not worked,
Victoria has a serious problem.
The drug problem is worldwide. The drug trade is
second in size only to the arms trade, which shows that
there is so much money in the drug scene that criminal
elements will promote drugs, and are doing so, in a
very effective way. Young people who are attracted to
drugs are often given their first few doses free to get
them addicted. The fallout when they are charged for
their drugs is a rise in crime rates such as the increase of
80 per cent the honourable member for Doncaster
talked about. Crime escalates as drug users struggle to
fmd the means to fmance their habits. They often have
to turn to burglary, prostitution and a range of other
antisocial and criminal activities to raise money.
The government has committed millions of dollars to
the Turning the Tide program. As a member of the
parliamentary Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee
1 can say that the committee is working well and
monitoring the impact of the Turning the Tide program.
Returning to the subject of education, I point out that it
is ironic that many of the effective student support
programs that were cut out of the schools in 1992 are
now being put brought back under the guise of Turning
the Tide and other programs. The taking away of those
programs in 1992 was one of the reasons for the
explosion in the number of young people getting
involved in the drug culture in the middle 1990s.
However, that does not fit well with the government's
social agenda and evaluation of the effectiveness of its
handling of the serious drug problem.
I also think the federal government has confused the
issue in its policy, Tough on Drugs. Again, it is putting
money into law enforcement. The government did not
have the guts to take on the heroin trial, which would
have given it some valuable information in relation to
the treatment of drug abuse.
Dr Napthine -

I supported that!

Mr MICALLEF - I accept the fact that the
Victorian government supported the drug trial, but I
was making the point about the Howard government
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and its Tough on Drugs policy. I believe it has missed
the boat altogether. It is now attempting to do
something about drug abuse because it wants to gain
community support before the election this year.
There are zero tolerance programs overseas, but I
believe that type of approach, wherever it is taken,
works against what opposition members believe are
sensible drug abuse policies based on hann
minimisation. Harm minimisation means that if the
supply or demand for drugs cannot be stopped, at least
the harm that drugs do in the community should be
minimised. We certainly have to do that in Springvale
following the most recent law enforcement approach,
Operation Laurel, which ran for about 12 or 13 weeks;
everybody who had a sniff of a drug was arrested on
minor charges. The statistics showed the program as
having been very successful, but in the two weeks
before Christmas after Operation Laurel fmished, drug
activity rose significantly, which showed that the law
enforcement approach did not succeed. So loud was
the outcry in the cornmunity that the police have now
reintroduced another program and are putting a lot of
resources into policing drug trafficking in the
Springvale area.
The unfortunate part about it is that many people come
to places where drugs are available, whether it be
Cabramatta in Sydney or elsewhere. The Australian
Bureau of Criminal Intelligence tells us that 6000
people a day visit Cabramatta by train. They have no
real business being there; they do not live or work there,
and obviously they are looking for drugs or other
criminal activities. The figure of 6000 a day is
significant.
A number of outsiders come to Springvale. One of the
things that annoys the railway station staff is that the
toilets now have to be locked to the public because drug
users may use them to shoot up - and they don't even
pay for their tickets on the way through! These are
deeply concerning issues.
The community is sick of the daily sight of people
overdosing on drugs. Often users with young children
are seen walking down the streets of Springvale. The
impact on the shopping centre has been dramatic: many
people are now shopping elsewhere. As a result,
members of the community have set up a drug
assessment and strategies committee which is
attempting to deal with the problem. I have a photo
taken from the Age of a house - which, ironically, was
formerly a medical clinic - being used as a shooting
gallery. Those are the sorts of activities that go on, and
not only in Springvale. The difference is that in
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Springvale we are confronting the problem and
attempting to deal with it.
I have been affected so much by this problem that I
have attempted to counter it and have made many
announcements about needle exchange programs
because I believe they are absolutely necessary. In the
interests of hann minimisation we must ensure that
drug users who use needle exchanges are not threatened
by police or by circumstances so that they discard their
used needles anywhere.
Recently a five-year-old child was pricked twice by
discarded needles in one week. That is a traumatic
experience for the family. The family of this child is
Arabic and speaks very little English. Family members
are now receiving support services and counselling and
an Arabic-speaking doctor at Monash is helping them
through this difficult period.
The laws need to be reviewed and some consideration
must be given to changing them. At present it is quite
legal to obtain a syringe, but the moment someone puts
an illicit substance into the needle that person is
breaking the law. It then becomes a case of users
ensuring they do not get caught with a used needle on
their person because the police may then harass them,
so they discard the needles straightaway.
One evening last week I stepped over five discarded
needles in the car park at the back of my electorate
office. There have been discarded needles on my front
lawn and there is currently one in the front side fence of
my house. We are confronting these issues daily and it
is nonsense to say law enforcement will get on top of
the problem. For the Chief Commissioner of Police to
say last week that the current approach is failing is
hitting the nail on the head. That means the challenge is
before the government to come up with some
legislation and strategies to deal with it. The Turning
the Tide strategy will have an impact in the long term
but there is some time lag between the introduction of
programs and their results.
I have put together a discussion paper addressing the
question of whether Victoria should have a safe
injecting facility pilot program. The paper is now
publicly available and I have tabled it at the Drugs and
Crime Prevention Committee. I hope it represents a
significant contribution to the debate in Victoria. 'Safe
injecting facility' is a contradiction in terms; there is no
such thing as a 'safe' injecting facility. However, we
can make injecting facilities safer, we can take
intravenous drug users off the streets instead of their
being left to inject in dirty alleys, garages or among
garbage, which I have seen, and we can stop them using
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discarded needles, as a result of which hepatitis C is
becoming a significant problem. In 15 years time
people with hepatitis C may represent a serious
imposition on the health system and their quality of life
and life span will be shortened significantly because of
the dramatic effects of the disease.
The government and society have a major problem on
their hands and must deal with these issues. The
opposition must put forward policies that will
encourage the government to take on the problem
constructively because if we do not get on top of the
problem the 25 deaths resulting from heroin overdoses
last year will be surpassed and many young lives will
continue to be lost because of young people's
involvement in the drug scene and their inability to get
out of it.
Mr I. W. SMITH (Polwarth)-I am grateful for
the opportunity to address the house in reply to the
speech that His Excellency the Governor so graciously
made in the Legislative Council recently. I have noted
particular comments the Governor made and I shall
quote them. For example, at page 1 he states:
My government has rebuilt Victoria's inheritance in the past
five and a half years. Given the state's dramatically improved
performance today, the agenda for this session of Parliament
will see a marked change in emphasis.
I am pleased to inform all Victorians my government will
apply expanded criteria to the budget process, legislation
brought before the Parliament and initiatives of the
govenunent Each new measure and each expenditure
proposal will be required to undergo the test of social
advantage.

That is the key reason for the prorogation of
Parliament and the change in emphasis and direction of
the government.
I should like honourable members to go back a short
while to the time the government came to office in
1992 because memories are often short. The house will
recall that in June 1992 the then Premier, Mrs Kirner,
introduced the June statement in which she claimed the
value of state assets under the government's control
amounted to $90 billion. She was referring to the state's
asset backing of $90 billion in an attempt to justify the
debt of $31 billion and the liabilities of a comparable
amount. It will come as no surprise to government
members to know that was a political statement which
bore little relation to the truth.
When this government came to office in October 1992
a search for the asset list proved fruitless.
Embarrassingly, the people who were associated with
the production of that document had to confess that it
was a political document, not one from any department
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and not backed by fact. The realities of that time were
that the state owed approximately $32 billion and had
contingent liabilities of a similar amount. Unfunded
superannuation liabilities were a major unfunded
liability, and at that stage they amounted to some
$18 billion.
The task of effectively re~reating fiscal responsibility
was enormous. The asset list or register of the state,
which was fairly tightly held by each department up
until 1982, was simply dissipated and not maintained
over the 10 years ofLabor administration. I am happy
to say an asset register is now almost complete. This
government started off with the large items valued at
more than $10 million, listed items valued from
$1 million to $10 million, then items from $250 000 to
$1 million, and now it is just a matter of mopping up
the assets under the state's control. Of course, the end
result of that process does not yield $90 billion worth of
assets, as purported by Mrs Kirner in June 1992. In fact,
the figure is well below $30 billion, and honourable
members will realise at that stage that did not match the
liabilities and debt of the state.
Through a sharp focus on fiscal responsibility this
government has been able to significantly restore
Victoria's fortunes. The debt reduction program
currently in place has reduced the state's debt from
$30 billion to approximately $11 billion. That will be
further reduced by asset sales and prudent budgeting
between now and the next state election.
Most people's eyes glaze over with talk of billions.
Most of my constituents would happily retire if they
had just $1 million. I explained the debt and liability to
them not in terms of billions of dollars but simply as a
liability on their own households. At their peak in the
1992-93 financial year debt and liability per household
averaged $48 000. It is satisfYing to fmd that there has
been a substantial reduction in the debt and liability of
the state. The Treasurer will provide an accurate figure
when he introduces his autumn budget. I suspect total
debt and liability per household will have reduced from
its peak of $48 000 to less than $20 000, which is a far
more manageable amount. It is rewarding to know that
superannuation unfunded liabilities have fallen from
$18 billion to $15 bill ion and will be zero by the year
2023.
It has been interesting to watch the behaviour of the
opposition over the past five years. It is regrettable that
in its struggle to reinvent itself it has overlooked the
fundamental tenet of government. There is no point in a
government with a strong social conscience if it does
not have the means and fiscal responsibility to support
it. The government has a sharp focus on fiscal
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responsibility. As the Governor stated in his speech, the
government has been able to switch its principal focus
to social responsibility. Although the speeches of most
opposition members have focused on social
responsibility, very few have given the impression that
the opposition is at long last fiscally responsible.
Government members can only assume that the
entrenched Labor cultures of the 1980s, which caused
the decimation of Victorian government fmances, and
to a lesser extent those of Canberra, are alive and well. I
look forward to being assured by opposition members
over the next two years that they have learnt from the
past and that their social conscience is matched by
fiscal responsibility. That will give us some assurance
that if the opposition ever gets into government again it
will pursue fiscally responsible policies to enable it to
afford its social programs.
Another hallmark of the 1980s was the sinister
development of greed. One would have thought that
any government in the hands of the Labor Party would
have redistributed wealth to the advantage of the
have-nots. The 1980s saw an acceleration of greed and
mateship between wealthy business people and the
Labor Party. The division between the haves and the
have-nots was exacerbated. During the 1980s rich
people, through their friendship with Labor
governments, grew ever so much wealthier while the
financial position of poor people remained stagnant or
became worse. Until the Labor Party reinvents itself
and addresses these fundamental problems, all the
social conscience in the world will not prepare it for
proper and effective government.
As is traditional for members in the address-in-reply
debate, I will now speak about my electorate. The
electorate ofPolwarth has an area of approximately
10000 square kilometres. I often look with envy at
some of my metropolitan colleagues whose electorates
consist of dormitory suburbs containing a limited
number of schools and without even a hospital. Their
lives representing their electorates must be quite
different from mine.

The electorate ofPolwarth is extremely diverse.
Although fishing along the coast is a diminishing
industry it is nevertheless an important one. It is
important for that industry that the government has
sound policies of mariculture and aquaculture. It is also
important that any extension of marine parks is
appropriately sensitive to the longevity and financial
viability of the fishing industry. There is no poin! in
locking up large areas of the coastline in marine ?arks if
all it achieves is forcing people in the fishing ind.lStry
out of work.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Thursday, 19 March 1998

ASSEMBLY

An enormous opportunity exists for the development of
farmed abalone along the coastline of my electorate. I
will be pursuing that issue because the demand for
abalone, although temporarily set back by fmancial
difficulties in Asia, has a secure long-term future. Some
very progressive people based in Apollo Bay wish to
farm abalone in my electorate.
Tourism is extraordinarily important. My electorate has
the largest number of visitor days in the region, with
2.8 million visitor days and 2.6 million visitor nights.
All Victorians are familiar with the Otway road and the
icons along it which attract the sort of visitor numbers
I have mentioned. It is vital that the government plans
for and provides the necessary infrastructure to enable
the fledgling tourism industry to survive. The attempts
at upgrading the Great Ocean Road near Apollo Bay
and between Anglesea and Aireys Inlet are welcome.
However, the volume of traffic besetting the Great
Ocean Road justifies an upgrade of the road to enable it
to safely handle larger volumes of traffic. There are
many accidents, particularly motorcycle accidents, on
some stretches of the Otway road. The need also exists
for additional tourism infrastructures, particularly at the
Twelve Apostles site, probably the single most visited
place along the Great Ocean Road. Considerable
controversy has arisen about what type of facility is
required there. General agreement has been reached to
establish on the north side of the road a minimalist and
screened car park and toilet block and an underpass
leading to a walking track and disability facilities. This
will enable people to cross the road from the northern
car park to view the Twelve Apostles. Anything more
would detract from if not destroy the remote wilderness
appearance of that part of the coastline which enhances
the natural beauty of the Twelve Apostles.
Those in the tourism industry are constantly
complaining about the lack of trained people presenting
in a suitable way for them to employ in their industry. I
am not sure how this can be overcome because most of
those involved in the industry operate in such a small
way that they are unable to embark upon any
large-scale training facilities themselves.
In Geelong and Colac the adult education facilities are
attempting to address this issue. They are trying to
recruit young people, in particular to inculcate in them
the sort of skills and standards which the tourism
industry requires. It is in that type of program that some
hope lies for the future for those involved in the
industry to be able to attract and hold people of a
suitable calibre who make visitor stays more
pleasurable and meaningful.
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The forest industry, which is very important in my
electorate, is struggling at the moment. Although
roughly half of the Otways is designated forest, because
it has been logged at least once and in some places two
and three times before, the quality of timber coming
from many of the coops is low grade. The timber is not
of milling quality and therefore needs to go to chipping.
The process oflogging that we currently have in the
Otway Ranges is not conducive to either profitability
for the saw mill or necessarily the best environmental
and long-tenn result.
The span of a forest is 80 years, although with risk
management for fires you could spin that out to
100 years. Theoretically each year about 1 per cent of
the forest area should be logged. properly cleaned up
and regenerated so that you have a sustainable forest for
the future. That position has not yet been fully achieved
and the sooner it is the sooner we will pass on a legacy
of asset maintenance to the following generation. The
Minister for Conservation and Land Management is
currently addressing the problems that I have alluded
to.
Dairying is a large and thriving industry in my
electorate. Farms have been aggregated and that trend
will continue. The large herds have been complemented
by modem equipment and feed mills. A new feed mill
has been introduced at Cobden in my electorate and at
Terang in my neighbouring colleague's electorate, both
costing about $15 million and offering employment.
The genetic capacity of most farmers' dairy cattle
would indicate that milk production can be doubled.
The trick, of course, is to double it economically and,
up to a point, concentrate foods will improve the
capacity of fanners to realise the genetic capacities of
their herd. While the Asian difficulties have put a bit of
a dampener on expansion, the long-term prospects,
particularly in China, are very encouraging indeed.
The dairying industry needs to address some of its
environmental difficulties, particularly nitrogen and
phosphate run-offs into waterways, and that is being
pursued. I will mention some of the work of the
catchment management authority later in my speech.
Quite the reverse to the industries that I have mentioned
so far is the grazing industry. You could draw a line
along the Princes Highway because north of that line
we deal mainly in sheep and beef cattle - there is a
little dairying and cropping- and for the past 10 years
those industries have had not only poor seasons, but
worse they have had very poor product prices. There
has been a drift of young people away from farms and
townships. The people who are left to look after fences

ABSENCE OF MINISTERS

538

ASSEMBLY

and maintain the other assets are unable to do sobecause they are physically not able, because of their
age in many cases, and they lack the fmancial
wherewithal caused by the poor returns.
Consequently over much of my electorate there is
considerable land degradation through soil nutrient
run-off and salinity and that is at its worst in the grazing
industries where there is so little money to take
preventive and reparatory action.
I do not think there is any instant solution. Obviously
systems of advice need to be provided by the
Department of Agriculture and Resources so that best
practice is available to these farmers. In the end their
problems will be overcome only by a return to better
seasonal conditions and, more particularly, to market
conditions that enable them to become more profitable.
Looking ahead in the crystal ball at the next two or
three years that is an unlikely scenario, so added
pressure will be placed on these people within my
electorate and in similar areas around the state.
I now turn to services to the people of my electorate
and begin with the government's no. 1 priority of
schools. I have 32 schools in the Polwarth electorate. A
number of small one and two-teacher schools were
closed and, while that was resisted at the time, most of
the people who were resisting those closures have since
told me how their children have thrived in the more
challenging and stimulating environments of the larger
neighbouring schools which exist. An enormous
amount of money has been spent on practically every
school in my electorate. Inverleigh would be the only
exception as they have had a relatively small amount of
money, but with a little bit ofluck they will be in the
pipeline for a badly needed upgrade of their school
facilities shortly.
Schools that languished in a disgraceful condition
during the 1980s and could not attract funding from the
Labor government now rejoice and bask in the fact that
their physical facilities are very much up to standard
and they look forward to maintaining and improving
those standards.
Most members of Parliament in the city do not have a
hospital in their electorate, but I have hospitals at
Lome, Apollo Bay, Colxien, Camperdown, Skipton,
Colac and Winchelsea. Those at Lismore, Beeac and
Birregurra have closed and in each case the closure of
the local hospitals has caused an enormous amount of
community concern. The closures were necessary
because the small hospitals were no longer able to
provide the type of sophisticated equipment and
medical care that is needed. There is a tendency
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amongst country people to bypass small hospitals, thus
exacerbating the problem and that, combined with
doctor and other allied medical facility shortages, tends
to be a bit of a dog-chasing-its-tail syndrome leading
people to go to the larger centres for their medical
treatment. As a result, the hospitals at Camperdown and
Colac have had increasing requirements placed upon
them. We have a magnificent hospital facility at Apollo
Bay. It is second to none and was established under a
program combining federal resources and state
resources for remote areas. The people of Apollo Bay
can be very proud of the facilities they have.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.

The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the house that it
was brought to my attention this morning that a
broadcaster from 3AW broadcast part of the
proceedings of the grievance debate in contravention of
the resolution adopted by the house on 18 February
1998. Before taking any action I intend to convene a
meeting of the Leader of the House, the Leader of the
Opposition or his nominee, the Clerk and me to
determine what action should be taken in the matter, if
any further action at all should be taken. I will convene
such a meeting at a time convenient to both the Leader
of the House and the Leader of the Opposition.

ABSENCE OF MINISTERS
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise that the Premier
and the Treasurer will be absent from question time
today. The Premier's questions will be answered by the
Deputy Premier, and the Treasurer's questions will be
answered by the Leader of the House.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Port Phillip Prison: management
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I refer
the Minister for Corrections to the ongoing tunnoil at
Port Phillip Prison, as exemplified by six deaths in
custody, including four hangings, poor design, serious
assaults on staff, riots, fITes, security breaches,
understaffmg, and the free flow of drugs within the
prison. How many more deaths, assaults and riots will it
take before the minister is prepared to invoke his rights
under section 61 (2) of the contract with Group 4 to
remove it as the operator of the prison?
Mr W. D. McGRAm (Minister for
Corrections) - Any death in custody, whether by
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suicide or any other means, is one too many. We
understand that. We need to go back to look at some
figures. In 1983-84, 14 people died in custody, 10 as a
result of hanging. In 1987-88 there were 18 deaths in
custody, 6 as a result of hanging.

Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRA TH - Absolutely right. You are
starting to feel a bit ashamed about that, are you? Any
death in custody is one too many, and following the
suicide by hanging at the Port Phillip Prison a few
weeks ago I commissioned a report to address the issue.
That report has now been completed. The government
is in the negotiation stage with Port Phillip Prison
management on addressing the issue of infrastructure in
prison cells. There will be some modifications taking
place and elimination of those problems in cells.
Mr Bracks - Who got it wrong?
Mr W. D. McGRATH - It is easy for the
honourable member for Williamstown to say, 'Wbo got
it wrong?'. Following the Royal Commission into
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody, all jurisdictions were
advised to place Muirhead cells in any correctional
facility. There are six Muirhead cells at the Port Phillip
facility. The cells are very austere. They have no
furniture or fixtures and their design is basic and cold.
If all cells were like that the civil libertarians of the
world would be raising hell in relation to cell design.
I assure the house that the government is acting
appropriately, in consultation with prison management,
to address and overcome the problems. As I said, any
death is unfortunate. The person who conunitted
suicide last night was a remand prisoner who attended
court yesterday to answer charges of rape and sexual
penetration of a 14-year old girl. The government is
addressing the issue and the problem will be rectified.
The Metropolitan Women's Correctional Centre in
Melbourne and the Fulham and Loddon public prisons
all had teething problems in their first two to three
months of operation. Those problems no longer exist.
Two suicides that occurred at the Beechwortb Prison
prior to Christmas received little coverage, yet because
Port PhiIlip Prison is a private facility the honourable
member for Yan Yean incites and becomes a puppy
dog for the union movement.
As a result of the Australian Industrial Relations

Commission hearing yesterday involving management
and employees eight additional prison staff have been
employed. All staff have since been ordered back to
work. A further report from the official visitor to the
Port Phillip Prison - an independent person -
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suggested there was a sense of calm in the prison
yesterday.
Mr Batchelor intetjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATU - Again, a report has been
undertaken, negotiations are taking place and the matter
will be rectified.

Police: information technology
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - Will the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services outline the
major information technology upgrade for the Victoria
Police?
Mr W. D. McGRATU (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I am pleased to advise that the
government is committed to providing finance to the
Victoria Police for the placement of state-of-the-art
technology that will link all 330 Victorian police
stations via a statewide computer network and will
undoubtedly contribute to the operation of an even
more effective police force. The effectiveness of
Victoria's police force must be a great disappointment
to the honourable member for Yan Yean because I have
heard him can it so often in this Parliament.

The introduction of technology will complement the
already outstanding work done by Victoria Police,
which is acknowledged as the best force in any
Australian jurisdiction. Last year Victoria recorded a
road toll of377, the lowest ever, and its crime rate is
19 per cent below the national average. The
government, working with the Victoria Police, wants
to enhance the capacity of the force to identify crime
and come to tenns with it to prove once and for all that
crime in Victoria does not pay. The government wants
to ensure that Victorians feel safe.
The introduction of new technology will result in
greater investment in Victoria. The upgrade of the
police computer system will provide access to
information going to and emanating from all police
station facilities 24 hours a day, 365 days a year via the
standardisation of desktop PC systems that will be
linked to local area networks and the statewide area
network via the relaying of audiovisual and digital
information.
The upgrade will accelerate police response times and
will improve operational responses and access to
mainframe databases and other agency information,
including operation and offender databases. Police will
be released from the burden of paperwork, which will
allow them to engage in more viable community-based
policing and achieve more efficient case management
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and dispute resolution through the use of single-point
access to infonnation on a once-only data entry basis
for all police stations and staff.
This important initiative will see the Victoria Police
continue to be the best police force in any Australian
jurisdiction. On behalf of the government I am proud to
announce that the initiative has already been well
received by the Victoria Police. The government will
continue to ensure good policing to enhance the safety
of all Victorians.

Museum Victoria director: credit card
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer the Acting Premier
to the taxpayer-funded credit guidelines, which state
categorically that such cards must not be used for
personal purchases and must not be used by anyone but
the card holder. I also refer the Acting Premier to the
admission today by Graham Morris, the director of
Museum Victoria, that he not only used his credit card
for personal services but also allowed his staff to use it.
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was allocated $22 million. The completion of the fiTst
four years of the program last year proved the
$22 million was an outstanding investment. In that
period the value of rural exports doubled from
$2 billion to $4 billion - the fastest growth in food
exports in any state. The government is determined to
push on to the next benchmark - the tripling of rural
exports to $6 billion.
The Department of Natural Resources and Environment
has provided an initial $40 million for the next four
years of the program. I am confident the target will be
achieved, not just through additional production on
fanns, but more importantly by value adding. Instead of
more agricultural produce being exported as
commodities it will be exported as products.
Early this morning I attended the opening of the Bonlac
Foods plant at Damum by the Premier. It is one of the
best examples available of value adding in respect of
produce.

Honourable members interjecting.
In light of that extraordinary admission and the fact
that Mr Morris has signed a document acknowledging
that a breach of the guidelines may subject him to
prosecution under the Crimes Act, will the Acting
Premier now inform the house of the steps the
government is taking to ensure that Mr Morris is dealt
with for a breach of the guidelines?

Mr McNAMARA (Acting Premier) - I learnt
today that the Premier's office has been advised that all
personal expenses have been reimbursed. Mr Morris
has been dealt with via the appropriate channels.
Mr Urn interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Clayton is being particularly noisy this afternoon. I
ask him to behave himself

Food: exports
Mr ANDRIANOPOULOS (Mill Park) - My
question without notice is to the Acting Premier. What
steps are being taken to ensure that the government
reaches its goal of $6 billion of food exports by 200 I?
Mr McNAMARA (Acting Premier) - The former
Minister for Agriculture set the government a very
ambitious goal in 1993, when food exports in Victoria
amounted to some $2 billion.

The program designed to assist farmers lift their
productivity but also to look at ways of value adding in
respect of food products produced on Victorian farms

The SPEAKER - Order! We do not need a
timekeeper from the opposition benches.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the minister to
resume his seat. These interruptions are extending the
time of answers and are not helping question time. As
the honourable member for Thomastown knows, I
watch a clock and when a minister has been speaking
for 4 minutes I remind him or her of that fact. I shall
continue to do so.

Mr McNAMARA - The opening of the Bonlac
plant at Damum was an excellent example of turning a
commodity into a product. Without doubt the dairy
industry is leading the way in value adding. Some
62 per cent of Australian milk production takes place in
Victoria, and the state exports 85 per cent of all
Australian dairy produce. The new plant is an excellent
example of the innovation and foresight of Bonlac.
Mr Bill Hill, the former chairman of the company,
John Dainton, the current chairman, and Bill Scanlan,
the new chief executive officer, have played an
important part in the development of the plant. When
he was Minister for Regional Development, the
Minister for Education helped facilitate a lot of
infrastructure, including some tens of millions of
dollars of investment to enable the plant to come to
fruition.
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Approximately 300 people were employed during the
construction phase and 60 people will be employed
pennanently. More importantly the plant is valued at
$150 million and is the largest dairy plant in the world
ever built on a greenfields site. The development
reinforces the current confidence in the rural sector,
particularly now that it is led by a farrner-owned
cooperative that is investing in Victoria.
Finally, I note that Greg Sword, a unionist, worked in
partnership with the company during the construction
phase. I should have hoped we would have had similar
cooperation from the teacher unions, who today are
taking a different approach. Rather than working to
assist in increasing productivity in schools and assisting
students, in many cases they are forcing students to
miss a day's school.
I thank everyone involved in the development of the
plant. I was surprised that the Leader of the Opposition
attended the opening, given that he is a consistent critic
of regional Victoria. Everyone involved should be
congratulated - the government for its role, the Bonlac
company, the dairy farmers who have supported the
program and the local communities.

Rural Victoria: services
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) - In light of the
continuing cuts to government services in rural
Victoria, will the Acting Premier explain to the house
the benefits to country Victoria of the retirement
package the Premier awarded himself-nearly a
quarter of a million dollars annually for life?
Mr McNAMARA (Acting Premier) - I will
correct the honourable member.

Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the minister to
resume his seat. I will not continue with question time
while there is a continual barrage of inteIjections.
Mr McNAMARA - I refer to the research stations
funded by the Department of Natural Resources and
Environment. A few months ago I opened a
multimillion dollar extension to the Mildura research
station. I noted that the local member was in
attendance. The honourable member for Mildura
implies that what occurred at the Mildura research
station was an isolated occurrence. The government has
allocated $30 million for rural research stations, and
whether they are located at Horsham, Tatura, Kyabram.
Ellingbank, Hamilton, Walpeup or Rutherglen they
have been significantly upgraded. We now have brand
spanking new facilities with far more staff than ever
existed under the Labor government.

The Institute for Sustainable Irrigated Agriculture at
Tatura has approximately 160 scientists assisting the
intensive local agricultural and horticultural industries
in the Goulburn Valley. The same thing is occurring
across regional Victoria. The honourable member for
Mildura should also be aware of the new hospital in the
Mildura area. Like almost every other country town,
Mildura has also benefited from the new water
improvement program. The honourable member for
Mildura would not have been aware--

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Members on both sides
ofthe house should be ashamed of themselves. Visitors
to the gallery, particularly the school students who visit
Parliament, must wonder about the sorts of members
who represent them. I ask members to remember their
responsibilities and to behave themselves for a change.

The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the minister to
resume his seat. I will not continue question time until
the house comes to order.

Mr Savage - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is debating the question and not
answering the crux of it, which is about the Premier's
retirement package.

Mr McNAMARA - The honourable member's
claim of the reduction of services in rural and regional
Victoria is incorrect. The opposite is the case.

The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order.

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr McNAMARA - Research stations throughout
regional Victoria have benefited from government
funding.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr McNAMARA - I did not receive a letter from
the honourable member for Mildura asking for
Department of Agriculture services in Mildura to be
improved - but we did it in spite of him. I do not think
he ever wrote a letter to the Minister for Health asking
for the Mildura hospital to be upgraded - but we did it
in spite of him. We never had a letter from you
requesting that water services in Mildura be
upgraded - but again, we did it in spite of you!
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McNAMARA - The upgrade of country water
services is worth mentioning.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I will not allow question
time to continue in this vein. If members cannot learn to
behave themselves, I will abandon the rest of question
time.

Mr McNAMARA - Mr Speaker, when we were
elected to office at the end of 1992 I was amazed to
find, as I am sure the then minister responsible for
water supply was, that only 27 per cent of country
people had drinking water that was up to world-Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Members do not seem to
understand what I have been saying to them. The Chair
will be resumed at the end of the time allotted for
question time.
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member wishes to raise a point of order on what we
were talking about earlier, he should do so perhaps
between this speaker and the next.
Mr 8rumby-On the point of order, Mr Speaker,
my point of order relates to your announcement earlier
today--

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr 8rumby - Just hold on; settle down.
The SPEAKER - Order! I think this point of order
should be cleared up.
Mr 8rumby - In those circumstances, and in light
of your ruling, I believe it would be best to wait until
the honourable member for Polwarth has completed his
speech. I will raise the point of order then.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-reply

Sitting suspended 2.32 p.m. until 2.35 p.m.

Debate resumed.

The SPEAKER - Order! The time for raising
questions without notice has expired.

Mr I. W. SMITH (Polwarth) - Before the
suspension of the sitting for lunch I was referring to
health facilities, pointing out the tremendous facilities
for health service delivery at Apollo Bay. It is hoped
that in the near future such facilities will extend to
Lome, because its health service facilities are badly in
need of an upgrade.

Before calling the Leader of the Opposition, I
commend for members' consideration their
responsibilities as members, their responsibilities to
their constituents and their responsibilities to this place.
I believe their behaviour during question time today
was unpardonable. Members of Parliament should
know better. They bring no credit on this place - in
fact, they bring great discredit on the Parliament of
Victoria. I would like to see members take a good look
at themselves and improve their behaviour so they
bring credit on this place, not the discredit they brought
on it today.

Mr 8rumby - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, in
relation to the decision you announced earlier today to
establish a committee including yourself-The SPEAKER - Order! I am sorry to interrupt
the Leader of the Opposition, but it has been pointed
out to me that technically we are in the middle of the
address-in-reply debate. I do not believe a point of
order can be raised until the member who has the call
has finished his speech.
On second thoughts, a member may raise a point of

order at any stage, but it must relate to the business
before the house - and the business now before the
house is the address-in-reply debate. If the honourable

Colac's community health services are also in need of
an upgrade. The local board is working its way through
the dilerruna of deciding what facilities are required to
service the district. Health services in Colac - and
places like it - are adrift for two reasons: firstly, it has
poor facilities for privately insured patients; and
secondly, hi-tech medical services cannot be supplied
out of Colac, so some people prefer to go to a more
modem health service facility than the Colac hospital.
The board at Colac hospital initially asked the Minister
for Health for $12.5 million to upgrade facilities on the
site and indicated that savings of $20 000 would be
realised as a result of that upgrade. The minister asked
the board whether it would examine the provision of
some of the services by the private sector, and that is
currently being done. The minister commissioned a
report and the chief executive officer of the hospital,
Mr Ormond Pearson, has signed off on $922 000 of
savings. He has said that if the facility were upgraded
he would achieve an efficiency gain of that amount,
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which makes spending $12.5 million on it a far more
attractive proposition.
The government hopes to be in a position soon to work
with the board to see whether or not the hospital will be
a public facility - and remain so - and be
redeveloped over the next four or five years on the
current site, or whether some or all of the facilities will
be contracted out to the private sector, with perhaps
more immediate results and the benefit of attracting
other medical services from outlying areas into Colac,
thereby increasing the health services industry in Colac.
Meanwhile, following the closure of the Birregurra and
District Community Hospital, a new community health
services building will be completed later this year.
Already many of the community health services are
being run out of the former hospital site.
The Polwarth electorate is badly in need of arts and
cultural facilities. At the moment there is a big claim
before the Community Support Fund and the arts
ministry in an endeavour to gain funding to bridge the
arts and cultural gap that exists in Colac.
Road infrastructure is very important to country people.
In the past 12 months or so almost $15 million has been

spent on much-needed upgrades to major roads and
arterial routes throughout the electorate. Although
much more needs to be done, that has been a big
improvement in an effort to redress the lack of road
funding over the past 13 or 14 years.
The electorate has benefited greatly from the
amalgamation of water boards in the municipality.
Most ratepayers have gained around a 30 per cent
reduction in their rates and there is now a more efficient
delivery of services. Over the next three years the
amalgamation of the Colac-Otway Water Board and the
Barwon Water Board will produce average savings of
around 41 per cent for consumers in the Colac~ay
Water Board area. That, too, is very welcome.
The establishment of the catchment management
authority in part of the old Colac water board offices
and the expansion of the building to accommodate
additional staff is a welcome move that will provide
additional services based in Colac. No-one could
dispute the need for those additional services.
Earlier I omitted to mention how pleased I am that the
Minister for Education has arranged funding for the
continuation of the alternative school in Colac.
Basically that school takes misfits out of classrooms
and provides them with special tuition, and the good
success rate in curbing antisocial behaviour that results
from that is very welcome.
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Finally, because it is a while since a Governor has
visited our area - although the previous Governor was
born and bred in the Polwarth electorate - I have great
pleasure in extending an invitation to His Excellency
Sir James Gobbo and Lady Gobbo to visit the electorate
of Polwarth. I am sure the people will receive them
well.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CUNNINGHAM
(Melton).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

Mr 8rumby - I raise with you, Mr Speaker, a
point of order concerning the decision you announced
earlier today to establish a committee which would
include you, the Leader of the House and me or my
nominee to consider the issues that were raised by the
broadcasting this morning by radio station 3AW of
excerpts of yesterday's grievance debate. I was not in
the house prior to lunchtime because I was at the
opening of a factory at Darnum. During question time
my attention was drawn to a letter from the Victorian
press gallery addressed to you, Sir, with a copy to me
and the Premier. I refer to the last paragraph of the letter
about the role of the committee you announced today.
In the last paragraph Mr Tony Allan, the president of
the Victorian press gallery, states:
It is not the wish of the Victoria media to flout the standing
orders of Parliament But it is the public's right to see and
hear what their elected representatives are saying. Gallery
members would be delighted to have the opportlmity to
discuss this issue with the Presiding Officers, to develop
guidelines for wider coverage of parliamentary proceedings.

I ask you, Sir, whether the committee you announced
the establishment of today will be able to hear
representations from the Victorian press gallery on this
issue? I do not want to get into the politics of it or to
prejudge the work of the committee; I simply put to
you that this is a sensitive issue and the way you have
gone about handling it can, I think, potentially be the
best way of doing it. However, the process should be
open and I think members of the press gallery should
have the opportunity of putting a point of view
regarding the broadcasting of proceedings either to
you, to that committee or to the house. If that point of
view were put and listened to I am sure it would assist
in the deliberations of the committee and of Parliament
in relation to the right to broadcast.
The SPEAKER - Order! I thank the Leader of the
Opposition for his advice. I could simply rule that there
was no point of order, because it was not a point of
order at all. However, I had considered that letter. I
thought the letter was a private letter addressed to me
with a copy to you and the Premier. My determination

ELECfRICITY INDUSTRY (AMENDMENl) BILL
544

ASSEMBLY

was to seek a meeting between the Leader of the
House, the Leader of the Opposition or his nominee, the
Clerk and me - not to have a committee, as such, but
to have a meeting between the senior members of this
Parliament - to detennine the way forward on this
issue.
I believe it will be for us to deliberate on whether we
want to ask the chairman of the parliamentary press
gallery to come and address us. I think we almost
certainly would. However, it will be for the four of us
meeting together, not as a committee but as senior
members of Parliament, to detennine that issue. I am
not going to give an undertaking that that will happen.
I simply say I think it would be appropriate at some
stage during our deliberations to invite the chairman of
the press gallery, who of course has a very real interest
in this issue, to put a point of view to us and discuss
with us some of the issues at an infonnal meeting, not
a committee meeting.
I accept the point the Leader of the Opposition is
making. I had it in mind anyway. I am sure it will
happen. I am sure the chainnan of the press gallery will
be happy to join us on that occasion.

ELECTRICITY INDUSTRY (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - On behalf of
the Treasurer, I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill contains a number of amendments to the
Electricity Industry Act 1993 which reflect recent
developments in the electricity industry in Victoria.
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The objective of the scheme is to allow franchise
customers who cannot choose their electricity supplier
at this stage to enjoy savings in electricity costs (over
and above those already received in real terms) similar
to the savings achieved by large electricity consumers
as a result of the introduction of competition between
electricity suppliers.
In order to implement the bonus, the tariff order (which
regulates maximum uniform tariffs payable by
franchise customers) will be amended to reduce the
amounts payable by franchise customers for electricity.
Suppliers of electricity will be compensated through the
equivalent of a reduction in franchise licence fees
payable to the state. The bill makes provision for these
amendments.
The bill also contains provisions to effect the
dissolution of Powemet Victoria, the statutory
corporation which formerly owned and maintained
Victoria's network of high-voltage electricity
infrastructure. As honourable members will be aware,
Powemet Victoria was privatised in November 1997
and all the assets and liabilities of Powernet Victoria
were sold as part of that privatisation. As a result,
Powemet Victoria is to be dissolved.
Various other amendments to electricity legislation are
made by the bill, including an amendment to facilitate
the registration of holders of certain allocated
easements and the repeal of spent provisions.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr LONEY (Geelong
Nortb).
Debate adjourned until Tbursday, 2 April.

STATE TRUSTEES (AMENDMENT) BILL
The most significant amendments are those which
facilitate the introduction of the winter power bonus
scheme announced by the government in February.
Under the scheme, household and small business
electricity consumers in Victoria will receive a
$60 yearly reduction on winter electricity accounts in
the next three years. This payment reflects the benefit
presently franchised customers can expect when they
have the right to choose their supplier. For households
and most small businesses this is scheduled to occur in
December 2000. In effect, this initiative brings forward
the benefits of the government's successful electricity
reforms by three years for franchised customers. It is
possible only because of the success of those refonns.
Payments to customers will total approximately
$380 million.

Second reading

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - On behalf of
the Treasurer, I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the State Trustees Amendment bill is to
amend the State Trustees (State Owned Company) Act
1994 in accordance with recommendations arising
from a national competition policy review of that
legislation. The bill also expands the jurisdiction of the
Ombudsman to include the clients of State Trustees
and makes some consequential amendments to other
acts. In particular, the bill removes the statutory
preference or exclusive access of State Trustees in the

TRANSPORT Acrs (AMENDMENl) BILL

Thursday, 19 March 1998

ASSEMBLY

provision of a number of trustee and related services;
allows the clients of State Trustees to have access to
the Ombudsman; and provides greater legislative
clarity where there is some overlap or duplication of
provisions between various acts.
Changes removing exclusive rights of or bias toward
State Trustees will allow greater competition for trustee
and related services. This should result in better
matching of service provision to customer
requirements, increased incentives for innovation, and
improvements in service quality.
State Trustees will continue to provide the services of a
'trustee of last resort', and the proposed amendments
will not alter the community service obligation
arrangements which are in place between the
Department of Human Services and State Trustees to
assist in the provision of trustee (and related) services to
clients, particularly those who cannot manage their own
financial or legal affairs.
Expanding the jurisdiction of the Ombudsman to
include the clients of State Trustees will make available
an accessible and highly-regarded review body for the
investigation of complaints regarding administrative
action taken by State Trustees or its officers or
employees. This will further enhance the high standard
of client service to which State Trustees is committed.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned OD motion ofMr BRACKS
(Williamstown ).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 AprU.

TRANSPORT ACfS (AMENDMENT) Bll...L
Second reading

Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the bill is to repeal certain provisions of
the National Rail Corporation (Victoria) Act 1991 in
order to facilitate the sale of the shares of the state of
Victoria in National Rail Corporation Limited; to
repeal provisions of the Transport Act 1983 that
restrict the carriage of certain goods by commercial
goods vehicle; and to make a minor amendment to the
Rail Corporations (Amendment) Act 1997 concerning
the appointment of an authorised person under
section 221( 1)(c) of the Transport Act 1983.
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Honourable members may be aware that the
government intends to sell Victoria's shares in the
National Rail Corporation Limited in conjunction with
the other shareholders, the commonwealth and New
South Wales. This bill will facilitate the sale of those
shares.
Victoria's shares in National Rail Corporation Limited
are held under an agreement originally between the
commonwealth, NSW, Queensland and Western
Australia, which was approved by Parliament in the
National Rail Corporation (Victoria) Act 1991. South
Australia became a party to the agreement in 1993. The
corporation is a company incorporated under the
Corporations Law (rather than a statutory body
corporate), in which the commonwealth, Victoria and
NSW each hold shares.
The sale of National Rail requires approval of the three
shareholders, the commonwealth, NSW and Victoria,
together with agreement from the other signatories to
the agreement, Queensland, South Australia and
Western Australia.
Arrangements for the sale are being developed
(including the sale of Victoria's shareholding) and the
sale is expected to be completed in 1998. While the
government intends to proceed with the bill,
proclamation of those clauses relating to the sale of
National Rail will not occur until all outstanding issues
between the relevant parties are fully resolved.
To facilitate the sale, it is proposed that the shareholders
and the other signatories vary the agreement approved
by Parliament in 1991 to insert a clause in the
agreement providing for its termination. Such a
variation clause does not require legislation to give it
effect, but it is subject to the tabling requirement in
each Parliament found in the amendment provisions of
clause 8 of the agreement. Clause 8 provides that the
agreement may be varied by the parties by agreement
which must be tabled in the parliaments of each of the
signatories and, if not disallowed, it takes effect after
15 sitting days from the date of tabling.
Section 9 of the National Rail Corporation (Victoria)
Act 1991 provides that the corporation must not carry
on or engage in intrastate rail services in the state
except in accordance with the approval in writing of the
minister. Section 9 places a restriction on the trading
activities of the National Rail Corporation Limited that
is not appropriate under competition policy. The
minister has written to National Rail and the other
shareholders confIrming that National Rail is permitted
to operate intrastate services in Victoria. To make it
clear to prospective tenderers during the sale process
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that the company is allowed to enter into intrastate
freight operations, the bill provides for the repeal of
section 9.
The bill also provides for section 11 of the act to be
repealed. The purpose of section 11 was to provide a
mechanism for the possible transfer of land for the
whole or part of the South Dynon or North Dynon
freight terminals and land at Somerton which might
have been required by National Rail. The section has
never been proclaimed and it will be inappropriate for it
to remain on the statute book at the time National Rail
is sold.
When Victoria has divested itself of all its interest in the
ownership of the shares in National Rail Corporation
Limited and when its obligations under the agreement
and the National Rail Corporation (Victoria) Act 1991
in respect of the company and the other parties to the
agreement have ceased, Victoria's participation in the
agreement will come to an end. Accordingly, at that
time the rest of the National Rail Corporation (Victoria)
Act 1991 will become entirely redundant and can be
repealed.
The Transport Act 1983 contains restrictions on the
carriage of goods by commercial goods vehicles. These
have been a feature of transport legislation for a number
of decades. Their original purpose was to protect the
commercial viability of railways bulk haulage
operations against competition from road hauliers. The
provisions of the Transport Act that potentially restrict
the carriage of goods by road by cormnercial goods
vehicles no longer serve any useful purpose. Their
original justification, protection of Victoria's railways
against competition from road hauliers, is now spent
and, indeed, is now contrary to national competition
policy.
Carriage of bulk commodities such as bulk barley, oats,
petroleum products and wheat has already been
deregulated. The only commodity still subject to
restrictions is transport of aviation turbine fuel to
Tullamarine airport. This restriction was originally
included in legislation on safety considerations but is no
longer required in transport legislation. Advice from the
Victorian Workcover Authority has confinned that
there is no requirement for this provision to remain in
the Transport Act as the carriage of aviation turbine fuel
is already regulated by the Dangerous Goods Act 1985.
Accordingly, the bill will remove all restrictions on the
carriage of bulk goods by commercial goods vehicles
from the Transport Act.
The bill will effect a minor amendment to the Rail
Corporations (Amendment) Act 1997, to clarify the
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intended operation of section 36 of the Rail
Corporations (Amendment) Act. When proclaimed,
section 36 will confine the ability of the Secretary to the
Department of Infrastructure to appoint an authorised
person under subsection 221(l)(c) ofthe Transport Act
to persons employed or engaged by a passenger
transport company - that is, a train or tram operator.
The bill amends section 36 so that the secretary
continues to be able to appoint people to perfonn ticket
inspection functions on buses.
I cormnend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr BATCHELOR
(Thomastown).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 April.

SEA-CARRIAGE DOCUMENTS BILL
Second reading

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The legal process associated with the international
transport of goods by sea is centuries old. There are
three major characteristics of this process in all
jurisdictions around the world:
(a) a document of title to the goods which enables
transfer of property in the goods by delivery of
the documents;
(b) a policy of insurance covering the goods so that

the transferee has the assurance of receiving
either the goods or their worth; and
(c) a unifonn regime of liability for loss governed
by international treaty so that contracts for sale
and insurance tie into that regime wherever the
goods may travel.
Historically, the negotiable document by which goods
were transferred was the bill of lading. Bills of lading
legislation is contained in various state statutes dealing
with the sale of goods and applies to bills of lading
issued in Australia. The rights under a bill of lading are
usually created when goods are delivered on board
ship. At that time the goods are situated within the state
and state law applies.
Like all other states and territories, Victoria, in part 11 of
the Goods Act 1958, adopted the United Kingdom Bills
of Lading Act 1855. Section 73 of the Goods Act
provides, in part:
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'" every consignee of goods named in a bill oflading. and
every endorsee of a bill of lading to whom the property in the
goods therein mentioned passes upon or by reason of
consignment or endorsement shall have transferred to and
vested in him all rights of suit and be subject to the same
liabilities in respect of such goods as if the contract contained
in the bill of lading had been made with himself ...

A bill of lading is a formal document issued by or on
behalf of a carrier of goods by sea to the person usually known as the shipper - with whom the carrier
had contracted for carriage of goods. At common law,
based on the doctrine of privity of contract, the buyer
of the goods, being the consignee or an endorsee of the
bill of lading, is not a party to the contract of carriage
between the shipper or consignor. However, the bill of
lading legislation provides that every consignee of
goods named in a bill of lading and every endorsee of a
bill of lading to whom the property in the goods
covered by the bill passes upon or by reason of
consignment or endorsement has the same rights of
suit and is subject to the same liabilities in respect of
such goods as if the contract in the bill of lading had
been made with such person.
Since the bills of lading legislation was introduced in
the middle of the 19th century, legal, commercial and
technological conditions have substantially altered. For
example, bulk cargoes were largely unknown in the
1850s. There now exist a number of circumstances
where the buyer of goods does not acquire the rights
envisaged in the bills of lading legislation. In addition,
ordinary practices have altered within the shipping
industry and different documentation and methods of
communication are used.
Legislative inadequacies should be removed to
accommodate the new circumstances so that the
consignee or endorsee of a bill of lading has the same
contractual rights as those entered into between the
carrier and the shipper and to accommodate these other
documents such as sea waybills and ship's delivery
orders.
The Standing Committee of Attorneys-General has
therefore agreed to the provisions of a model
Sea-Carriage Documents Bill and agreed to implement
that proposed legislation as soon as practicable
throughout Australia. The bill before the house
implements those provisions in Victoria.
The objects of the bill are: firstly, to allow the transfer
of contractual rights from the shipper to the lawful
holder of the bill oflading and for such transfer to occur
irrespective of whether property has passed on or by
reason of consignment or endorsement of the bill of
lading so as to accommodate changes in the legal and
commercial environment; secondly, to extend
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contractual rights to persons to whom delivery of goods
is to be made under a sea waybill or a ship's delivery
order, which are increasingly used in carriage of goods
by sea; thirdly, to provide functional equivalence to
paper and electronic bills oflading to recognise
technological advances being made by industry in this
area; fourthly, to improve the evidentiary status of a bill
of lading.
Amending the bills of lading legislation in Australian
jurisdictions will have at least three advantages. Firstly,
it will have a beneficial impact on the shipping industry
generally, including carriers, shippers, freight
forwarders and buyers of goods moving under
sea-carriage documents, including financial institutions
involved in such transactions. Secondly, it will improve
the legal environment for Australia's international
trade. Thirdly, it will be similar to reforms by the
United Kingdom and New Zealand and a number of
Australia's other trading partners, including Japan, the
People's Republic of China, Thailand and Taiwan.
Enactment of the bill by this Parliament and other
parliaments will facilitate and therefore assist overseas
trade.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HULLS (Niddrie).
Debate adjourned untll Tbursday, 2 April.

EVIDENCE (CONFIDENTIAL
COMMUNICATIONS) BILL
Second reading

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) -

I move:

That this bill be now read a second time.

The practice by defence counsel of subpoenaing the
counselling notes and medical files of sexual assault
victims at hearings has become more frequent in recent
times and has led to calls for legislative intervention.
In 1996, the Victorian Community Council Against

Violence convened a forum to develop a legislative
proposal to protect counsellors notes from being
improperly used in sexual offence hearings. The forum
was widely attended and recommendations for
legislative change were made. In New South Wales, the
Evidence (Confidential Communications) Act came
into operation on 1 January of this year. That legislation
is based on Canadian legislation which was introduced
to deal with the subpoenaing of confidential documents.
This bill is based on these models.
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The content of a counsellor's file will rarely be relevant
to legal proceedings as counselling takes place as a
therapeutic tool following the alleged crime. The notes
are those of the counsellor and record the counsellor's
interpretation of the counselling process. They are not
records of facts. As victims are often encouraged to talk
about their feelings of guilt and self-blame in the course
of counselling, the notes are open to misrepresentation.
Where a party issues a subpoena for the production of
documents, the documents will usually be brought to
the court and placed in the custody of the court. At this
stage, the court will determine any objections to the
subpoena itself or the production of the documents
referred to in the subpoena.
The court will then determine whether permission
should be given to a party or parties to inspect the
documents. Even where the party producing the
documents does not object to inspection of the
documents by the other parties, the documents are
under the control of the court and the court may defer
or refuse inspection for good reason such as where the
document contains irrelevant material of a private
nature. The court will not pennit the inspection of
documents ~gainst the objection of the owner unless
there is a valid reason. Unfortunately, this process is not
always followed in the courts, and access to files is
often granted to facilitate little more than a fishing
expedition for the defence.
Because of the uncertainty and fear about whether the
content of counselling sessions may at some time
become known in court proceedings the following
problems have arisen:
counsellors and victims are less candid in
counselling sessions and this reduces the
effectiveness of the counselling in assisting the
victi~

victims are discouraged from reporting a crime for
fear that the sensitive and personal matters that are
discussed in counselling will be available to the
defendant for use in the court process.
Like counselling files, medical records of victims may
be accessed by the defendant during court proceedings.
Consequently the defendant can obtain information
concerning the whole of the victim's medical history.
This will often include irrelevant and personal
information.
This bill gives legislative recognition to the process that
should be adopted to ensure the relevance of sensitive
information is fully considered prior to its disclosure by
the court. It introduces a statutory privilege belonging
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to the victim of a sexual assault which will protect the
victim's counselling and medical files from disclosure
in a proceeding. The court must be satisfied that the
following criteria are met before it may grant leave to a
party to inspect documents or for evidence of a
confidential communication to be adduced:
the evidence has substantial probative value to a fact
in issue in the proceedings;
other evidence of similar or greater probative value
going to the same issue is not available; and
the public interest in protecting the confidential
relationship is substantially outweighed by that of
admitting into evidence something of substantial
probative value. The court must take into account the
likelihood, extent and nature of any harm that would
flow to the complainant from the release of the
confidential communication.
The bill ensures a fair and consistent approach to the
disclosure of confidential communications across all
jurisdictions. It strikes an appropriate balance between
protecting confidential communications between the
victim and his or her doctor and counsellor and
ensuring the court has before it all the appropriate and
relevant evidence that relates to the case.
Victims and counsellors can now confidently pursue a
counselling relationship without the fear that matters
discussed in the counselling process will automatically
be known by the defendant. Victims can also be
confident that medical information that is not pertinent
in a highly probative way to the issues in the case will
not be available for public consumption.
This bill provides a most important protection for
victims of sexual assault from further victimisation
during the court process. This government is committed
to improving the experience of the legal process for
victims and this bill is yet one further step in that
important direction.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr HULLS (Niddrie).
Debate adjourned untO Thursday, 2 AprU.

CRIMES (FAMIL Y VIOLENCE)
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:
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That this bill be now read a second time.

The Crimes (Family Violence) Act 1987 (the act)
enables an intervention order to be obtained in certain
circumstances such as where a person has been
assaulted or harassed by a family member.
Where an intervention order has been made, sections 20
and 21 of the act provide that an aggrieved party may
appeal against the making of that order or against any
term of that order. To remove any doubt that an appeal
to the County Court is also available against a decision
to vary, revoke or extend an intervention order, clause 5
of the bill expressly provides that an appeal may be
brought in relation to such decisions.
Concern has been expressed that intervention orders are
being sought for improper or inappropriate purposes
(particularly under the stalking provisions of the Crimes
Act 1958). For instance, some people are applying for
intervention orders for what really amounts to a minor
neighbourhood dispute. Clause 4 of the bill provides the
court with the power to order costs against the applicant
for an intervention order or an extension, variation or
revocation ofan intervention order if the court is
satisfied that the application made was vexatious,
frivolous or brought in bad faith. This should deter
people from making unmeritorious applications.
These amendments will improve the effectiveness and
fairness of the operation of intervention orders.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HULLS (Niddrie).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 April.

PROPERTY LAW (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the bill is to make miscellaneous
amendments to the Property Law Act 1958 to: provide
a right to account as between co-owners of property;
and empower the courts to adjust the personal property
interests of de facto partners.
In making these amendments, the bill implements two

recommendations of the Attorney-General' s Law
Reform Advisory Council. I wish to thank the council
for its work on these recommendations.
Co-owners and rent
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At common law, a co-owner who received more than
his or her share of the rents and profits from land was
not accountable to the other co-owners. The common
law position was modified by an English act of 1705,
the Statute of Queen Anne, which applied in most
Australian states, including Victoria. This statute
provided that an action for account could be brought
and maintained by one co-owner against another for
receiving more than his or her just share or proportion.
In Victoria, the Imperial Acts Application Act 1980

repealed the Statute of Queen Anne, restricting the
remedies available to a co-owner against another
·co-owner who receives more than his or her just share
or proportion. It would seem that this effect was not
intended when the Statute of Queen Anne was repealed.
To address this situation, the bill amends the Property
Law Act 1958 to require a co-owner who receives more
than his or her just share or proportion to account to any
other co-owner of the property.
Property interests of de facto partners

At present, part IX of the Property Law Act 1958
confers power on the courts to adjust the real property
interests of de facto partners having regard to certain
factors including:
the financial and non-fmancial contributions made
directly or indirectly by or on behalf of the de facto
partners to the acquisition, conservation or
improvement of any of the property or to the
financial resources of one or both of the partners;
and
the contributions, including any contributions made
in the capacity of homemaker or parent, made by
either of the de facto partners to the welfare of the
other de facto partner or to the welfare of the family.
While at present contributions by de facto partners to
both real and personal property can be taken into
account in adjusting the partners' real property
interests, the current scheme does not provide for the
adjustment of personal property interests of de facto
partners. In the latter situation, resort must be had to the
common law.
The bill addresses this anomaly by empowering the
courts to also adjust the personal property interests of
de facto partners. The amendments are aimed at
improving the effectiveness and usefulness of the
Property Law Act 1958.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr HULLS (Niddrie).

BUILDING (AMENDMENl) BILL
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Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 April.

BUILDING (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The introduction of the Building Act 1993 brought in a
significant cultural shift in the way the building pennit
system in this state operates. The ending of the council
monopoly on building permit services and the
complementary reforms to liability laws have drawn
interest and favourable comment from around Australia
and indeed overseas.
We cannot, of course, allow ourselves to be lulled into
thinking that the job has been done and that we can
afford to shift our focus elsewhere. We cannot ignore
the real world experiences that determine how this
important piece oflegislation actually works in
practice. It is for those reasons that I gave a
commitment when the legislation was introduced to
maintain a constant oversight on the operations of the
act and bring in amendments as they were found to be
necessary.
The introduction of the bill is consistent with that
undertaking and brings together several amendments
which are designed to further improve the operation of
the act and to confinn certain matters.
Delegation by the Building Practitioners Board

To further streamline the operations of the Building
Practitioners Board (BPB) an explicit provision is
proposed to be included in the act to allow the BPB to
delegate its power of registration to the registrar for the
processing of straightforward applications. The
delegation would be at the discretion of the BPB and
under such conditions as it determines.
Building Administration Fund

To streamline the process for building practitioners and
the other stakeholders, it is proposed that the
commission be able to enter into an arrangement or
agreement with any person or body to act as its agent in
the carrying out of its functions in relation to the
administration of the fund. Initially this power will be
used to enable annual registration fees to be collected
by insurers on behalf of their building practitioner
clients at the time they renew their insurance.
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To provide the means for that to occur, it is proposed
that the act be further amended by substituting the
Building Administration Fund for the Building
Practitioners Board as the recipient of building
practitioner annual registration fees.
Chairperson of BuDding Advisory Council

The Building Advisory Council (BAC) is a senior,
industry-based advisory group appointed by the
Minister for Planning and Local Government under
section 207 of the Building Act 1993. Its role, as
defined in section 208, is to advise the minister on the
administration of the Building Act 1993 and the
regulations, the impact on the building regulations
system established by the act and regulations made
under any other act, issues relating to the building
permit levy and any matter referred to it by the minister.
To enhance the role of the BAC as an independent
source of advice it is proposed that the BAC be chaired
by an independent person appointed by the minister
with the commissioner remaining as an ordinary
member. A transitional arrangement will be provided to
take into account the change of membership and ensure
continuity of the terms of the existing members of the
BAC.
Role of council in the provision of building permit
services

The Building Act 1993 introduced private sector
competition in the provision of building permits
services. At the same time it maintained the council's
traditional public interest role in enforcing requirements
relating to public safety in buildings and controls over
illegal building work. To provide the councils with
greater flexibility in their resourcing of the building
control function it is proposed to insert a new
section 216A to give councils the ability to opt out of
providing building permit services for non-domestic
building work subject to the consent of the minister.
Powers of entry into existing buildings
An issue was raised by solicitors for the Building

Control Commission concerning the power of entry
provisions of section 229 of the Building Act if
permission to enter premises was denied. In those
circumstances unless an offence is suspected, on
reasonable grounds, a search warrant would not be
available under section 231 of the act. Legal advice
suggests that it would be prudent to clarify such powers
in the act.
Certificates from prescribed buDding practitioners
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Under section 238( 1) of the Building Act 1993 a
municipal building surveyor or private building
surveyor in carrying out a function under this act or the
regulations may rely on a certificate by a registered
building practitioner in a prescribed category or class of
practitioners that proposed building work or building
work complies with any provision of this act or the
regulations. Under section 128 of the Building Act a
certificate gives the relevant building surveyor
complete immunity if the certificate has been accepted
in good faith.
It is intended to amend the building regulations to better
defme the circumstances under which certificates for
completed building work may be issued by prescribed
building practitioners to limit the potential for their
misuse.

Certificate of compliance for essential services in
existing buildings

In keeping with modem developments the Building
Regulations 1994, through the adoption of the Building
Code of Australia (BCA96), are now essentially
performance based and allow greater flexibility in the
design and construction of buildings. The BCA96
allows for the greater use of active fire protection
systems such as sprinklers and smoke exhaust systems
in lieu of passive elements such as firewalls and other
construction elements thus relying more heavily on
maintenance for their ongoing efficiency.
To support the council in carrying its statutory
enforcement role over existing buildings it is proposed
that the building regulations be amended to introduce a
new certificate. The purpose of the certificate is to
ensure that essential services are in fact being
maintained as required by the occupancy pennit. This
amendment to section 261 will enable such regulations
to be made.
These amendments recognise that the Building Act
1993 is subject to a review under the Competition Code
Agreement later this year. For this reason a number of
other suggested amendments with an impact on
competition have not been able to be considered at this
time.
Amendment to section 31 of the Docklands
Authority Act 1991

The bill also includes amendments to section 31 of the
Docklands Authority Act. Section 31 deals with the
administration and enforcement of the Building Act
within the Docklands area. The amendments are
designed to improve the operation of section 31.
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I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DOLLIS (Richmond).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 April.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from earUer this day; motion of
Ms McCALL (Frankston) for adoption of
address-in-reply.

Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (Benambra)- I would like
to make a brief contribution to this debate in response
to the address by the Governor, Sir James Gobbo, but it
may extend a little longer than I expected. The
Governor's speech was certainly comprehensive. It
contains many references to where the government is
planning to go, what it plans to do, what its priorities
are and the balance it wishes to achieve between urban
and country requirements, and that is the part I want to
speak about most.

The first of the fundamental priorities touched on in the
Governor's speech is that the Victorian government is
to build, in his words, 'a dynamic future for coming
generations' with education as its basis. Certainly that is
occurring in the electorate I represent. The Rural City
ofWodonga is the fastest-growing country city in
Victoria, and its educational needs are growing at the
same pace as the city - about 3 per cent for the past
10 years consecutively. The growth in educational
needs is being matched by funding to the institutions,
which has resulted in an extraordinary increase in the
standard of facilities from which educators can deliver
their services. This applies also to outlying schools.
It is of note that the only schools in my electorate to be
closed were closed on the basis of the decisions of the
communities concerned. Some parents and school
councils determined that they did not wish so much to
close their schools as to offer the children a greater
educational opportunity by way of an improved
curriculum. Occasionally in those cases schools closed
on the basis of decisions by school councils and
communities.
The Governor noted the substantial drop in the number
of secondary students choosing the physical and
chemical sciences and the extremely low proportion of
primary school teachers who specialise in the teaching
of science, but I inform honourable members that these
subjects form the most important part of the
curriculums delivered in country schools. Quite rightly.
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the Governor highlighted that it is a current inadequacy,
and it is certainly one that country schools wish to
promote as a necessary area for growth.
The second major focus in the Governor's speech is the
need to generate jobs. Again, Victoria's recent record is
incredible: at the moment it is registering the lowest
unemployment rate of any state in Australia. That is not
widely recognised. When that is taken with the fact that
the exodus of Victorians is now more than matched by
the number of people coming into Victoria, it is
obvious that the view that this state was losing
population because people were going elsewhere for
employment no longer applies. Victoria is now
experiencing a net population gain because of the rate
of employment.
There is evidence that reduced taxation levels in
Victoria have led to the generation of the highest level
of economic growth per head of population in
Australia - an excellent statistic and a favourable
reflection on the success of the programs of this
government. In enunciating that, the Governor
highlighted what it means for jobs in Victoria.
The third major factor in the Governor's speech was
that the government has an obligation to, and certainly
will, give every Victorian the opportunity to live a safe
and healthy lifestyle. It cannot be guaranteed, but what
can be guaranteed is that every Victorian will be given
the opportunity. How people take up that opportunity
cannot be foreseen; the main thing is that the
government is providing the opportunity.
With regard to personal security, Victoria now has the
lowest crime rate in Australia, and might I say with
pride that my electorate has the lowest crime rate in
country Victoria. Police services are certainly affecting
the crime rate in the electorate I represent, which is the
envy of almost every other electorate in Victoria.
The next priority is creating a more confident and
cohesive society in respect of things such as drug and
alcohol abuse, homelessness, youth suicide and all the
other social ills that distress Victorians. This is an area
where the country record is not so proud. The rate of
youth suicide in Victorian country areas far exceeds
that in urban areas, and the incidence of male youth
suicide is one of the most appalling statistics in country
Victoria. The teams now working in the north~ast to
establish why so many young males in country Victoria
take this last resort as their best resort are to be
applauded, particularly as they are prepared to give up a
large percentage of their time to assist young people
who are on the brink - young people who have no
sense of values appropriate to the conditions in which
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they currently live. Frankly, I think it is purely as a
result of the difficult circumstances in which so many
people in country Victoria now live that this statistic
exists.
One of the last thing things the Governor mentioned
related to Mr Richard McGarvie, AC, who retired last
April as Governor of Victoria. Sir lames paid tribute to
Mr McGarvie for the distinguished manner in which he
served the Crown and the state. I, too, would like to pay
tribute to Mr McGarvie, not just because of the
distinguished manner in which he carried out his duties
as Governor but because of the humble way he did it.
He appealed to every Victorian. The people who will
miss him most come from a little school of about
15 students. The former Governor took a direct interest
in this small school, the smallest in my electorate, in a
very isolated area. He and the students corresponded
regularly in writing and he called in whenever he was
in the area. That is the sort of thing Mr McGarvie did as
Governor in order to relate to all Victorians, particularly
individuals who are in any way disadvantaged or live in
isolated and disadvantaged communities. I pay tribute
to the former Governor, who I believe served the state
well.
The Governor's speech states:
On a major wave of investment in food production and value

adding in country centres, the government has stepped up
activity under its Food Victoria initiative, and the state is
expected to exceed its objective to treble food exports to
$6 billion a year by 200 I.

Slightly earlier in his speech the Governor said the
government' s:
... business development targets will include special focus on
natw'al resources and regional and rural businesses to ensure
equitable job growth in country Victoria

He was speaking in the context of the second major
focus on employment in Victoria.
The major part of my contribution to this debate will
focus on the water industry in Victoria. I am concerned
about the equitable distribution of water to achieve the
aims spelt out in the Governor's speech. The aims are
certainly achievable, but the longer term aims of
agricultural production in Victoria must be balanced by
a well-managed water industry that is not only meeting
the current needs but looking far into the future at
where agricultural production will be and what the
industry's water needs will be in the next 20 to
50 years. It must look for opportunities, even when
those expectations cannot be properly evaluated or
calculated, to ensure there is flexibility in the system
that allows allocation of water to areas that need it. This
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can be done in two ways: by addressing, firstly, the
need to match the water requirements with the
productivity requirements of the day; and, secondly, the
environmental needs of the whole of country Victoria.
The environmental needs are concerned with not just
the environment of the river, stream or tributary and the
wetlands associated with it but also the way the water
industry is affecting the area to which the water is being
delivered.
One of the reasons I take a strong interest in this subject
is that I was fortunate enough to have spent five years
working with the former Soil Conservation Authority in
Victoria before it was wound up by the former Labor
government, and also a short period with the then
Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. We
looked closely at soil and water conservation in tandem
and examined the issues relating to drought mitigation,
soil preservation, water use and the environmental
benefits of sound water use. It comes back to three
major areas: equitable allocations and security of water
to existing water users; planning to provide for future
needs; and the minimisation of water loss, because loss
in the distribution of water in the irrigation system
represents a major cost in the loss of not only water but
of productivity and production in the state.
I shall touch on the issues separately and deal firstly
with the equitable allocation of water together with the
security problem. The equitable allocation comes back
to a few matters. One is that the existing agriculture
system, farmers and irrigators must have security of
product. They must be secure in the knowledge that
they will have access to the water they need to conduct
their operations. But we must remember to address the
allocation of sales water, which is water made available
in addition to the security of a water right entitlement.
Sales water should still be available, but not as an
entitlement; it should continue to be offered to farmers
as it becomes available but should never be seen as an
entitlement for people who have water rights. The most
essential industries for water to be delivered to with that
degree of security are horticulture and viticulture,
where the crops would perish if they did not get water.
One of the difficulties in the state is that because it has
managed the water so sensibly and conservatively,
almost every year over the past 20 years or so sales
water has been available and many farmers have
regarded it as an entitlement. In some cases farmers,
particularly dairy farmers in the Numurkah area, are
using three times their entitlements and have developed
farming operations that rely on that increased level of
water.
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Farmers should not have their water allocations cut off,
but equally they do not have a right to it. Therefore we
must continue to provide the opportunity for the sale of
water rights permanently or annually so that the people
who rely on an increased volume of water know it is
available for purchase but only from the water market
at a price the market determines. We cannot afford to
allow the industry to expect that the water will be there
as of right; if that remains the case we will reduce the
volume of water that has always been available in the
industry as a buffer to meet unexpected growth in new
and alternative industries.
Also in the allocation of water a preference should not
be given to irrigators who have traditionally used high
rates of sales water. All irrigators should be treated
fairly; if they have water rights they should have the
same opportunity to take up sales water as other
farmers with water rights.

In recent years fanners with water rights have had the
opportunity to sell not only their water rights but also
the water that has been made available in addition to
their normal entitlements. It strikes me as ironic that
people could sell something they did not actually own.
That gives farmers the impression that they have
ownership of sales water-as I said. that volume of
water that acts as a buffer and is allocated to farmers as
it becomes available.
Fanners are currently able to sell the sales water. I do
not think that windfall gain should be allowed to
continue. That practice sends entirely the wrong
message to irrigators who have sales water available to
them and are prepared to sell it to the industry. The
additional water should be available for sale to the
industry so it can be used to the best advantage.
Windfall gains should not come back to the individual
but to the industry in order to overcome the difficulties
of water loss in distribution. I shall come to that point
later in my contribution.
It is vital when looking at the future of the water
industry that we examine the direction in which
agriCUlture is heading. For example, 15 years ago there
was no viticulture high up in the valleys of the King
River, which adjoins my electorate. No grapes were
grown there commercially. Today the upper King River
supplies three times the amount of grapes that are
grown in the Rutherglen winegrowing area! I challenge
anyone in this house to say that they knew that the
upper King River has a higher production of grapes
than the well-known and well-trod Rutherglen
winegrowing area. Anyone who has enjoyed going to
Rutherglen to tread grapes or drink them or whatever
else they might do knows that it is a traditional
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wine growing area best known for its fortified wines. I
am only sorry the honourable member for Murray
Valley is not here because he would be saying 'Hear,
hear'. The Rutherglen area has now been completely
surpassed in production by a new winegrowing area
that 15 years ago did not have a commercial grape
growing in it! That example illustrates how things
change and how quickly they change.
The dairy industry once had herds of lOO cows. Today
it has herds of 1000. It is essential to ensure that the
industry has security of water for the bigger herds,
which in turn support the milk processing industry.
Those managing the water industry must keep these
changes in mind when looking to its future, not just for
the next 20 years but if possible for the next 50 years.
The rights of the property owner must also be
considered. The Water Act is quite clear: if water falls
on your land, you have the unquestionable right to that
water. That fundamental right was challenged by the
last Labor government, but the debate that raged long in
this and the other place determined that that right was
sacrosanct. Not only should property owners have the
right to store water that falls on their land, they should
have the right to store that water in the most suitable
place on their land. Currently that cannot be done. Once
water that has fallen on land gets into a waterway it no
longer belongs to the owner of the land, or even the
owner of the waterway. Although the waterway may be
the best place to store water for a fanner's own
purposes, he cannot do it.
It is ironic that the people who determine what is a
waterway are the same people who have the benefit of
allocating, using and selling water that a farmer is not
able to store and use for himself. The current situation
is inequitable. A farmer cannot store water that has
fallen on his land in the place where he can derive most
benefit from it. This aspect of the Water Act
desperately needs examination.
It is interesting that springs are not mentioned in the
Water Act at all. As honourable members with an
agricultural background know, the higher the rainfall
the more springs abound. In many places springs and
soaks are part of the geographic make-up of the land.
Where there is a light granitic soil on a hill almost all
the water that falls on that hill will penetrate into the
soil, and when the water reaches an impervious layer of
clay it comes out lower down as an underground spring.
The act is silent on the rights of a private landowner in
respect of that water. If the hillside consisted ofa heavy
soil such as clay, all that run-offwater would belong to
the owner of the land. The best way to handle a spring
is to open it up and develop it, firstly so that livestock
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do not get bogged in it, and secondly to provide access
to water that will be immensely valuable as part of a
land management program. Currently under the act
water from a spring or soak is deemed to be ground
water and cannot be used by the landowner for
purposes of irrigation.
Although the honourable member for Tullarnarine
agrees with me on this issue, there would be very few
other honourable members with the same
understanding of this vital interest of mine.
According to the Weekly Times of 14 January the
estimated amount of water loss - that is, the collective
annual loss in the state of Victoria - is 1.2 million
megalitres. That loss is estimated to be worth
$571 million on the value of the water alone, not
including the value of productivity. It is interesting to
compare that situation with what happens in Israel,
where they do so much to preserve every drop of water.
In Israel the return per megalitre of water is estimated
to be $1500, based on the productive use of the water.
I am delighted that in Tasmania the return per megalitre
is as high as $1350, but I am appalled to see that in
Victoria the return per megalitre is between $300 and
$800. It is so low because of the losses in the system.
This area is in desperate need of review. Every dollar
we can preserve from the water industry should be
ploughed back into the industry to increase efficiency.
productivity and the wealth of country Victoria.
I will close by stating clearly and categorically that the
rural water authorities should never be privatised. I say
that because all the problems I have just enunciated will
remain with us as the water industry changes. It is the
responsibility of government to determine the future; it
should never be the responsibility of a private interest.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CUNNINGHAM
(Melton).
Debate adjourned untO nen day.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport).

ADJOURNMENT
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport)- I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Teachen: employment contracts
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I ask the
Minister for Education to review employment policies

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 19 March 1998

ASSEMBLY

in the teaching service, particularly the use of
short-tenn contracts, which are effectively destroying
teaching as a career in Victoria. Nicole Robinson wrote
to the Premier and the Minister for Education on
26 February, and is yet to get a reply. She had finished
four years of teacher training in 1994 and having
accrued a HECS debt of $9000 enthusiastically went
about launching her career as a teacher. She could
obtain only emergency teaching positions during 1995
and at the start of 1996. In July 1996 she scored her first
contract - for 18 weeks! That contract fmished three
days before the end of the school year and she finished
the year unemployed once again, with no holiday pay
and no financial security.
She did not get another contract until April last year
and then it was only a six-week contract which
finished in May. Again unemployed, desperately
wanting fmancial security but also wanting to pursue
her career in teaching, she was forced out of teaching
and has taken up a job in an aged-care facility which at
least offered some level of secure and ongoing
employment. All she was able to get access to and has
since received offers for have been eight-week and
four-week contracts.
Early this year she wrote to the opposition absolutely
incensed by the piece of garbage entitled Education:
The Facts, which purported to talk about fantastic
teaching opportunities for graduates. It is absolute
rubbish! The only opportunities available are on
extremely short-term contracts.
The employment conditions are far better in the
non-government sector, where at least people are
employed on an ongoing basis. The government's
employment policy is doing untold damage to teaching
as a career. It is not attracting the quality and numbers
of graduate teachers it should because of the
insecurities and the lack of any prospect of ongoing
employment. The minister ought to review it as a
matter of urgency.

Sport: drug education funding
Mrs PEULICH (Bentleigh) - The a matter I raise
for the attention of the Minister for Sport relates to
funds for the Turning the Tide program. I ask the
minister to consider the possibility of peak sporting
associations being able to access the community grants
program or perhaps any other Turning the Tide funds to
provide education programs for elite junior sportsmen
and women as well as their parents. Mr Acting Speaker,
as a grandparent you have probably had the opportunity
to view the often obsessive involvement of parents with
their children. At a more elite level of junior sport it is
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an immense problem. Not only do the young and very
talented athletes put themselves under enormous stress
and pressure, often training seven days a week and even
going to the extent of wearing weights around their legs
to develop proper muscle suited to a particular sport,
many of them are taking additional proteins to build
muscle bulk. The pressure that some of their parents
place upon them is absolutely scary, and in some
instances it borders on abuse.
A real need exists for sporting associations to get
together at the state, interstate and perhaps even
international levels of competition to incorporate as
part of the preparation for competition some sort of
educational program for not only the competitors but
also their parents. One of the big problems with junior
sport at an elite level is the burnout level. We are all
aware of the track that some sportsmen and women are
going down by using performance-enhancing drugs. It
is a trend that we policy makers and those involved in
sport must stem before it becomes a problem. Children
and perhaps their parents need to be taught how to deal
positively with stress and how to enhance their
performance through positive attitudes rather than
clutching at artificial means of enhancing their
performance.
I ask the minister to investigate whether access could be
given to the conununity grants available through the
Turning the Tide program to provide an initiative to
establish or foster some sort of collaboration between
peak associations to meet a need that has not been
filled. Every week I hear rumours of top junior athletes
being physically sanctioned for not delivering the
particular performance required by their parents.

Harness Racing Board: treasurer
Mr PANDAWPOULOS (Dandenong) - I raise a
matter for the Minister for Sport. I take this opportunity
to follow up an issue raised on Tuesday night
concerning a multimillion dollar contract awarded to
Emst and Young by the Harness Racing Board and the
conflict of interest of Mr Michael Brennan, who is the
treasurer of the board and a partner of Emst and Young.
I understand the press has put a series of questions to
the minister's office but that the office has failed to
reply. I wonder what the minister has to hide.

On Tuesday night I referred to a huge conflict of
interest in the tender proposal- or lack of a tender
proposal. The $1.7 million contract did not go to
tender. Only one other bidder was asked to put in a
consideration concerning the upgrade of the computer
system at the Harness Racing Board and the
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infonnation I have obtained under the Freedom of
Infonnation Act shows that it was clearly a lot cheaper.
I ask the minister what he knows of this conflict of
interest. Why did Ernst and Young win the contract,
despite its lack of knowledge of the harness racing
industry, when there was a cheaper bid; and given the
many other computer consultancies that could have
advised on the matter, why was the whole matter not
put out to public tender?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I point out to the honourable member that this is
not question time and that he must ask for action of
some kind.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - Yes, I am getting to
that, Mr Acting Speaker. I am asking the minister to
comment on what he knows about the matter, why he
has not responded to the media and why he has not
asked the Auditor-General to investigate the matter.
There is clearly a conflict of interest. The treasurer of
the Harness Racing Board is a partner in Ernst and
Young and minutes of the board meeting show he has
been directed to negotiate with Ernst and Young about
the contract. The documents obtained under freedom of
infonnation also show that Ernst and Young knocked
back penalty clauses that were supposed to be included
in the contract.

The minister should be asking the Auditor-General to
investigate the matter as a prima facie case. What did
the minister have to hide in not replying to the
questions he was asked by journalists this afternoon?
The $1.7 million contract for computers was awarded
without being advertised. What a goldmine for Ernst
and Young!

Sun bury: traffic flow
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - I raise with the Minister
for Transport, as the minister representing the Minister
for Roads and Ports in another place, a matter I have
previously raised - the urgent need for the duplication
of the Macedon Street bridge in Sunbury. The bridge,
an old classified stone bridge with only two lanes - a
single lane each way - is causing major traffic
problems in Sunbury at peak hour.

During peak hour Sunbury is cut in halfbecause access
to schools, shops and workplaces is severely restricted
for people north of the railway line. In its current state
the bridge cannot possibly deal with the volume of
traffic it is now being forced to carry. Apart from the
growth in the Sunbury population, in recent years we
have seen Riddell Road, for example, become a major
thoroughfare for people who live in and around

Thursday, 19 March 1998

Riddells Creek and work at the airport. Obviously this
will become a greater problem as the airport continues
to grow. I was delighted to attend the opening of the
new airport cargo facility recently and to learn that
300 jobs had been created.
I congratulate Cr Bill Muir, the new mayor of the City
of Hume, on his election. I have spoken to Cr Muir a
number of times on this subject. He is concerned about
what is a major and growing problem in Sunbury, as is
his Hume council colleague Cr Jack Ogilvie. I ask the
minister for an urgent review of the situation. The
minister has previously visited the site. I am sure he
will agree that the matter has to be remedied. I ask the
minister to take whatever action is necessary to rectify
the problem once and for all. Sunbury people are crying
out for the problem to be rectified - and I believe it
must be rectified immediately.

Neerim Crossover Primary School
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) - I ask the
Minister for Education to ensure that the Neerim
Crossover Primary School, which is now surplus to
Department of Education needs, is handed over wholly
to either the Neerim District Playgroup or the Baw Baw
shire to auspice its use for the playgroup and the
Neerim community. For 10 years the Neerim District
Playgroup has run three41y-a-week playgroups and
has catered for more than 50 families in the area. The
group's community involvement is extensive; and there
is no alternative venue for the playgroup to meet should
the site be lost to community needs. The old primary
school has become the focal point for the Neerim
community which, because of its location, is isolated.
That isolation is ameliorated by the playgroup, which
provides a meeting place for children and infonnal
support for local families.
I have had the opportunity to speak with a number of
women in the area and from within the playgroup. I
ask the minister and the government to be mindful of
the benefits gained by the work of the playgroup. One
of the women I spoke to pointed out that she had
moved into the area seven years ago and had used the
playgroup extensively because it provided a
welcoming environment, and she was strongly
supported. She told me that older women - I shudder
to say she referred to women 40-plus! - said that
when they were young mothers they missed out; they
said social isolation played against them being good
mothers and contributing to better quality family life.
Often these women did not meet other women until
their children went to school and developed strong
friendships. Another mother stressed the value of the
meeting place and its informal support.
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Sandra Wyatt, the president of the playgroup, told me
that hundreds of families in the community had
maintained the site. Recently the Warragul Gazette
quoted Ms Wyatt as having said how important
playgroups were and how crucial this site is to the local
community. The department has valued the property at
$38 000. While there are strong and humane reasons
from the children's point of view, the women's point of
view and even a family strengthening point of view, a
cost benefit analysis by the most obsessive economic
rationalist would clearly show that the $38 000 could be
recouped quickly.

Start program
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services damaging reports and remarks made this week
about the Start program. The program, which has been
operating since 1993, has given a great deal of support
to youth through the police network in Victoria.
During the address-in-reply debate yesterday the
honourable member for Dandenong attacked the
program and accused the government of using it for
pork barrelling of coalition seats. I note that the
electorate of Richmond was allocated $127 000 from
the program whereas my electorate was allocated
$25 000. The honourable member was obviously
attempting to denigrate the scheme. He said these
claims were made during a briefing by officers from
the Department of Justice.
I ask the minister to allow honourable members and the
people of Victoria to make up their own minds about
the administration. I am proud to be associated with the
program. On a number of occasions I have attended
football clubs that have been given up to $40 000 to
ensure that young footballers, whom many young
people look on as heroes, can lead by example and
professional development to help Victorian youth relate
to the law and the Victoria Police. The scheme is
widely supported in the sporting world, and particularly
by members of the Victoria Police. They believe it is
one of the best ways of assisting youth. The program is
not restricted to metropolitan Melbourne and is
widespread throughout Victoria.
I ask the minister to disprove the damaging statements
made by the honourable member for Dandenong so that
the people who are administering the scheme can have
confidence in the way it operates and so that all
Victorians can be assured that the scheme will operate
for their benefit.
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Port Phillip Prison: management
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Corrections the tumloil at
Port Phillip Prison. I ask the minister to immediately
take control of the prison and institute a public inquiry
into the goings-on there. I also ask the minister to state
whether he has complete confidence in the management
of the prison and in the Correctional Services
Commissioner, Mr John Van Groningen.
Port Phillip Prison has been in turmoil for some time.
It is appallingly short staffed. There have been a
succession of suicides, assaults on staff and inmates,
and it is rife with drugs. The prison management is
aware of four prison staff who bring drugs into the
prison but has done nothing about it.
I am advised that prison management has been
falsifying its rostered staff statements by writing down
that staff were on duty when they were on Workcover.
Management explains that by saying that officers turn
up for work but report in sick. Officers do that to make
the staffmg situation more favourable to management.
The Port Phillip Prison management is guilty of corrupt
lethargy in the way it runs the prison and the minister is
guilty of culpable negligence to the prison system, the
people who work in it and the prison inmates. Prisoners
are now being taken from Port Phillip Prison to Barwon
Prison because they are too hot to handle for the private
sector. If ever there was a vote of no confidence for the
private sector operation of prisons, this is it.
Barwon Prison is now 30 prisoners over muster. Its
maximum is 250 prisoners yet it currently has 280.
Although it is understaffed, fortunately its staff have
received better training and are more experienced than
the staff employed at the Port Phillip Prison. The
minister is responsible for the turmoil in the prison
system and I ask him to act immediately to address the
situation.

Prahran: Positive Living Centre
Ms BURKE (Prahran) - I raise for the attention of
the Minister for Health in another place the new
Positive Living Centre for the AIDS community in
Prahran. Under its carers strategy the government has
put $3 million towards the building ofthe centre. The
AIDS council is also putting in $1 million, which it
hopes to use to refurbish a property we are looking at,
which will also incorporate the Victorian AIDS Council
administration and an education facility for the gay
community.
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My request of the minister relates to the purchase of
the property. The properties we have looked at in the
Prahran area have all been appropriate. The property
we choose must be close to the Alfred Hospital,
because it has an AIDS care unit and successfully
looks after many people with HIV/AIDS.
One of the properties we looked at in Porter Street was
perfectly situated close to the Alfred Hospital and close
to public transport. We all agreed it was ideal, but the
government was outbid by a superannuation fund,
which was a great disappointment. The other property
we looked at in Grant Street, South Melbourne, was
also ideal. We were almost at the bidding stage for that,
but the bank and the owner of the building came to
some sort of an agreement, after which the owner took
it off the market.
Acquiring the property is vital to my community, and I
would like to see a lot more action taken to purchase it.
I understand the sensitivity about fmding an ideal
location for the community, but it is also important that
the positive care unit be available to those suffering
from this terrible virus as soon as possible.
I ask the Minister for Health, in conjunction with his
department, his parliamentary secretary and the
Victorian AIDS Council, to proceed with all speed to
acquire a property that the community can start
refurbishing. The Victorian AIDS Council- which, by
the way, has more volunteers than any other charitable
organisation - is particularly keen to help the
community by providing access to the positive care
unit. I ask the minister to put every effort into
purchasing the property.

Housing: Olympic village
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe)- I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Housing the redevelopment
of the Olympic village in my electorate. The
government is spending a fortune on redeveloping the
houses in the village, and I will give an example of the
standard of workmanship and the sorts of things that
have occurred.
In March 1997 a constituent of mine, Mrs Cohen, of
38 Ramu Parade, West Heidelberg, contacted me
complaining that although her house had been
renovated in December 1996 cracks had already started
appearing in the walls. I wrote to the ministry, but no
action was taken. Early this year I again wrote to the
ministry asking for action to be taken. I fInally got a
letter back, dated 12 February, which said:
... an engineer has been requested to inspect the problem and
report back to the department,
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the department will then be reassessing the viability of the
property as to whether it will be kept or disposed of,
the property will be repaired accordingly pending the decision
regarding the above.

I have seen some photos that graphically show the
cracks in the wall above the fIreplace. They are not
hairline cracks; you can almost see all the way through
them. I would be more than pleased to hand the
photographs to the minister in the hope that she wi 11
take urgent action either to get the house repaired or to
relocate the lady to another suitable property.
The example highlights the problems with the
redevelopment of the area. Often work is done on
houses that should not be worked on; instead, people
should be given more appropriate accommodation. I
raise the matter for the urgent attention of the minister;
and as I said, I would be more than pleased to show her
the photographs.

Motorcycles: licensing
Mr JENKINS (Ballarat West) - I raise a matter for
the Minister for Roads and Ports in another place
through the Minister for Sport, who is at the table. The
matter concerns the registration and licensing
requirements for the various engine capacities of
motorcycles, which are 125 cc, 250 cc, 500 cc, 750 cc
and 1000 cc.
Over the years there has been a vast improvement in
the engine performance of these machines and a
complication has arisen regarding the ability of some
motorcycle riders to handle the increased performance
of the engines of particular machines and the licence
requirements on the riders. When the laws were
introduced for that reason the engine capacities did not
meet the performance capabilities of today's machines.
I ask the minister to instigate an assessment of the
power to weight ratio of motorcycles so that we can
determine a regulated performance, particularly for
people who are learning to ride motorcycles.
This is a safety matter, because we have all seen
rural-type or trail bikes as well as the domestic range of
motorcycles being driven by learner drivers leaving the
traffic lights at a rapid rate - hoons is the word being
suggested by the honourable member for
Tullamarine - and the motorcycle riders do not always
have the ability to handle the power of these machines.
This matter should be addressed as part of the road
safety program. I ask the minister to examine the
situation to see if some adjustment can be made to the
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requirements for motorcycle licences to cover that
matter.

Werribee: toxic waste dump
Ms GILLEIT (Werribee)- I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government and in his absence the minister at the table.
I am seeking from the minister clarification of some of
the remarks made by the Premier this morning on radio
3AW that indicated a complete about-face by the
Premier on his promise in 1986 that he would not locate
a toxic waste dump in Werribee.
I am also seeking clarification and advice on whether

the Premier has or has not prejudged the outcome of
this process. We were under the impression the process
was at the stage where the Minister for Planning and
Local Government was to make an assessment of this
independent panel report, not the Premier. Or should
we just give up the race now, understanding that what
the Premier has said is that it is all over, Red Rover,
and our fears will be relieved?
I ask the minister to make it clear to the Premier that

landfill is an obsolete technology for the safe disposal
of prescribed waste and not, as the Premier thinks, state
of the art. Will the Minister for Planning and Local
Government advise the constituents of Werribee that
there is still some point to their pursuit of what is
appropriate in these circumstances because he is, after
all, still in charge of the process; he is still the one to
make the assessment and that it is not the case, as it
appears to the constituents ofWerribee today, that it is
the Premier who has already made the decision on
flawed and baseless information.
We understand the Minister for Planning and Local
Government is in receipt of a detailed report and,
although it, too, is flawed we are hoping that at least the
minister will be able to provide us with a sensible
outcome in what has been a most difficult and
outrageous case.

Responses
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - The
honourable member for Footscray said a Ms Robinson
had written to the Premier and a number of other
people. The letter was dated 26 February, but I am not
sure of the date on which it was actually sent and/or
received.
The honourable member indicated that Ms Robinson
had not received a response from the Premier and I
believe he said, 'or from anybody else'. As so often
happens in this place, it appears that the information
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provided to him was not strictly accurate. The
Honourable Neil Lucas in another place wrote to
Shelley Jenkins on 11 March indicating his interest in
the matter and that a reply would arrive in due course. I
must advise the honourable member, as he is probably
well aware, that it is not normal for ministers to
respond to copies of letters that are sent to them. The
person who receives the original letter is the person
who responds. The honourable member suggested
there was some delay in the process, but the reality is
that the letter was sent at the end of February and it is
now only 19 March.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr GUDE - The opposition is jabbering across the
chamber. It is typical of the Labor Party that it persists
with inane interjections and is not interested in the facts.
It is more interested in manipulation. The honourable
member was trying to indicate through introducing this
subject that somehow there was little or no opportunity
for people to gain employment under the contract
system. In fact, some 4662 non-participants - as he
would have them be - are on term contracts. The
rough split is that 88 per cent of the current mix within
the Department of Education are on ongoing contracts
and 12 per cent are on fixed term. Ideally the split
should be 70 per cent to 30 per cent, or thereabouts.
That is what the schools are looking for.
Mr Mildenhall- Why?
Mr GUDE - That is an interesting interjection
from the honourable member for Footscray. It clearly
demonstrates the opposition's attitudinal approach.
Were this state ever unfortunate enough to have a Labor
government again, every time a teacher went on
long-service leave, sick leave or took any other absence
a full-time teacher would be put in his or her place.
That is what happened in the Cain-Kimer years and that
is why there were 8000 more teachers in the system
than it could afford. That is why the Labor Party had to
put its sticky little fmgers into the SEC superannuation
funds to pay the salary of teachers. That is why the state
went broke with debts and liabilities in the order of
$60 billion. That is the sort of economic
mismanagement that saw the Cain-Kimer
administration thrown out of office. It is the socialist
approach with the education system controlled by the
left wing of the trade union movement. We can see
through the shadow education spokesman that the
Labor Party has learnt nothing.

In the bad old days of the Cain-Kirner years few young
people coming through our tertiary institutions found
opportunities in Victorian government schools.
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Proudly the Kennett government has been employing
more than 1000 young people in each of the last two
years and it will continue the process of recruitment to
give young people quality opportunities in a rewarding
career. Unlike the Labor Party and the AEU - that
little duo that runs in harmony - the government is
committ~d to recognising the professionalism, standing
and qualIty of teachers, the profession and education
generally in this state. The Labor Party and the AEU
are all about pulling it down - the dogma of the past!
Their actions and their attitudes are an absolute
disgrace, and they are recognised as such by the
broader community. I have no doubt that will be
reflected at the next election, whenever it happens.
The honourable member for Pascoe Vale raised a
matter, the full details of which I did not hear. She may
correct me if I am wrong, but I understand it was about
the Neerim district primary school, which I believe is
on a cleared site.
Ms CampbeU interjected.
Mr GUDE - It is the Neerim Crossover Primary
School. I understand from the honourable member's
remarks that the site is currently not being used and is
for sale. I advise the honourable member that so long as
the Valuer-General's valuations are met, the
government will always try to make facilities such as
those available to the local community. I will take up
the matter raised by the honourable member and
determine what stage it is at and whether the request
she has made can be facilitated.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - The honourable member for
Glen Waverley directed to my attention some remarks
made by the honourable member for Dandenong in his
contribution to the address-in-reply debate on the
Governor's speech. He specifically spoke about the
Start program, which is a very good program.
Mr Pandazopoulos interjected.

Mr W. D. McGRATH - The honourable member
claims it is a pork-barrelling exercise. There are
18 police districts around Victoria, and the community
policing officer in each is the person who coordinates
and submits the applications to my department for
consideration according to specific guidelines. I believe
those guidelines will stand anybody's scrutiny. The
honourable member for Dandenong's portrayal of the
argument cast aspersions on people in my department.
He claims there has been pork barrelling, but what
seems to have got under his skin more than anything is
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that an upper house member made an announcement
about the funding of a Start program in his electorate.
Mr Pandazopoulos interjected.
MrW. D. McGRATH-Ofcourse it is; that's
what you said in your speech. I cannot help it if the
honourable member does not work hard enough and so
was not awake enough to know what was going on and
get out there as quickly as the upper house member.
That is the honourable member's fault, not anybody
else's.
I will address the pork-barrelling claim. Up to the
1996-97 fmancial year the six electorates that received
the most money under the Start project were as
follows. Richmond, an ALP-held electorate, received
$127 397 for 16 projects, for an average of $7962 for
each. Perhaps Demetri works a bit harder than this
bloke! The next, Gippsland East, received $118766.
Morwell, the ALP-held electorate represented by Keith
Hamilton, received the third-highest amount $106 164 for 23 projects.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr W. D. McGRATH - These figures show the
amounts allocated since the inception of the program to
the 1996-97 fmancial year. The Footscray electorate
received $104 580; the Shepparton electorate received
$97 598; and the Albert Park electorate received
$94 339. The highest allocations went to Labor
electorates. The government is fair and just in ensuring
that we put the money where there is crime and where
we can bring about results.
Labor electorates received four of the top six funding
allocations. The only reason they have not received
anything is that they have not submitted applications.
In 1996-97 122 applications were received.
Mr Pandazopoulos - On a point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, I understand the minister is reading
from a document. The courtesies of the house are such
that the minister should make the document available or
table it.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - I am not reading from a
document; I am using it to verify my figures.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Rlchardson)Order! If the minister is reading from a document to
refresh his memory, he must be reading from it. The
traditions of the house are that the document should be
made available to the house.
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Mr W. D. McGRATB - The figures to which I
referred relate to 1996-97 and are therefore current. Of
the 122 applications received, 100 were funded and
22 were Wlsuccessful. Coalition-held electorates, which
comprise 65 per cent of the seats, received $1.9 million,
or 60.4 per cent, of the funding~ ALP-held electorates,
which comprise 33 per cent of the seats, received
$1.1 million, or 34.7 per cent; and the Independent
electorates, representing 2 per cent of the seats,
received $158 000, or 4.9 per cent of the total funding.

The argument put by the honourable member for
Dandenong is flawed. He was hysterical in the way he
presented his argument to the house on Tuesday night.
His credibility is shot to pieces. He should be
encouraged to undertake proper research.
Mr Haermeyer - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the minister has now put a one-page document
on the table, but he was quoting from a three-page
document. When the honourable member for
Dandenong raised his point of order the minister was
detaching from the tables to which he was referring a
complete document which has been prepared for him
by the department. The opposition would like to see the
entire document tabled, as he is required to do.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! The tradition of the house is that a document
from which a member is quoting is made available to
the house if it is so requested. The minister has said he
will make that document available to the house. The
procedure is that at the end of his speech the document
is given to the Clerk, not to a member on the other side.
I ask the honourable member for Dandenong to return
the document to the government side of the table. At
the conclusion of the minister's remarks, the document
will be given to the Clerk, who will follow the usual
procedure and make it available to the house.
Mr Haermeyer-On the same point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, I seek clarification of your ruling.
As I said, the minister referred to a three-page
document, including the page of the document that is
on the table at the moment. Is it your ruling that all
three pages of the document from which he removed
the staple during my point of order be submitted to the
Clerk?
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! A minister or member makes available the
document from which he or she was quoting, according
to the usual procedures of the house. The tradition of
this house is also that members honour that tradition in
good faith. I call upon the minister to continue with his
response to the matter raised by the honourable member
for Glen Waverley.
Mr W. D. McGRATB - I now respond to the
matter raised by the honourable member for Yan Yean,
who repeated the question asked today at question time
by the Leader of the Opposition, almost word for word.

Mr Haermeyer - You weren't listening.
Mr W. D. McGRATB - One of the main
problems with the honourable member for Yan Yean is
that he continues to incite controversy in the wider
community. Of course, he is the laJHlog of the Wlion in
this case. He comes in here and refers to infonnation
about prison officers introducing drugs into Port Phillip
Prison. He asked whether that information has been
provided to the Victoria Police. I should have thought
that, as a responsible person, if he had that information
the first place he should have gone was to the police.
Has he?
Government Members - No!
Mr W. D. McGRATU - Of course he has not!
Where is his credibility? He only wants to
sensationalise. You don't want to do any good by the
private prisons, do you?
Honourable members intetjecting.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I appreciate the passion generated in the minister
by the issue, but I ask him to address the Chair and not
incite controversy in the house. He has rebuked the
honourable member for Yan Yean for inciting
controversy; he should not do so himself.
Mr W. D. McGRATB - I question the credibility
of the honourable member for Yan Yean. He comes in
here and makes a claim about information that has been
given to him about drugs being taken into prisons
An honourable member interjected.

Mr Pandazopoulos - On the point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, the page on the table refers to
projects funded by electorate, but it is only the first
page of a three-page list of electorates funded under the
Start program. As the document is a complete list of
88 electorates, will the minister ensure the complete
document is made available, not just the first page?

Mr W. D. McGRAm - I know about the
allegations, Mr Acting Speaker, and that is why we
have the Special Operations Group, the Dog Squad and
so on making random searches. Of course, the
honourable member for Yan Yean has no intention of
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providing the information to the police because
he-An honourable member interjected.

Mr W. D. McGRATH - He hasn't got it because
ifhe had he would have been making more of a claim. I
shall refer to a document of an official visitor who has
spent some time at Port Phillip since the incident took
place. It is fair to say that he told me that the morale in
the prison has improved by the prison having been
portrayed in the media. Here is an independent person
who has come back and provided me with a 12-page
document-Mr Haermeyer interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH -

Yes, you would love the
12-page report, but you would not treat any of these
sorts of reports with the confidentiality they should
receive. These visitors do the job voluntarily and in
good faith, but once again the honourable member for
Yan Yean harps and barks about all the bad things that
are going on.
I have adequately addressed the question asked today
by the Leader of the Opposition that was parroted by
the honourable member for Yan Yean. He has made
claims about drugs being brought into the prison and
yet has not had the decency - Mr Haenneyer interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH -

By making that claim
you have expressed no confidence in the police. That is
what you have done.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! The minister will address the Chair.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - You are a disgrace if you
have that information! The police are there to
investigate these claims. I question why the shadow
minister would take such an irresponsible approach. He
is condoning drugs in prison because he got this
information - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ricbardson)Order! The minister will resume his seat. The Chair has
had quite enough of the interjections across the table.
The Chair has had enough of the traditions and the
standing orders of this place being flouted. Whenever a
member uses the expression 'you' he is in fact referring
to the Chair; therefore, he should be addressing the
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Chair and not pointing the finger at another member
and saying 'you'.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - I ask that the honourable
member for Yan Yean show some confidence in the
Victoria Police - he has not shown any to date - and
take this information to them. They will go through the
proper and correct channels to investigate his claims. I
will await with eagerness a report from the police in
which they bring charges against someone who has
been referred to them. I hope the honourable member
for Yan Yean is able to demonstrate publicly and to this
house that he has done the right thing and reported
these incidents to the Victoria Police some time in the
very near future, such as before 5:30 p.m. today.

Mrs HENDERSON (Minister for Housing) - The
honourable member for Ivanhoe raised with me the
situation of a constituent who lives at the Olympic
village estate. I believe he has raised the matter with me
before by correspondence.
Mr Langdon -

No.

Mrs HENDERSON - I am sorry. I receive such
an enonnous amount of mail from the honourable
member that I thought he had raised the matter
previously. I hope I am wrong, but I got the feeling the
honourable member was critical of the development of
the Olympic village. I picked up a critical tone in his
voice when he spoke about the whole redevelopment.
I remind the honourable member that the
redevelopment of the village has been probably one of
the most successful large projects undertaken in
Victoria. The Victorian government has brought in a
private developer and contributed $14 million to
rejuvenating an estate that was dilapidated, run down,
neglected and ignored, the tenants of which had an
extraordinary number of social problems. The village
now comprises a very important critical mix of public
and private housing tenants.
The honourable member for Ivanhoe seemed critical of
what has turned out to be a magnificent project that
could be showcased anywhere in Australia. I remind
him that people come from far and wide to see this
successful project. I point out also that the honourable
member's constituents who live on the Olympic village
estate are absolutely delighted and thrilled with it. In
fact, only recently the Honourable Bill Forwood from
another place - who has been the chairman of the
redevelopment committee and who has done a
magnificent job over the past three years - and I
tabled a report that outlined the satisfaction of tenants
who have been relocated to the estate.
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I am astounded that the honourable member for
Ivanhoe would criticise the project in the way he has
done. However, in my usual way, I am happy to follow
up the concern he raises on behalf of a constituent. It is
a pity he did not contact me prior to raising the matter
in the house. If there is a concern about cracks in the
house of his constituent, we will investigate it. The
honourable member well knows that we will have an
engineering report carried out and examine it, but I am
appalled that he has criticised what is a magnificent
project. He is acting very much like the housing
spokesperson, who is now criticising the proposed
redevelopment of Kensington estate.
The honourable member for Ivanhoe is laughing
throughout and belittling the serious response I am
making. I shall take up the matter, and I ask the
honourable member to give me the name and address of
the constituent who is having difficulties with her
house. I also suggest he think seriously about the
criticism he makes in this place of a project that has
benefited not only his own constituents but housing
tenants right across Victoria.
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport) - Before I
address the matters raised for my attention, I refer to the
duplication of the Macedon Street bridge raised by the
honourable member for Tullamarine. As his
predecessor for 13 Yz years, I was singularly
unsuccessful in obtaining the duplication of that bridge.
I hope he is more successful. I agree with the
honourable member for Tullamarine that it is a matter
requiring attention. It is one of two major outlets from
Sunbury - to the north to Lancefield and to the south
to Melbourne. It is a necessity for the people on the east
side of town. I support the honourable member's
request of the Minister for Roads and Ports. When I
raise the matter for the minister's attention I will advise
him of my support.

The honourable member for Prahran raised for the
attention of the Minister for Health the urgent need to
purchase a property in Prahran for a positive care
centre for people with AIDS. I have directed that
matter to the attention of the Minister for Health in
another place and I am sure the honourable member for
Prahran will receive an answer in due course.
I will bring to the attention of the Minister for Roads
and Ports the licensing matter raised by the honourable
member for BaHarat West. I am sure both he and the
honourable member for Tullamarine will receive an
answer.
The honourable member for Werribee raised for the
attention of the Minister for Planning and Local
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Government an issue that everyone who reads the
papers or watches television will be aware of, as it is a
big issue in Werribee. Having experienced several
years ago under another government an attempt to
establish an industrial waste treatment plant in my
electorate, I understand the angst and trauma that the
honourable member for Werribee is experiencing. I will
draw the matter to the attention of the Minister for
Planning and Local Government, who is a caring and
considerate person, and I am sure he will respond to
her.
The honourable member for Bentleigh raised for my
attention the possible use of Turning the Tide funds for
an education program which could assist young elite
athletes who may be under extreme pressure, suffering
stress and burnout and all the other things that young
athletes suffer in their endeavours to reach the top of
their chosen sports. That is often exacerbated by the
ugly parent syndrome. I would be delighted to receive a
report from the honourable member setting out how an
education program might work. I can understand that
young athletes who are not able to go that next step
may well resort to drugs, particularly performance
enhancement drugs. I am sure that would concern all
honourable members.
The Australian Sports Drug Agency has educational
programs in place to assist athletes not to take drugs for
enhancement purposes because of the risks to their
current and future health and the risk of being caught
and banned from the sport for long periods. A program
such as that proposed by the honourable member for
Bentleigh would be valuable as we are dealing with
young people's lives. One slip in an endeavour to reach
the top could ruin a whole career. I understand the point
the honourable member is making. I look forward to
receiving a submission from her setting out how she
thinks such a program might work.
Finally, the honourable member for Dandenong raised
the Harness Racing Board's contract with Ernst and
Young for a computer upgrade. He denigrated and
vilified Michael Brennan, who has expertise in
business, accounting and law and is the treasurer of the
board and one of the five members of that board
appointed by Governor in Council. He is without doubt
one of the senior businessmen and advisers in this big
city.
The minutes of the board show that he complied with
section 48(a) of the Racing Act, which provides for
disclosure of interest, and I have been advised and have
ascertained in discussions with him - because I have
been aware of this matter for some time - that he
abided by all of the necessary requirements. He had no
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involvement in the Harness Racing Board decision to
engage Emst and Young - nor in the Ernst and Young
decision, for that matter.
Mr Pandazopoulos interjected.
Mr REYNOLDS - The honourable member for
Dandenong chatters away. Ifhe wants to raise
supplementary questions, let him raise them at a later
date. He waves pieces of paper around like a little boy
at a school picnic. Ifhe listens to what I am saying he
will discover how wrong he is, and then we can take the
matter a little further.

Under the contract for a business process review
undertaken by the board in 1995, fIrstly expressions of
interest were sought from companies who might be
involved. They were narrowed down to fIve and a
consultancy was engaged to recommend who might
undertake that review. After further scrutiny the
consultants recommended the appointment of Emst
and Young, a fInn of which, as the honourable
member for Dandenong said, Mr Michael Brennan
happens to be a senior partner.
Emst and Young undertook that work and the board
asked them to quote to rewrite the computer system,
which they did with an offer of $1.3 million. To test
that quote, given that they had done the review, the
board turned to Bellamy Miller and Monypenny Pty
Ltd who were already handling some of the computer
work for the board. That finn submitted a quote of
$1.719 million, $400 000 higher than the quote by
Emst and Young. Following changes and additions, the
Emst and Young quote was raised to $1.644 million,
which was still $55 000 cheaper than the Bellamy
Miller and Monypenny quote.
I am positive that the process undertaken was above
board and believe that the Harness Racing Board has
got an excellent deal. That will be proved up by certain
things happening shortly, of which I cannot say more
now. The other thing that I advise the honourable
member for Dandenong about is that Mr Bellamy, a
senior partner of the finn, is undertaking the
maintenance contract on the work perfonned by Emst
and Young.
The honourable member for Dandenong stated that
there was no contract and no penalty clause in the
contract. I advise him that there is a contract. Following
discussion no penalty clause was inserted because it
was so difficult to arbitrate and adjudicate on. The
contract contains a retention clause, and an amount of
$160 000 is still held by the Harness Racing Board. If a
calculation is done by multiplying the number of weeks
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in four months to the handover at $7500 a week it will
be seen that the retention amount is more than the
penalty amount. In business - as Mr Pandazopoulos
would know, having run a very big business out at
Dandenong - a retention clause is considered to be
better than a penalty clause. The Harness Racing Board
has acted judiciously and has handled this matter in
every way according to best business practice.
I also point out to the honourable member for
Dandenong that when he states that he wants the matter
investigated by the Auditor-General--

Mr Roblnson inteIjected.
Mr REYNOLDS - You are a bigger chirper and
yapper than the Leader of the Opposition. I wish you
would just shut up for a while and listen.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! The honourable member for Mitcham should be
quiet.
Mr REYNOLDS - The honourable member for
Dandenong says we need the Auditor-General to
investigate. If he goes back to the annual report he will
see that the Auditor-General already audits the books of
the Harness Racing Board. The Auditor-General has
looked at all of the documents on this matter and has
given it a clean bill of health. Funny about that - it has
already happened!
The Harness Racing Board has taken the industry from
the doldrums, rejuvenated it and lifted it up to be
something of which we can all be proud. It is the envy
of the other states in this fair country. The TAB
turnover is up 8.5 per cent from 1996-97, and there has
already been a 2.8 per cent increase this year. This is
the fourth year in a row in which the guidelines, using
TAB turnover, show an improvement. The prize
money record of more than $20 million across the state
for the year is legendary, and the four-week summer
carnival, which has prize money of $1.4 million and
which has just finished, is the envy of all states. The
Hunter Cup is worth $400 000. The Harness Racing
Board has rejuvenated an ailing industry that under
1012 years of fonner Labor control seemed to slip and
slither into oblivion. We have now improved things
immeasurably.
The honourable member for Dandenong uses cowards'
castle to vilify people when he is wrong. That is a blight
on his character and on this place. I am sure that
Mr Brennan would accept an apology. I dare the
honourable member for Dandenong to go out onto the
steps of the house or on radio or anywhere else, and say
what he is recorded in Hansard as saying here last
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Tuesday night. He would not have the courage or the
fortitude to do so.

page that is marked 'Confidential' and list, as I
understand it. the electorates to which he referred.

While honourable members in coward's castle are
prepared to personally vilify people how can we expect
decent, capable people to put up their hands and take on
positions such as membership of the Harness Racing
Board for a pittance? The honourable member for
Dandenong needs to have a long, hard look at himself
and his actions because I do not think he has done
himself or this place proud.

I refer the house to previous rulings on this matter.
Speaker Plowman on 13 June 1979 ruled:

Mr Pandazopoulos - On a point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, I asked the Minister for Police and

Emergency Services to table a three-page document
from which he was reading and you, Sir, said that the
practice of the house is that a minister would normally
do that. I note that the document is titled 'Start projects
funded by electorate' .
The one-page document that I have lists only
43 electorates, so the majority of the electorates are

obviously on the missing second and third pages. I
notice that only 12 Labor electorates are listed in the
43, so the Labor electorates on the second and third
pages must be the lowest-funded electorates.
Mr Acting Speaker, I ask you to ensure that the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services makes
available the complete document headed 'Start projects
funded by electorate'. The document tabled in the
house is incomplete.
Mr REYNOLDS - A document is a piece of
paper. I was sitting beside the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and he was quoting from a page
that listed the top six funding allocations by electorate.
The minister has handed over that page to the Clerk. I
have therefore answered the question contained in the
point of order raised by the honourable member for
Dandenong.
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Members or ministers quoting from public documents in
debate must be prepared to table those particular
documents - but not necessarily the complete file in which
such documents are contained; however, this requirement
does not apply where the contents of a document are
summarised and the document is not actually quoted from. A
request may be made for the tabling of a complete file but this
remains the choice of the mernber or minister concerned. The
tabling of private letters and memoranda, or public documents
which are confidential or which may cause injury to the
public interest, cannot be insisted upon and, accordingly,
members should refrain from quoting from these documents
in debate.

On 19 April 1994 Speaker Delzoppo made the

following ruling:
If a minister quotes from a public document he is required to
table the document However, ifhe [is] referring to his
personal notes or a memorandum or aide-memoire prepared
for the minister he is not required to table the document.

Speaker Coghill made the following ruling on 16 May
1991:
Mr Speaker, after a point of order as to whether a member
should have been required to table all documents (referred to
as a file) which were with the member at the time of his
speech, stated that the material concerned was made up [of]
individual sheets of paper and did not appear to meet the
nonnal description of a file. He also indicated that the
precedents relating to the production of files by members
related to official files of ministers and did not uphold the
point of order.

I also refer the house to a ruling by Speaker Christie on
28 March 1973:
The minister having claimed that the document cited was
confidential, the Speaker suggested that the document be
tabled in part, so as to retain what was confidential whilst
tabling what might be valuable to members.

Mr Langdon - Further on the point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, I saw the minister going through
the documents, and from where I sat there appeared to
be more than one page. I do not know where my
electorate of Ivanhoe is on that list; it could be on the
second or third page.

The document made available by the minister was
stamped 'Confidential'. In view of those previous
rulings and the precedents that have been established, I
believe the minister has complied with the usual
practice ofthe house.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! The observations made by the honourable
member for Dandenong and the Minister for Sport are
relevant to the point of order, but the observations of
the honourable member for Ivanhoe are not. The
minister was asked whether he would make the
document available to the house in accordance with the
usual practice. He agreed and made available a single

Mr Brumby - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, I ask you to accept a brief argument regarding
those rulings. I listened to the debate in my office and
the arguments that were put. You, Sir, referred to
rulings by the Chair over the past two decades.
Speaker Plowman referred to 'a document'. The
opposition is asking for a document of three pages
stapled together. The document is obviously not a file
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but is one document of three pages. Speaker Coghill
ruled that a document should not be individual sheets of
paper. The opposition is seeking not individual sheets
of paper but a three-page stapled document.
Speaker Delzoppo ruled that a document should not be
notes or infonnation prepared specifically for the
minister and should not be confidential in nature. The
minister will say that the document is confidential
because it has a confidential stamp on it. The document
refers to public facts that ought to be public
knowledge. It relates to the disbursement of public
money. That information should be available to all
taxpayers, including members of Parliament.
The final test to which you alluded, Mr Acting Speaker,
was whether the release of the information would be
injurious to the public interest. Clearly the test is
whether the release of the information is in the interests
of the public. The information refers to the allocation of
taxpayers' money, and taxpayers, including members
of Parliament, should know how the money is spent.

Mr Acting Speaker, you have said the opposition's
request is consistent with the issues to which those
previous rulings referred: the three-page stapled
document relates to a government program, the release
of the information would not be injurious to the public
interest, and the information is not in the form of notes
prepared confidentially for the minister but relates to
public expenditure and should be available to the
community.
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In relation to Speaker Coghill's ruling. the opposition is
not seeking individual sheets of paper but a single
document. I urge you to consider the arguments I have
put in making what I know is a difficult ruling. Public
interest will be served by the release of all three pages.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! The Leader of the Opposition has asked me to
reconsider my earlier ruling. I have listened with
interest to the points he makes, but I am not prepared to
reconsider the earlier ruling.
Mr Pandazopoulos - On a point of order -

-

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! Does the honourable member wish to raise a
different point of order?
Mr Pandazopoulos - Mr Acting Speaker, you
indicated that the minister had agreed to table the
document, so one should expect the document to be
tabled. I want your advice on this, Mr Acting Speaker.
If the minister has agreed to table a document and it is
obvious that it is an incomplete document, your
interpretation - The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! The honourable member is debating the same
matter under the guise of raising another point of order.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 5.26 p.m. until Tuesday, 24 March.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 18 March 1998
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Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalfof the approprillte ministers.
The portfolio ofthe minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Wednesday, 18 March 1998
Multimedia: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
9.

MR LONEY - To ask the Honourable the Minister for Multimedia, whether he will provide the details of
all Minister-made and/or Ministerially-approved appointments to Boards, Commissions, Committees or
similar in the Greater Geelong area since October 3 1992, indicating: - (a) the expression of interest
process, and selection process that was used; (b) the terms of appointment; (c) any remuneration applicable;
(d) when the positions became subject to remuneration; and (e) what changes have been made to the level of
remuneration.

ANSWER:

None.

Small Business: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
25.

MR LONEY - To ask the Honourable the Minister for Sport, for the Honourable the Minister for Small
Business, whether she will provide the details of all Minister-made and/or Ministerially-approved
appointments to Boards, Commissions, Committees or similar in the Greater Geelong area since October 3
1992, indicating: - (a) the expression of interest process, and selection process that was used; (b) the terms
of appointment; (c) any remuneration applicable; (d) when the positions became subject to remuneration;
and (e) what changes have been made to the level of remuneration.

ANSWER:

In relation to the Small Business portfolio, there have been no Minister-made and/or Ministerially-approved
appointments to Boards, Commissions, Committees or similar in the Greater Geelong area since October 3 1992.

Tourism: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
26.

MR LONEY - To ask the Honourable the Minister for Sport, for the Honourable the Minister for Tourism,
whether she will provide the details of all Minister-made and/or Ministerially-approved appointments to
Boards, Commissions, Committees or similar in the Greater Geelong area since October 3 1992, indicating:
- (a) the expression of interest process, and selection process that was used; (b) the terms of appointment;
(c) any remuneration applicable; (d) when the positions became subject to remuneration; and (e) what
changes have been made to the level of remuneration.

ANSWER:

PORT BELLARINE COMMITTEE OF MANAGEMENT
(a) Pursuant to section 10 of the Port Bellarine Tourist Resort Act 1981;
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(b) 19 December 1995 to 19 March 1997. As there are currently no matters for the Committee's attention, it has

not been reappointed. A new Committee will be appointed as considered necessary;
(c), (d) and (e) Nil.

Transport: Mitcham railway stations
35.

MR ROBINSON - To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport, how many infringement or penalty
notices have been issued by or on behalf of the Public Transport Corporation since 1 July 1997 at or between
Box Hill, Laburnum, Blackburn, Nunawading, Mitcharn, Heatherdale and Ringwood railway stations.

A~SWER:

Between 1 July 1997 and 31 December 1997 inclusive the number of infringement notices issued was:
Box Hill
Labumum
Blackburn
Nunawading
Mitcham
Heatherdale
Ringwood

Total

270
47
54
61
58
54
133
677

Transport: Mitcham railway stations
36.

MR ROBINSON - To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport, what are the current staffmg levels
at Box Hill, Laburnurn, Blackbum, Nunawading, Mitcham, Heatherdale and Ringwood railway stations. and
how do they compare with staffing levels at the same time in 1993.

ANSWER:
There are currently 51 Premium Stations across the Metropolitan system that are staffed from first train to last. Ten
additional Premium Stations are currently being established to take the total to 61 as compared to 35 under the
previous Labor Government.
Box Hill Station

Staffed from first to last train, as in 1993.

Laburnum Station

Staffed for 1 part-time shift. Staffed for 1 full shift in 1993.

Blackburn Station

Staffed from first to last train, as in 1993.

Nunawading Station

Staffed for 1 shift. Staffed for 2 shifts in 1993.

Mitcham Station

Staffed from first to last train, as in 1993.

Heatherdale Station

Staffed for 1 shift. Staffed for 2 shifts in 1993.

Ringwood Station

Staffed from first to last train, as in 1993.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowmao) took the chair at
2.05 p.m. aod read the prayer.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Firearms: uniform laws
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition)- I refer
the Premier to his proposal to water down Victoria's
gun laws to allow members of the Victorian Field and
Game Association who possessed semiautomatic
weapons for clay target shooting on 15 November 1996
to reapply for semiautomatic weapons. Given that there
are approximately 1500 members ofthe Victorian Field
and Game Association who fall into this categorythat is, they meet the criteria established in
November 1996 - will the Premier now admit that his
claim that the changes will result in only about
100 more semiautomatic weapons being in the
community is patently, blatantly and totally false and
that the changes - Honourable members inte~iecting.
Mr BRUMBY -

It is totally false.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Mordialloc is out of order. I thOUght I made it clear
to honourable members last week that their behaviour
was unacceptable. I ask honourable members to
remember that.
Mr BRUMBY - Will the Premier now admit that
his claim that the changes will result in only about
100 more semiautomatic weapons in the community is
totally false and that the changes will allow up to an
additional 1500 semiautomatic weapons in the
Victorian community?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - Everyone on this side
of the house lost the bet today. No-one picked this one!
The simple answer to the Leader of the Opposition's
question is no. The Leader of the Opposition is again
displaying his absolute ignorance of both the sporting
shooting industry and the range of weapons used on
clay target ranges.
I estimated that there would be about 100 extra
semiautomatic shotguns used under supervision on
approved ranges, and that is correct. Why is it correct?
Because the vast majority of those who may wish to
take up the sport again who are members of the
Victorian Field and Game Association use shotguns
that are not semiautomatic but under-and-overs. I
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would have thought the Leader of the Opposition, with
his connection with rural industry and particularly with
his parents having a magnificent property in the
Western District, would know more about that.
I cannot help it if the Leader of the Opposition is not
prepared to accept the minuscule changes we are
putting into place - that is the role of
oppositions - Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER- Order! The Leader of the
Opposition and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
should cease interjecting.
Mr KENNETT - The Leader of the Opposition
says he has a policy. You have no policy on anything.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition and Deputy Leader of the Opposition will
cease interjecting.
Mr KENNETI - As the Leader of the Opposition
will know, on all issues ignorance is no excuse, and he
has again shown his ignorance about firearms used on
approved shooting ranges. Based on advice received, I
stand by my claim that there will be no more - Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Premier to
resume his seat. I have warned the Leader of the
Opposition on three occasions. If he continues to
interject I will name him forthwith, and that applies to
any other member in this redneck corner.
Mr KENNETI - I stand by my claim that on the
government's estimation only approximately 100 more
semiautomatic shotguns will be used on approved
ranges to shoot clay targets in the same way that
members of clay target shooting clubs can use them on
approved ranges. It is a tragedy for the people of
Victoria that the Leader of the Opposition should
demonstrate his ignorance of the issue, which is before
the house on his volition.

Hospitals: funding
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - In light of claims that
there has been a reduction in state funding, will the
Premier explain to the house the state government's
funding of the hospital system?
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - This is an important
issue for the constituents of not just Victoria but of
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Australia. The Premiers conference last Friday
adjourned because the federal government clearly
indicated it would not reconsider the offer to the states
and territories it put on the table for the new health care
agreement to come into effect on 1 July this year.
My government admits that after coming into office in
1992 Victoria had to reduce its recurrent expenditure
across the board, with the exception of police. Had that
not been done the state would have continued to spiral
into huge deficits it could not afford.
Since the current Medicare agreement came into place
the state government has substantially lifted
expenditure. In the 1993-94 period there was a cut of
$60 million in hospital expenditure, but in the 1994-95
year it was increased by $50 million; in 1995-96,
$186 million; in 1996-97, $95 million; and $14 million
in the current financial year. In other words, in the
Victorian budget for which this government has
responsibility for collecting revenue rather than
receiving money from the commonwealth, health
expenditure has risen from $879 million in 1992-93 to
$1224 million in the current financial year. That is an
increase of39.2 per cent for hospitals alone. Putting
that together with the overall health budget, there is an
increase in health spending from Victoria's own
resources of approximately 32.4 per cent.

Mr Thwaites interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! If the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition wishes to ask a question he should get
on his feet the next time round.

Mr KENNETT - This is an issue on which I
would have thought the opposition would have joined
with the government in making sure we got a fair deal
from Canberra. We are due to sign the new agreement
by 1 July this year, and ifit is signed on the current
parameters set by the federal government the states and
territories will start $1.1 billion behind the 8-ba11. If you
take into account the failure of successive federal
governments to adjust for the reduction in private health
insurance of 2 per cent on two different occasions, you
realise that we are approximately $622.5 million below
the base.
The Victorian government is not having an argument
with the federal government for political reasons or
manoeuvring or positioning itself so that individually
or collectively the states or territories can score a win
against the commonwealth. All we are after is a fair go
for the people of Australia, so that the states and
territories have returned to them sufficient funds to
enable them as contractors to the federal government to
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deliver the health care services the community
requires. During the period of the health agreement
that is concluding the states and territories collectively
have lifted their spending by 21.9 per cent and the
commonwealth by only 16.6 per cent.
Honourable members inte1jecting.
Mr KENNETT - The Leader of the Opposition
and the manager of opposition business say, 'Come on;
wind up'. Let there be no doubt that outside of tax
reform this is the most important issue facing the
people of Australia - the most important issue. Unless
we can meet the expectations of the public to give them
access to a good health service when it is required, we
fail as politicians right around Australia.

I make this fmal point: we seek a partnership with the
federal government in a modem federation that is
going to work. We do not seek anything more than we
deserve or anything less than is required to do the job. I
will be disappointed if the federal government is not
prepared to again sit down and renegotiate its base
offer. Unless it reconsiders, I am sorry to say this will
be a major issue discussed in Australia over the next
few months, because ultimately, although we might get
through the next few months in providing services, we
are quickly being squeezed - and some states are
worse off than Victoria - and there will be no
alternative but to reduce services across other areas of
government or reduce the ability of the health system
to deal with patients through the system as they need to
go through it.
This is not a political stunt. This is an important
argument put by the duly elected government of the
state of Victoria on behalf of all its constituents to do
what is right to protect their interests. I would have
thought the opposition might also have been interested
in working for the people of Victoria.

Museum Victoria director: credit card
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I ask the Premier if he
condones blatant breaches of government guidelines
relating to taxpayer-funded credit cards by the director
of Museum Victoria, Mr Graham Morris, including
allowing other people to use his card, overspending on
credit limits and paying for Christmas parties and
personal purchases? If not, what action will the Premier
take to have Mr Morris dealt with for such breaches?

Mr KENNETI (Premier) - I believe this issue
was raised last week, and Mr Morris has given an
explanation of his expenditure.
Honourable members inteljecting.
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Mr KENNETT - You haven't read the papers; is
that right? If opposition members have not read the
newspapers where all those explanations were spelt out,
so be it.

Bushfires: Trentham-Spring Hill
Mr LEAN (Carrum)- Will the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services inform the house of the effects
ofthe severe bush fires in the Trentham-Spring Hill
area?

Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - We saw a horrific day on
Sunday weatherwise, with very high winds and
temperatures across the state ranging between 35 and
40 degrees - conditions that are conducive to flaming
any fire. Once again we saw a magnificent effort from
the Country Fire Authority and other emergency
services and the Department of Natural Resources and
Environment.
At the end of October last year the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management and I discussed
with her department and the CF A the sorts of scenarios
that could eventuate this year and a number of
strategies were put into place. As part of a fire blitz
effort a number of CF A facilitators and other personnel
worked with the wider community to ensure a proper
understanding of fire preparedness and prevention.
Approximately $11 million of new money was
provided by the government to the CF A and the
Department of Natural Resources and Environment for
the fire suppression effort and other necessary
strategies, including making available the Sky-crane
helicopter to ensure that the best possible equipment
was in place to deal with severe fire outbreaks.
On Sunday in the Trentham region approximately

2500 hectares of public and private property and
100 kilometres of fencing were burnt, 10 homes were
destroyed, 20 homes suffered partial damage, and the
railway station, 7 sheds and 20 outbuildings were
engulfed in the frre.
There are very real concerns about how fires were lit.
The frrst major fire this year in the alpine country was
apparently started when a careless hitchhiker or camper
left campfire embers smouldering, but there is a strong
suspicion that the Trentham fire was deliberately lit by
an arsonist. Everyone would condemn in the strongest
terms anyone who would deliberately light a fire at any
time during summer, but more particularly on a total
fire ban day, as was the case on Sunday.
Such action puts at risk an enormous number oflives. It
endangers not only people in the immediate area but
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also the people who support the local community by
engaging in fire suppression activities. On Sunday
approximately 950 fire personnel, 160 CF A fire units
and 30 units from the Department of Natural Resources
and Environment were supported by approximately
7 aircraft and 13 bulldozers. If apprehended and
convicted arsonists face a penalty of up to 20 years in
gaol, and up to 25 years if a deliberately lit fire causes a
death.
The total fire ban season in Victoria has not yet
concluded - for example, last year a total fire ban day
was declared in May - and the govemment appeals to
anyone with information about arsonists to contact the
police so that it can ensure fire outbreaks of this type
are limited.

Museum Victoria: credit cards
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer the Premier to the
fact that Mr Graham Jephcott, the director of Museum
development and the Melbourne Museum, has spent
almost $33000 on his taxpayer-funded credit card since
June 1995 in clear breach of the corporate credit card
guidelines, including personal expenses such as medical
bills and renting a holiday unit at Noosa Heads. Does
the Premier condone that extraordinary expenditure or
will he take action against Mr Jephcott for his flagrant
breach of the guidelines?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - As I said last
Thursday - and I know he was listening because I
heard the vibes coming along the airwaves - I very
much appreciate the honourable member for Niddrie's
spending all his time going through credit card accounts
and, on behalf of the government and people of
Victoria, I thank him. There is no doubt that the best
way of keeping track of public expenditure is through
credit cards rather than any other form of accounting.
The honourable member for Niddrie takes great
personal pleasure in raising issues and mentioning sums
of money.

In relation to Mr Morris, most of those sums were
spent on overseas trips while he was working on our
behalf - and that is a perfect way to charge up one's
expenses so that there is a public record of them. The
individual just referred to by the honourable member
for Niddrie is part of the Museum's organisation,
which is employed directly by the board. As late as last
night I spoke to the board to discuss these issues in
relation to Mr Morris, Mr Jephcott and other members
of the organisation and the utilisation of credit cards.
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Tertiary education: multisector institutions
Ms Mc CALL (Frankston)- Will the Minister for
Tertiary Education and Training explain to the house
the benefits and advantages that flow to both students
and to the state of Victoria from the government's
decision to enhance our unique multisector
institutions - that is, those with TAFE divisions?
Mr HONEYWOOD (Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training) - In a recent Australian
National Training Authority survey of employers,
Victoria came in as no. 1 in Australia in respect of the
support of employers for the relevance of the state's
training system to industry needs. That national big tick
from employers was very much a result of the fact that
for many years Victoria's training system has been
unique by having both stand-alone and
industry-specific TAFE institutes - the William
Angliss hospitality campus and the Melbourne Institute
of Textiles - and also by being the only state that has
university and TAFE divisions in the same institutions.
The futures of institutions such as RMIT, Swinbume,
and more recently the Victoria University of
Technology and BaHarat University, are very much
bound up in the fact that they provide students with a
lifelong learning experience because often a student
will start in TAFE and go on to higher level of
education within the one institution.
Following its recent review ofTAFE across Melbourne
the government has decided to enhance three of the
universities that currently have TAFE institutes. The
Outer Eastern College ofTAFE will merge with and
become an equal partner with Swinburne University of
Technology, which already has a large TAFE division.
The VUT will merge with the Western Melbourne
Institute ofTAFE, and the Melbourne Institute of
Textiles will merge with RMIT.
There are three good reasons for the mergers. The first
is better regional coordination of education delivery for
both industry and students. An example that comes to
mind is the situation in Footscray. A year ago I attended
the opening of a $1.5 million hospitality centre at the
TAFE campus only to discover that around the corner
in the same suburb the competing universityVUT - also had a $1.5 million hospitality section.
Better coordination on a regional basis is needed and
part of the answer is to ensure an enhancement of the
TAFE divisions in universities that are meant to be
servicing particular regions.
The second and perhaps more important advantage of
multisector institutions is the fact that following a
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national benchmarking survey of universities across
Australia it was discovered two weeks ago that Victoria
leads the way on the number ofTAFE students going
on to higher education. Of commencing undergraduates
at Swinburne University of Technology, 27 per cent
already had a TAFE qualification, at VUT it was
12 percent and at RMIT the figure was 10 per cent.
That compares with the University of New South
Wales, where only 2 per cent of undergraduate
commencing students were admitted on the basis of a
TAFE background, and the University of Northern
Queensland, where the figure was only 3 per cent.
Thirdly, it enhances professional development by
helping to ensure that academics are more relevant on
industry requirements as a result of their interface with
TAFE teachers.
Mr Baker intetjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD - The government has the
strong support of the federal ALP for this policy.
Paragraph 48 of chapter 3 of its 1998 education
platfonn states:
... Labor will facilitate maximum cooperation between the
TAFE and university sectors, especially in the establishment
of course credits, articulation and, where appropriate, dual
and co-located, institutions.

The state opposition is devoid of any higher education
or training policies and it is good to see that the
government has a ringing endorsement from the
federal ALP for its multisector approach which, as we
have just discovered, has received an overwhelming
tick from national employers.

Museum Victoria: credit cards
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer the Premier to the
fact that a memorandum dated 19 February 1996 from
the Museum accounts supervisor states that Mr Graham
Jephcott had breached corporate credit card guidelines
by using his card for personal purposes and that such a
serious breach would have to be reported and could
result in charges being laid.
Given that Mr Jephcott continued to flout the
guidelines after that memo was issued, including the
use of his card to rent a unit at Noosa, will the Premier
immediately launch an inquiry into the use of cards by
senior bureaucrats at the Museum of Victoria and stand
down its directors, Graham Morris and Graham
Jephcott, pending the outcome of such inquiry?
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - I have to say that this
is the first time I have heard about it, and I again thank
the honourable member for spending the weekend
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receiving information, going through it and verifying it!
As I said, I have already raised the issue of credit cards
for Museum personnel with the chairman of the board
who employs them. As honourable members know, it is
now a corporatised body. At some stage I will get a
report from him. Thank you very much.
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Finally, the Fourth Australasian Country and
Provincial Racing Club conference is to be held in
8endigo this Thursday, Friday and Saturday, and will
attract 300 visitors from Australia and New Zealand. It
will be a great event for 8endigo and an opportunity
for Victorian country racing to improve and remain the
best country racing in Australia.

Australasian Public Sector Games
Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (8enambra)- Will the

Minister for Sport, who is also the Minister for Rural
Development, update the house on the Australasian
Public Sector Games and forthcoming events in rural
Victoria?
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport) - Victoria is
hosting the inaugural Australasian Public Sector Games
in Melbourne, beginning on Wednesday, 15 April and
concluding on Sunday, 19 April. Public servants will be
attending from all states of Australia as well as from
New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, Russia, Switzerland
and the Ukraine. The events will be centred on
Melbourne's great sporting facility, the Melbourne
Sports and Aquatic Centre, and other venues including
Melbourne Park and golf courses. The government
expects more than 3200 entrants to participate in
18 sports. On the entries submitted to date 528 people
will participate in netball, 215 in basketball, 243 in
tennis and 283 will play volleyball.
I compliment the Premier on this innovation. It is his
idea and I amjust putting it into practice. Sports events
of this nature build morale, friendship and fitness in the
work force, and the spirit of competition will
undoubtedly build teamwork. The economic benefit to
the state will also be substantial.
A couple of other events are taking place in Victoria in
the next couple of weeks. The first is the Davis Cup
round in which Australia will play Zimbabwe on 3, 4
and 5 April at Mildura. It will be the first Davis Cup
round ever to be held outside a capital city, and the
5000 available tickets, 50 per cent of which were sold
outside Mildura, were sold within 48 hours.
Accommodation in the Mildura area is booked out and
the local community is right behind the event.
Mr Steggall interjected.
Mr REYNOLDS - The honourable member for
Swan Hill tells me there is accommodation available in
Swan Hill. There will be a trade fair showcasing local
produce, as well as clinics run by Tennis Victoria. This
event of national and international significance will
showcase Mildura and the Sunraysia district to the
world and provide a $2 million to $3. million economic
impact.

Port Phillip Prison: management
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - I refer the
Minister for Corrections to the ongoing turmoil at Port
Phillip Prison, which is managed by Group 4, and to the
fact that the Australian head of Group 4, Mr Stephen
Twinn, was removed as director of the Wolds prison in
the United Kingdom following judicial criticism of
violence, drug abuse, riots, poor discipline and what a
judge described as a 'corrupting lethargy' - deja
vu! - including giving prisoners keys to their cells.
Why does the minister expect Victorians to accept
rejects from the United Kingdom and tolerate this failed
manager and these failed policies?
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for
Corrections) - I hope the honourable member for Yan
Yean is prepared to go out on to the front steps and
make the same statement. If your authority is the
London Times, be my guest - go out on the front steps
and make that comment again.
In relation to Mr Stephen Twinn, Group 4 is contracted
by the Victorian government to provide custodial and
correctional services to the state of Victoria. It is up to
the company to select the personnel to cany out that
function. I presume that Group 4, as would any
reputable company, carries out a probity check on the
people it puts in those positions. From that point of
view, Group 4 is going through that difficult teething
process, as did the other private gaols when they came
on stream, including 8arwon.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - I saw a headline on
8arwon the other day that said it had 210 wardens and
80 prisoners at one stage.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - That's right, read your
newspapers - where you get your information from!

All new gaols go through teething problems, and the
issues are being addressed and rectified. I believe
Group 4 will meet its contract obligations to the
Victorian government.
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The Melbourne Dreaming
Mr McLELLAl"J (Frankston East) - Will the
minister responsible for Aboriginal affairs inform the
house of The Melbourne Dreaming, a guide to
Aboriginal places and sites in Melbourne, and the
contribution it will make to tourism in Victoria?
Mrs HENDERSON (Minister responsible for
Aboriginal Affairs)- I had great pleasure recently in
launching The Melbourne Dreaming, which is a guide
to the many Aboriginal sites in and around Melbourne.
This guide has been compiled with the assistance of the
Wurundjeri people, who are the traditional custodians
of the Melbourne metropolitan area. The guide has
been dedicated to William Barak, the head man of the
Wurundjeri people, who died in 1903 at Coranderrk at
the age of 85 years.
The places listed in this guide include contemporary
sites as well as those traditional and early sites with
which we are familiar. What is very interesting and
striking about this information in The Melbourne
Dreaming is it that reveals a host of magnificent
significant cultural sites right in our own backyard. The
richness of Aboriginal culture around Melbourne is
brought alive in this book. The guide provides the
reader with an overview of Aboriginal society; it
explores Melbourne's rivers, creeks and bays and
important trails around Melbourne, and lists such
significant sites as the St Kilda corroboree tree, the
largest remaining midden in Melbourne, which is at
Brighton, and the very important well site at Black
Rock which was used by the Aboriginal people for
gathering water.
The guide is an important addition to the host of
material designed to entice and excite Victorians and
visitors from interstate and overseas to enjoy the new
and exciting Melbourne. It is a most important addition
to understanding and appreciating Aboriginal culture in
this state. I am pleased that Aboriginal Affairs Victoria
was able to contribute to the funding of this book. I
sincerely thank the author and particularly the
Wurundjeri people, who made such a significant
contribution.

Werribee: toxic waste dump
Ms Gll..LETI (Werribee) - I direct the attention
of the Minister for Agriculture and Resources to his
statement to the house on Thursday of last week that in
relation to food exports from Victoria the government
is determined to push on to the next benchmark, the
trebling of the value of rural exports to $6 billion, and
to the fact that Werribee is a vital food-growing area
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and because of its importance the state chemistry
laboratory is located there.
Does the minister agree with the Premier's view that a
toxic dump should be located in Werribee, or is he
prepared to fight to protect the Werribee agricultural
industries from the devastating effects of the proposed
toxic waste dump?

Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) - At the outset we need to understand that
we have a problem in relation to toxic chemicals and
toxic waste. There is enough toxic waste on that site.
Over a ten-and-a-half-year period the Labor
government had the opportunity to address this problem
but swept it under the carpet decade after decade. What
the opposition is not prepared to say is that we have
chemicals stored in backyards, warehouses and depots
in hazardous conditions right across Victoria,
particularly in built-up urban areas. By creating a site to
dispose of or store some of these toxic wastes we can
remove them from the hazardous situation they are in at
the moment. The process that is being gone through in
the planning stages is a very thorough one. It covers
impacts on the environment and goes through the full
gamut of planning controls. I understand there are only
three residences within about 312 kilometres of this site.
Something has to be done about this problem. If you
are going to continue to take the nimby approach of
'not in my back yard' you create a problem.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! Members should contain
themselves, otherwise we will have an abbreviation of
question time again.
Mr McNAMARA - It is absolutely outrageous
that opposition members are not prepared to accept that
this is a problem. Does the opposition believe it is
legitimate to have these sorts of toxic chemicals in
urban areas near schools and preschools? Do they
support that?
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! If the minister addressed
the Chair it might take some of the heat out of the
argument.
Mr McNAMARA- Unfortunately I am being
provoked by the opposition, Mr Speaker. We believe it
is time to do something about these toxic chemicals.
They must be stored in a safe environment remote from
areas that have the potential to allow them to leach into
the water system. Do you want them in areas close to
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children or the elderly - is that what you want? Do
you want a continuation of seeing chemicals stored in
rusting 44-gallon drums in an environment that is not
safe?
The process that we are going through at the moment
will ensure that all environmental impacts are properly
assessed, all planning controls are properly adhered to
and the community has some input, and at the end of
the day we will make a decision to ensure unsafe
chemicals are removed from many urban areas around
the state.

Public transport: Easy Going package
Mrs McGILL (Oaldeigh) - Will the Minister for
Transport inform the house of advances made in
providing better transport services and infonnation for
the elderly and people with disabilities?
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - Recently
I launched a package of accessible transport services
and information under the brand name Easy Going.
Easy Going is a set of transport infonnation
publications aimed at a range of public transport users,
including people with disabilities, restricted mobility,
sight and hearing impainnents and the elderly as well as
people with special needs such as parents pushing
prams and people using bikes or shopping trolleys.
The Easy Going package includes the Met station
access guides, which are the ftrst comprehensive
station-by-station guides of their kind in Australia, if
not the world. They include detailed information about
access to stations, including the presence of lifts or
ramps, tactile tiles for the vision impaired and hearing
induction loops. The guides also note the proximity of
tram and taxi services, the availability of parking for
the disabled, telephones, typewriter services and
personal assistance for wheelchair users at each
railway station.
Victoria should be very proud of its record in the
provision of accessible transport and support services.
In fact Victoria leads Australia and is miles in front of
any other state or territory when it comes to the
provision of facilities on the public transport system for
people with impainnents. The services provided
include the access guides about which I have just
spoken. Victoria is the only state to provide direct
liaison through the disability services unit in the
Department of Infrastructure.
Victoria is the only state to offer the vehicle
familiarisation programs and the only one of two states
offering travel awareness training. We provide
extensive resource material for special needs
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passengers in a range of languages and in large print as
well as in braille. Victoria also has the Accessible
Transport Consultative Council, which provides me
with advice and is a very useful sounding board for
disability groups throughout the state.
As I said, in comparison with other states Victoria is
well advanced in the provision of facilities for the
disabled. For example, in metropolitan Melbourne
virtually all railway stations are accessible to the
disabled. That stands in stark contrast to railway
stations in metropolitan Sydney.
The former transport minister from New South Wales,
the Honourable Brian Langton, who was recently
replaced, told me last year it would be virtually
impossible for the New South Wales government to
ftnd the amount of money needed to make railway
stations in metropolitan Sydney accessible to the
disabled. In Melbourne virtually all railway stations are
accessible. We are spending $26 million on a major
upgrade ofFlinders Street station, and most of that
money is going towards improving facilities for those
with mobility impainnents. We are putting in lifts to all
platforms as well as replacing the ramps.

Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr COOPER - The inteIjection just shows that
this government cares about those with impainnents.
but obviously the honourable member for Thomastown
does not.
Let me get back to what we are doing at Flinders Street
station because it is very important. We are raising a
lot of money to ensure that that railway station is easily
accessible for those with mobility impainnents. We
also have a program to replace the youngest bus fleet
in Australia over the next 10 years with buses that are
accessible by the disabled. That is also an indication of
the government's commitment to ensuring that people
with disabilities have access to public transport.
Between now and the year 2018 we face the enormous
task of making all our trams available and accessible to
the disabled. That is a task that this government has
taken on board and will complete. I am conftdent the
government will meet that date and it is now working
with the disabled community to ensure that trams as
well as buses and trains are as accessible as they
possibly can be.

Mr Batchelor-On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
at the end of last week you made an appeal to members
of this chamber to be better behaved and to abide by the
standing orders. Today there have been numerous
examples of ministers taking longer than the allotted
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4 minutes to reply to questions. A perfect example was
the Minister for Transport, who started his reply with
5 minutes still left on the clock. I do not recall any
ministers even attempting to stay within the guidelines
and I do not recall even one actuall y being called to
account.
The opposition cannot accept the situation where
ministers deliberately talk out the time to prevent
further questions being asked. The next question
should have come to the opposition. In defiance of
rulings, standing orders and requests from you,
Mr Speaker, the minister went longer to talk out
question time. If that is the ground rule to be laid here,
you can expect there will be a response.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Thomastown must have a different clock from
mine. I have a digital clock here that I watch very
carefully during each answer. The Premier's answer on
the health issue was longer than 4 minutes - that is
one I believe the house would want an explanation on.
There are times when the Chair allows ministers to go
longer than that. The Minister for Transport finished
after the expiry of question time and went 15 seconds
longer than 4 minutes, and that is pretty close.
As I have said to the house many times before, clearly
when a minister is responding to a question, as was the
Deputy Premier, and there is a barrage ofinteIjections
from the opposition, that simply invites a longer
answer. I do not think the opposition can have its cake
and eat it, too. If opposition members wish to have
brief and succinct answers they should have the
courtesy to listen to them in silence. I am sure that
under those circumstances the answers would be much
briefer. In fact, there have been 12 questions today,
which is more than the average. Therefore I do not
uphold the point of order.

Mr Haermeyer - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
on Friday night during the adjournment debate - Honourable members intefjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! I do not think we were
here on Friday. Clearly the honourable member is
referring to Thursday night.
Mr Haermeyer- I am sorry, Mr Speaker. On
Thursday night during the adjournment debate the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services was asked
to table a document. It was clearly a three-page
document that was stapled together. When a point of
order was raised and he was asked to circulate copies or
table the document, the minister proceeded to dismantle
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the document and remove the staple, and what was
ultimately tabled was one page of that document.

The SPEAKER - Order! I am aware of the matter
because I was listening carefully through the speaker in
my room at the time. The honourable member for
Forest Hill was in the chair and I have confidence that,
as Acting Speaker at the time, he did the correct thing
under the circumstances. I do not uphold the point of
order.
Mr Haermeyer - On a further point of order,
Mr Speaker, no clarification was given on Thursday
night. That was the second time that had occurred last
week, and no clarification was given--

The SPEAKER - Order! I have already said there
is no point of order.

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

Banks: closures
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 concerns over the closure of the Laverton
branches of the Commonwealth and National Australia bank.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the state government
gives a commitment to ensure that the people of Laverton and
Altona Meadows have access to local banking services.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Ms Kosky (859 signatures)

East Geelong public telephone
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 object to the removal of the public
telephone facility in Martin Street, East Geelong.
Your petitioners therefore pray that a new public telephone
facility shall be installed in Martin Street, East Geelong.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Loney (23 signatures)

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
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Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 - Notice under
section 32(4)(a) in relation to Amendment No. 2 of the
Building Code of Australia
Planning and Environment Act 1987 - Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Alberton Planning Scheme -

No. L44

Alpine Resorts Planning Scheme Delatite Planning Scheme Knox Planning Scheme -

No. Cl

No. L 12
No. L 154

Milawa Ranges Planning Scheme- No. L9
Chapter 2
Moe Planning Scheme -

No. L43

Stonnington Planning Scheme -

No. L32

Traralgon (City) Planning Scheme Wonthaggi Planning Scheme -

No. L73

No. L27

Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987S.R. No. 21
Veterinary Practice Act 1997 Wildlife Act 1975 -

S.R. No. 19

S.R. No. 20

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 - Minister's exemption
certificate in relation to Statutory Rule No. 19.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Program
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I move:
That, pursuant to sessional order no. 6(3), the orders of the
day, government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 4.00 p.m. Thursday, 26 March
1998:
Summary Offences (Amendment) Bill
Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill

Arts Acts (Statute Law Revision) Bill
Fire and Emergency Services Acts (Amendment)
Bill
Firearms (Amendment) Bill
Retail Tenancies Reform Bill.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - The
opposition does not oppose the government business
program. Having looked through the program and in
view of the understandings that have been given about
when particular bills will be debated, I simply make the
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point that I hope the Fireanns (Amendment) Bill, which
I understand is programmed for debate on Wednesday
after the Fire and Emergency Services Acts
(Amendment) Bill, can be brought on straight after
question time on Wednesday.
The bill has attracted an extraordinary amount of
national interest, and the Prime Minister of this country
has had cause to comment on it on numerous occasions.
In those circumstances it is appropriate that the bill not
be debated in the dead of night at 8 o'clock or 9 o'clock
or 10 o'clock on a Wednesday night, but that it be
brought into Parliament after question time and proper
opportunity allowed for debate. I do not prejudge that
debate, but there is a range of critical issues that go to
the national uniform gun code, the 28-day waiting
period and the number of semiautomatic weapons that
may be pumped back to the Victorian community.
I know from publicity in the newspapers over the past
few weeks that there are considerable differences of
opinion on the bill within the coalition parties. There
have been media reports about the honourable member
for Berwick taking the extraordinary course of writing a
letter to members of his own coalition's bills
committee. There were newspaper reports that the
whole process was conducted in the rooms of selected
members of the National Party and no opportunity was
given for public contributions. Members of the Victoria
Police Association and the gun control groups were not
consulted: the only government members who were
consulted are members of the National Party.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is straying from the program.
Mc Gude - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, as
interesting as his comments may be, the Leader of the
Opposition will have an opportunity on Wednesday
afternoon to debate this particular matter. He is
certainly not speaking to the government business
program - he has strayed away from that; he is
flouting your ruling and I ask you to bring him back to
the point before the Chair.

The SPEAKER - Order! I accept the point of
order. I did not make a ruling on it. I was beginning to
tell the Leader of the Opposition that he would have to
come back to the business program.
Mr BRUMBY - I will come back to the general
matters. I simply conclude on this point: some bills that
come before Parliament are of much greater importance
than others, and this one is of greater importance. It has
national implications. It is beyond question that if this
legislation is forced through Parliament this week on
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the numbers in the respective political parties it will
have implications for what other states do and for a
national approach to gun laws.
Eighteen months ago there was agreement on both
sides of the chamber, I believe wlthout exception, that a
uniform national approach oUght to be taken to gun
laws, and there was a consensus across party lines in
both this Parliament and the federal Parliament about
that position. That consensus is now being prised open
and destroyed-The SPEAKER-Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is now beginning to debate the issues of one
particular bill.
Mr BRUMBY - Therefore, although I do not
oppose the business program, I hope that, as the Leader
of the House has indicated, this debate will occur on
Wednesday afternoon. It will be in time for all
members of this Parliament to be involved, it will be
available for media scrutiny and there will be a full and
proper debate in which members can express points of
view about the legislation. I hope it will not be rushed
through in the dead of night and that the opportunity is
provided on Wednesday afternoon for a comprehensive
and detailed debate.
Motion agreed to.

SUMMARY OFFENCES (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 February; motion of
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General).

Mr CAMERON (Bendigo West)- The opposition
supports the bill. The house will have the opportunity to
hear the wider remarks of the honourable member for
Niddrie later in the afternoon.

The flrst issue raised in the bill is that of drunkenness
or, more particularly, the abolition of the crime of being
habitually drunk. Sections 13, 14, 15 and 16 of the
Summary Offences Act deal with offences relating to
drunkenness, and it may be worthwhile looking at those
provisions briefly and tying them in with the offence of
being habitually drunk.
Section 13 relates to the offence of being found drunk,
and for that there is a penalty of one penalty unit or a
maximum fine of$IOO. To be found guilty of being
drunk does not require a person to be disorderly or
noisy or obnoxious: the person simply has to be-
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well, how do we put it? - too much under the weather.
It is a victimless crime, but that does not mean it should
not be a crime, although there is a great deal of debate
about the issue of drunkenness. Nevertheless it is a
criminal offence.
Section 14 provides that people who are drunk and
disorderly are liable to a higher sentence of possibly a
few days imprisonment for a flrst offence and one
month for a subsequent offence. The offence dealt with
in section 15 is that of being a habitual drunkard. The
section provides that:
... any person having been thrice convicted of drunkenness
within the preceding 12 months who is again convicted of
drunkenness shall be liable to imprisonment for 12 months.

That provision has been wiped out by this amendment.
Section 16 relates to drunkards behaving in a riotous or
disorderly manner, and they are liable to a higher term
of imprisonment with the maximum being two years. It
is interesting to note, however, that if a person is
charged with being drunk and orderly but not riotous,
that person can still be charged under section 16, which
provides a maximum penalty of two months
imprisonment, compared to section 14, under which the
penalty for the same offence is signiflcantly lower.
Nevertheless, the legislation addresses habitual
drunkenness.
I suspect drunkenness was made a crime more in an
effort to help people than anything else. It was probably
regarded at the time as the best way of helping people
in an era when wowsers and others took the view that
people who were drunk should be taken off the streets
because they looked bad. It was not that they were
being criminal or that there were victims, but that those
who were guilty of overimbibing the demon drink
could be arrested.
Compare that attitude to the community's attitude
towards drugs today. Recently the Chief Commissioner
of Police recommended that in certain police districts
people who would nonnally be charged with the
possession of cannabis should be dealt with by being
given a warning notice. It is de facto decriminalisation,
even though the offender acknowledges in the warning
notice that it is a criminal offence. The point is that
people who are being dealt with for possessing
cannabis at the low end of the scale are being dealt with
out of the court system, whereas drunkenness remains
in the court system.
The issue of criminality and drunkenness is, as I said
earlier, controversial, but it is a matter that wlll
eventually be resolved. Removing the offence of
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habitual drunkenness is a recognition of the fact that the
community should address alcoholism as a health issue
and not a criminal issue.
As a fonner legal practitioner I saw magistrates place
people convicted of being habitually drunk on
community-based orders, in the hope of forcing them to
address the problem. Is it fair that people should be
forced to address the problem under the weight of the
law or should they address the problem oftheir own
volition? Unless there is a drive from within to
overcome alcoholism the problem will not go away.
Even when an alcoholic believes he has beaten the
problem he wants to prove it to himselfby having two
beers. For many alcoholics that is the great test. If they
can have two beers and no more they believe they have
overcome the problem. I have often acted for people
who have been alcoholics and whose 2 beers have
turned into 22 beers, after which they commit offences
such as arson. In his recent report on drugs
Professor Penington said we need to treat drugs as a
health issue. Removing the criminality of habitual
drunkenness mirrors Professor Penington' s view,
although drunkenness remains a criminal offence.
Clause 5 amends section 53 ofthe principal act, which
relates to false reports to the police. I shall read
subsection (l) to illustrate the general tenor of the
section:
Any person who falsely and with knowledge of the falsity of
the report voluntarily reports or causes to be reported to any
member of the police force that an act has been done or an
event has occurred, which act or event as so reported is such
as calls for an investigation by a member of the police force
shall be guilty of an offence.

The penalty for the offence is 15 penalty units, a
maximum penalty of $1500, or imprisonment for up to
three months. Clause 5 increases the maximum penalty
to 120 penalty units or imprisonment for one year.
Someone may make a false report of a theft or of arson
so he or she can claim insurance. In that instance if the
claim was not foiled in the early stages the person
would also be charged with obtaining a fmancial
advantage by deception. It is not uncommon for false
reports of rape or other significant crimes to be made
where the person who is the victim of the false report
faces the prospect of imprisonment and a lengthy term
of imprisonment. The bill increases the penalty so that
it is more commensurate with what a victim would
have suffered had the offender been able to get away
with his or her plan.
Section 53(6A) allows courts to make orders for
expenses incurred by police. The court can make orders
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for incidental expenses only, not for overheads such as
the remuneration of police. In many instances the only
financial expense the police have been put to is the
hours of work put in by the investigating officers - in
other words, their remuneration. Proposed new
subsection 53(6A) will enable courts to take the broader
categories into account and make orders tor restitution
including the remuneration of police. Proposed
subsection 53(6AB) includes a definition of
'remuneration' .
The bill will allow courts to impose orders tor
restitution even though defendants have not been
convicted under section 53. A person who pleads guilty
may not be convicted because it is open to the court to
impose a penalty without finding a conviction - for
example, there may be a fine without a conviction, the
matter may be adjourned, what was formerly called a
good behaviour order may be imposed or the person
may be placed on a community-based order without a
conviction.
It is a good thing that courts are being given additional
sentencing possibilities because there are times, despite
someone's being found guilty, when it is not
appropriate that the person be convicted but it is
appropriate that the person should be punished. The
legislation will allow courts to impose orders for
restitution after offenders have been found guilty
notwithstanding that they have not been convicted.
The bill also provides that instalments for a restitution
order can be the subject of an order, so that a person
will have to payoff the amount fixed by the restitution
order over a fixed period.
The question of whether drunkenness should be a
criminal offence persists and needs to be resolved. The
Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody
ruled against that provision, so it is an issue that is still
on the table, but it is pleasing to see the end of the
habitual drunkenness provision. I commend the bill to
the house.

Dr DEAN (Berwick)- This is one of those rare but
valued occasions on which I can say I agree
wholeheartedly with the honourable member for
Bendigo West. I rejoice in his agreement with the
government on this legislation.
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr DEAN - It is a time for rejoicing when the
opposition finally sees that legislation that emanates
from this side of the house is worth supporting with the
vigour and gusto with which the honourable member
for Bendigo West has supported this legislation.
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Honourable members inteljecting.

Dr DEM - Yes, it is a turning point for the
honourable member for Bendigo West and for all the
people who might be caught up in the legislation. There
have been quite a number of times when the honourable
member for Bendigo West has got it right, although
unfortunately there have been a number of times when
he has not, but this is one ofthose occasions when he
has got it right, and I congratulate him on commending
the government for the bill. I do likewise.
The honourable member for Bendigo West referred to
one of the reasons for public drunkenness coming under
the spotlight and for it being seen as necessary for the
government to introduce a response to the problem that of course was the inquiry by Mr Justice Muirhead
that resulted in the report on Aboriginal deaths in
custody. That report was probably a turning point in
relations between the indigenous people and the rest of
Australia and a focal point for some changes in that
relationship. Nonetheless a lot of matters remain
unresolved. Quite understandably one of the main
issues dealt with in that report is the effect alcohol has
had on the Aboriginal culture. It has ripped out the heart
of that culture and the question of how to deal with that
problem is extraordinarily difficult to answer.
Aboriginal deaths in custody have also been acted upon
vigorously by the commonwealth government and all
state governments - particularly this government and at this very moment further work is being done on
how to cope with the problem. That work follows the
council of all ministers for health, Aboriginal affairs,
community services and police held in Canberra some
six months ago.
In trying to solve that problem one cannot simply say,

'Because so many indigenous people who end up in
custody are there as a consequence of intoxication we
should abolish the offence of public drunkenness and
by so doing reduce the number who end up in custody'.
That does not attack the problem front on. As the
honourable member for Bendigo West said, alcohol
abuse in the indigenous community is a social and
health problem, not a matter for the criminal justice
system.
Laws that we introduce to ensure some orderly conduct
by society have a role that goes far beyond just ensuring
that people who break them go into custody or are fined
or punished in some way. The reason for having laws is
not that they might catch people; it is that they set a
standard, a set of principles, which the society of the
day set down as the way its members believe that
society should operate.

Tuesday, 24 March 1998

It is the hope of the community that none of those laws
will be broken. It is the hope of the community that
there would be no-one in custody because, the laws
having been set down, the people can see the
parameters of proper social behaviour and therefore
obey them. Unfortunately, we know that is not what
happens. A large part of the process of legislating in
this country is to set the social standards and parameters
within which we operate.
To completely abolish the offence of public
drunkenness would abuse that principle. Effectively it
would say that we do not believe public drunkenness
oUght to be an offence; that we believe we ought not
make any comment upon public drunkenness in our
laws. The Attorney-General and the government were
quite right in saying that although the report on
Aboriginal deaths in custody said that that offence
should be abolished entirely, we do not believe that is
the right way to go. Mr Justice Muirhead made that
recommendation because he was entirely involved in
the deaths-in..custody process. From his perspective I
can see why he would recommend that. However, from
the perspective of the broader community it is not an
appropriate way to go.
What the Attorney-General has done is to say that the
habitual drunkenness rule - three times and you are in
for 12 months - is archaic and is not the way to
approach what is a health problem. If a person is
habitually drunk. ifhe or she is an alcoholic and is
constantly intoxicated, the way to help that person is
not by saying, 'lfyou are caught three times you are in
gaol for 12 months', it is rather to say to a person who
has been caught drunk three times, 'What can we do to
try to rehabilitate you? What can we do with a social
program? What sort of agreement can the prosecutor
come to with the defendant's counsel so that some
program is offered in mitigation of the sentence?'. That
is an appropriate way to go in our modem community,
where we have a different approach to solving a social
problem. It is a middle road that should be accepted,
and I am pleased it has been accepted.
Alongside the array of health and community services
programs to assist people who are habitually drunk is,
of course, the education program. In the same way that
Turning the Tide is trying to approach the drug
intoxication problem through the education system, we
have to concentrate on education about alcohol. The
TAC drink-driving public education advertisements are
a classic example of what can be achieved. If we can
get ourselves out of thinking that the way to treat
habitual drunkenness is as a crime for which people
should go to gaol and rather say, 'We know people are
going to drink and we also know they are going to
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drink to excess on occasions, how can we cope with
that problem?' we can see that the way to solve that
problem is definitely education. For those who get
caught up in habitual drunkenness and for whom the
education does not work, health programs should be
offered.

liable for expenses and wages and salaries is
determined. Factors such as a person's financial
circumstances and even instalment orders - whatever
is just in the circumstances - will be taken into
account. We have to have the confidence to give our
judiciary that flexibility.

The bill also deals with the false reporting provisions.
The time has come to do something about people who
for their own purposes abuse the policing system by
putting in false reports that lead to a great loss of
community resources. Policing is now far more
complex and expensive than it ever was in the past. It
seems that although we have the great advantages
offered by technology we never understand or
contemplate the cost of that technology. That is so right
across the board, and it has happened with the police
force as it has everywhere else. The cost of providing
much better services, because they are technologically
based services, is nevertheless higher. People who
make false reports to the police can cause them to go
off on wild-goose chases, and we have to have some
mechanism that ensures there is a just punishment for
doing so.

On a day-to-day basis members of the judiciary are
acquainted with the full facts of what is happening.
They have to weigh up those facts, and they are
experienced in the art. In the bill the government is
saying to them, 'We are giving you the flexibility to
tailor a punishment that is just in the circumstances and
will mean something to the person who is so punished'.
The amendments are good and should be commended.

In the future I believe there will be more and more of

this principle of saying, 'How can we tailor the
punishment to fit the crime.' If the crime is leading the
police force on a wild goose chase and is therefore
costing salaries, time and expense because of the
technology involved in the investigation, if you are
looking to have a result the perfect punishment is to
say, 'You will have to pay for that'. The answer is not
to just impose a fme and say, 'You have served your
time', but to say, 'You have done something wrong.
What you have done has caused the community this
loss, so you must reimburse the community'. That
approach makes a lot of sense. It is the type of
punishment that will be imposed in the future.
The amendment is a very good example of saying,
'You should pay for the expenses of the police, and
even for their wages, in a situation where you have
deliberately and selfishly given them a false report for
your own purposes and made them lose time and
money-the community's time and money, the
taxpayers' time and money'. That is not to say that
people who have absolutely no funds or have
extenuating circumstances should not be
accommodated - Australia's system of justice must be
just of its own accord.
Not only do you have to fit the punishment to the
crime, but there are also a number of outs, and what is
reasonable in the circumstances will also be taken into
account when the extent to which someone will be

Turning to the bill in general, it is a modem approach to
a difficult problem. It shows the way on how as a
modem community we should be dealing with certain
problems, whether it is dealing with alcoholism as a
health matter or dealing with a problem such as false
reporting to police - to make the punishment mean
something to the person being punished. I commend
this modem and thoughtful amendment to the
Summary Offences Act to the house.
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) - I endorse the intent of
the legislation but will measure my comments with
caution on the basis that the offence of habitual
drunkenness has not been used frequently to incarcerate
people for up to 12 months. In my experience all
referrals under the legislation have been used to place
the people concerned into drug rehabilitation
counselling and other similar forms of intensive
assistance.
In times past the offence of drunkenness was used as a

way of removing troublesome intoxicated persons from
the streets. It is necessary to balance the deprivation of
liberty with the interference caused to the community.
There has been a rash of alcohol-free zones declared in
cities and towns that have problems with public
drunkenness in their shopping areas. Any further
watering down of the offence of being drunk in a public
place would be a retrograde step for the community.
I will relate an incident that involved me and my family
that occurred about 15 months ago. We were on the
edge of the Murray River in Mildura when a person
almost drowned nearby. My wife provided some
assistance to the victim, and while she was
administering first aid she was subjected to
approximately 5 to 10 minutes of drunken,
foul-mouthed invective from a female participant in
front of my children and a number of visitors. I have
little time for people who engage in public intoxication
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and then claim that it is a victirnless crime. We are all
victims, not the least the people who have to put up
with that type of bad behaviour.
I would like to think we can offer an alternative to
habitual convictions to assist people who have major
alcohol problems. The Bacchus program run in Mildura
by the local Mildura and district Aboriginal cooperative
has been very successful, and the program was
operating well before the Muirhead royal commission.
When persons of Aboriginal descent are arrested for
drunkenness the police department rings the local
cooperative and a bus takes them from the police
station to a sobering up centre. There are exclusions,
and violent or aggressive persons are not given that
privilege.
The system works very well because it reduces the
likelihood of persons in custody injuring themselves or
committing suicide and could be extrapolated and
extended to help other groups in society, although it
would be difficult to run the program throughout
Victoria.
I would like to think we can offer significant
alternatives to the present situation. We need to give the
police the ability to deal with these people and
minimise the effect on society. Anyone with experience
of drunkenness on the streets wiIJ have a clear insight
into how unpleasant it is and will understand the
reluctance of those involved in continuing to deal with
it. Drunks are often difficult and violent, and frequently
inflict significant discomfort on people who have that
duty.
I endorse wholeheartedly the timely false reporting
provisions. The penalties will provide a disincentive to
people who waste police time. It is not a matter of
reimbursing police wages; it is a matter of reimbursing
the cost to the taxpayer. I wholeheartedly endorse the
bill to the house.

Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - I will make a brief
contribution on this very important bill as the shadow
minister for Aboriginal affairs. All of the efforts made
at investigating these issues, including the effort of the
Muirhead Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in
Custody, have indicated that the effect of offences of
drunkenness is to discriminate against indigenous
Australians, and it is appropriate that the
Attorney-General and the government are proposing to
decriminalise habitual drunkenness. That is probably a
fair way for a non-legal person to describe the bill. I am
pleased that the minister in her second-reading speech
stated that drunkenness is to be classed as a health

Tuesday, 24 March 1998

problem rather than a criminal problem. That is
appropriate.
I am concerned about the dilemma being faced by
society. As the honourable members for Mildura and
Berwick said, public drunkenness is antisocial
behaviour. It is not acceptable for anyone, regardless of
race, colour or creed, to offend other people who are
going about their normal and proper business in public
and use the excuse of being drunk for doing so. That
issue needs to be addressed.
Probably more importantly, the government and the
community need to spend a lot more effort looking at
the base causes of the drunkenness. From speaking to
many of my Koori friends I believe that the problems
associated with drunkenness stem from a feeling of
hopelessness, among other things. Many Kooris believe
they will never achieve their aspirations in life or be
able to enjoy what they see non-Aboriginal people
doing. That feeling of dejection leads them to drink to
excess and to use other drugs. We have a lot of
legislation dealing with alcohol abuse because it is
fairly common and no doubt the most harmful of all
drugs, but we need to be aware it is just one of the
problem drugs in the community.
There is a need to think about why people take to drink
as a fonn of escapism. There are other forms of escape.
I understand from my discussions with a number of
Kooris that the numbing effects of alcohol help people
to forget about their troubles in what they see as a
hopeless world. Perhaps we could consider fmding
better ways of ensuring equality of opportunity for
people and not blame victims to the extent we have in
the past.
It is common in a number of parts of country Victoria
for Kooris to be picked up by the police for drinking in
public places, while others committing the same
'offence' are passed by. That has happened in my area,
and I took it up as a matter of real concern with the
local chief superintendent of police and his predecessor.
To their credit they responded and ensured that police
officers were not discriminating against any groups in
the local community.
As a member of Parliament I am concerned at the
tendency to stereotype drunkenness in public places,
especially in relation to indigenous people. That
response results in the incorrect stereotyping of the
entire indigenous community of any area. Although
there may be no bigger drinking problem
proportionately among Koori communities than in the
wider community, it is more obvious among Kooris
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because they do not have places like the Melbourne
Club or other institutions in which to get drunk.

Mr MacleUan interjected.
Mr HAMll..TON - I have the minister excited.
Perhaps I should not be facetious about it because I am
talking about a very serious problem that the
community must address. The bill begins to address the
problem but does not do so completely. I am not sure
whether we have parliaments to make the laws better or
to keep politicians and governments in business, but
amendments to legislation are introduced as we learn
more. The bill is a good step because in a major shift it
defines drunkenness in legislation as a health problem
as much as a criminal problem. Perhaps we will see the
crime of drunkenness addressed in a similarly
sympathetic manner at all levels, not just with the
three-strikes-and-you're-out response.
Mr MacleUan interjected.
Mr HAMll..TON - The minister points out, and
I appreciate, that the bill is about public drunkenness.
We have to grapple with that so that all members of the
public get the respect that they deserve when they go
about in public. That is not to say that drunkenness is
not a major health problem when it occurs in private.
As responsible members of the community we need to
address the problem. It also creates many social
problems and has an unfortunate impact on innocent
parties. I take the point that the bill is about public
drunkenness, but we should be able to improve on how
we address the issue.
On the issue of the false reporting of crimes, I do not
agree with all the comments of the honourable member
for Berwick. I agree that we must have a system of
justice that works. Unfortunately, currently it works
only if you are rich enough to afford a good lawyer. I
am not sure if that is anything like the justice taught in
the law schools and subscribed to by the judges ofthis
nation. On the one hand there are countless cases of
people having been convicted of crimes simply because
they did not have the best or appropriate representation.
On the other hand dozens of high-profile people have
had enough money to go through the courts on appeal
and buy justice. That is a fundamental problem, and, as
said, one on which J disagree with the honourable
member for Berwick.

Obtaining justice in a country such as Australia should
not depend at all on how rich or poor a person is. Jfthe
government is really serious about having a just nation
and society it should ensure that everyone has access to
the courts and that justice is done regardless of a
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person's financial position. If that can be achieved only
through programs such as legal aid, let us do that.
Members of Parliament should not say, 'We must have
justice; let the courts decide' simply because they
happen to be rich enough to afford the best lawyers in
the country. Let us put our money where our mouths
are as taxpayers and ensure that the legal aid system can
and does work. It is hypocritical for those who can
afford flash lawyers to just say, 'We must have justice;
let's take it to the courts and let them decide'. That is
not an option.
As a result of funding cuts to legal aid by both the state
and federal governments in many cases the poor are not
receiving proper representation in the court system. In
Morwell very important criminal cases are being held
over for 14, 16 or 18 months - they are adjourned
because there is not enough court time or a sufficient
number of judges allocated to the circuit to enable
justice to be carried out in a reasonable time. To ensure
a just society it is necessary that cases be tried within a
reasonable time. We must ensure that that is done.

I support the comments about the punishment being
made to fit the crime. The legislation will give judges
the flexibility to deal with the circumstances, and the
fines imposed on people in reasonably well-paid
positions will differ from those imposed on people
earning average weekly wages. Flexibility is a very
important part of sensible legislation.
I hope I do not offend everyone on this side of the
house by saying I believe the proposed legislation is
sensible and shows progress in dealing with some
important issues - it goes a fair way to achieving that
end. A large number of problems need to be addressed
but I support the direction taken by the proposed
legislation. I think it should be supported by all
honourable members.

Mr RYAN (Gippsland South)- It is with pleasure
that I join the debate. I do so from a background of
having practised law for 15 or 20 years - I have
trouble remembering exactly how long it was. The bill
touches on areas pertinent to fundamental policing and
issues of community concern. The offence of
drunkenness in its purist fonn - habitual drunkenness
and the like - is surely one of the most base offences.
From the perspective of the community at large there is
something disturbing about an individual being an
habitual drunkard. Sections 13, 14 and 15 of the act
relate to different degrees of drunkenness in a public
forum.
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It is very disturbing to witness an individual who has
the terrible misfortune to be so inebriated as to be the
subject of a charge. As the honourable member for
Morwell has just remarked, it is equally tragic to be on
the other side of the fence and to be the person who is
so inebriated. Often lives are impinged on and
threatened to be destroyed by the impact of alcohol or
the outcome of the commission of anyone of these
offences.

Another pertinent aspect is the involvement of the
police. It is a difficult situation for police officers to
deal with. They are in the invidious position of finding
in a public place someone who is under the influence of
alcohol, and violence often erupts when a person resists
arrest, even if the arrest is for that person's own good. It
is difficult for police officers to take into custody
people who may come under either of these provisions.
Clause 4 repeals section 15 of the Sununary Offences
Act, which states that any person having been thrice
convicted of drunkenness within the preceding
12 months who is again convicted of drunkenness shall
be liable for imprisonment for 12 months. The
significance of the section is that it is a sentencing
provision and the issue involved is how we should deal
with people who have the misfortune to be caught up in
the drunkenness syndrome. The bill addresses the issue
raised in the inquiry into Aboriginal deaths in custody
and pointed to in the resulting report that habitual
drunkenness is not an offence that should be treated
from a criminal perspective but that there are many
factors surrounding it that need to be addressed from a
health perspective.
I make the distinction because the intention is not to
repeal either section 13, which refers to persons being
found drunk, and carries a penalty of one unit, or
section 14, which deals with persons who are found
drunk and disorderly and involves penalties on
conviction. Instead we are talking about the concept of
habitual drunkenness. The fundamentally important
point is that it is a shift in policy on the part of the
government to treat habitual drunkenness as a health
issue rather than how it has been dealt with historically.
In that respect the bill should be conunended.
The next point relates to persons who make false
reports to the police. From my time practising in the
law, and from my experience of speaking with police
officers over the years, particularly in country areas,
there is no offence more frustrating to the police than
the making of false reports. Often in country areas a
report is made that a person is lost, which entails the
gathering of police resources and their dispatch, often
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into remote areas, to search for someone who is not lost
at all.
When police respond to an apparently genuine
complaint only to find it has been a ruse and their
efforts have been wasted, understandably they become
frustrated. It is appropriate that police should devote
their resources to situations of genuine need. Situations
such as I have described are not only a waste of time
but they detract from the ability of police officers to
fulfil their role.
Under the bill the maximum penalty will increase from
15 to 120 penalty units. Although that seems to be a
quantum leap the government is seeking to transmit an
important message to the community: that offences of
this nature will not be tolerated. There is a need to
ensure that police expertise is directed to genuine need
rather than wild goose chases. I support that aspect of
the bill. I am certain that police officers will be equally
delighted with the approach because it will address an
issue of crucial importance from their point of view.
The bill also addresses the situation where an individual
who has been charged with an offence has been found
guilty but has not been convicted. Until now doubt has
arisen as a result of judicial interpretations about
whether such an individual can be forced to pay the
cost of fruitless police searches. The bill will address
the issue. I endorse that provision as an appropriate step
forward.
In conclusion, I am pleased to support the bill and I am

sure police officers at large will be delighted to see its
passage through the Parliament. For the reasons I have
stated I am sure the proposed legislation will be a
welcome government initiative in country Victoria.
Ms GILLETT (Werribee)- I also would like to
contribute to the debate on the Summary Offences
(Amendment) Bill. I shall confine my remarks to the
changes to the law on habitual drunkenness. I support
the change that has been made partly as a result of a key
recommendation of the Royal Commission into
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody. I congratulate the
government on coming to the conclusion that
alcoholism is a health problem that needs to be
addressed through various aspects of the health system
and not through the criminal justice system.

However, I look forward to seeing the backup that is
now required to deal with the issue of alcoholism. It is
not enough to simply decriminalise habitual
drunkenness without putting in place the various
strategies critically needed to deal with the disease of
alcoholism. It is not enough to say it is a disease and a
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problem that needs to be addressed outside the criminal
justice system. The government must put in place
appropriate measures that will support that notion. I
look fOlward to those measures being introduced.

need to examine the reasons why some Aboriginals
become involved in alcohol use and abuse to a far
greater extent than other communities. The report of the
royal commission gives an insight into that matter.

It seems odd to decriminalise drunkenness and
acknowledge that alcoholism is an enormous problem
in the community yet not have in place a strategy that
includes an educative program on alcoholism similar to
Turning the Tide as well as the other support systems
needed to deal with that problem. With other drugs that
cause significant problems in the community the first
thing the government does is to introduce an educative
set of reforms - which I support - yet does not
decriminalise that area, which is just as much a health
problem as alcoholism. I therefore look forward to the
government in due course putting before Parliament its
recommended approach for the decriminalisation of
other drugs.

The introduction to volume 2 of the report touches on
this very issue. It is worth reading into Hansard:

It is not enough to have one approach for alcohol and
another for other drugs. Alcoholism may well be a
more established or better understood problem and it
creates less fear in the community than other drugs of
addiction and abuse, but it is my strongly held view that
the same approach should be adopted for all drugs of
addiction that can lead to abuse: they must be
decriminalised and educative programs must be widely
promoted in the community to address these
diseases - it is not enough just to treat the symptoms
of the diseases.

Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - The opposition certainly
supports the bill. There is a need for a fully fledged
debate on the decriminalisation of the act of being
found drunk in a public place. An examination of the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody reveals some very sad
stories. At one stage in my legal career I was fortunate
enough to be involved in the royal commission. I
represented the family of a deceased Aboriginal person
from an outback community in north-western
Queensland who was found hanged in a police cell. He
had attempted to hang himself in the middle of the
Aboriginal community. Because the police believed he
was simply drunk - indeed, he was affected by
alcohol, there is no question or doubt about that - they
thought the best place for him was a police lockup, so
they took him to the lockup despite protests from his
family and friends. A short time later he was found
hanged in his cell.
That is a tragic story that confirms the view that we
must have a better understanding of Aboriginal
communities throughout the country and the effect
dispossession has had on the Aboriginal people. We

In this chapter, perhaps more starkly than in some others, the
issue of the relative powerlessness of Aboriginal people is
very much to the fore. So much of their current situation
vis-a-vis alcohol use can be understood in these terms.
Dispossession from their lands, interference with kinship
systems, destruction of economic resources, weakening of
social control mechanisms: all are signs of disempowerment.
Alcohol and other drugs do not play an essentially causal role
in these processes; the causes are essentially political,
economic and historical in nature. Alcohol (in particular) is
involved, however, in the destructive downward spiral so
often seen: the synergistic relationship between the
disempowerment of Aboriginal people in general and
self-destructive drinking behaviour reflecting the individual's
response to, and expression of, this disempowerment.

That is certainly what I found in Aboriginal
communities like those at Mornington Island and
Doomadgee Mission in north-western Queensland:
disempowennent, frustration and the impression that to
a large extent those communities were out of sight, out
of mind for the then Queensland government. That led
to a sense of uselessness, with the result that Aboriginal
people took to the bottle. And why wouldn't they? I am
sure many members of this house would do exactly the
same thing. If they felt hopeless, neglected, dejected
and disempowered; if their land had been taken away
from them; and if they felt totally dependent on
handouts from a government that they perceived had
stolen their land from them, naturally they would look
for any outlet they could find.
Alcohol is a way of numbing the pain in many
Aboriginal communities. Of course, further pain came
with indulging in alcohol because the police were able
to use the offence of drunkenness simply to take many
Aboriginal people off to the local watch-houses. That
has happened not just in Queensland but throughout
Australia. Some figures released by the royal
commission show that a far higher percentage of
Aboriginal people than non-Aboriginal people across
Australia have been arrested simply for being
intoxicated. I can say from my own experience in
north-western Queensland that on many occasions this
was used as an excuse for police to lock Aboriginal
people up in watch-houses and give them a decent
thumping along the way, in many cases not because
they were causing disturbances but simply because it
was a bit of a sport for the coppers to go Aboriginal
bashing on Saturday nights. This was not in the 1860s
or 1890s but in the late 19805 and the 1990s. It is still
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happening today, and that is unfortunate. The law can
be used to arrest Aboriginal people for being drunk.
At page 204 of the report on Aboriginal deaths in
custody a table sets out the percentage of Aboriginal
people as opposed to non-Aboriginal people who were
taken into police custody in August 1988 for the
offence of drunkenness. A note under the table says:
People apprehended and placed in protective custody owing
to intoxication, where it is not an offence, are not included in
this analysis of offences.

So in some states drunkenness was not an offence.
These figures deal only with those states where
drunkenness was an offence, and that included Victoria.
The statistics show that 46.4 per cent of Aboriginal
people taken into custody were apprehended for
drunkenness as opposed to 23.4 per cent of
non-Aboriginal people - a huge difference.
Even in states where simply being intoxicated on its
own was not an offence one finds that 22 per cent of
Aboriginal males and 19 per cent of Aboriginal
females, a total of 21 per cent of Aboriginal people, had
been arrested simply for being drunk as opposed to a
total of8 per cent of non-Aboriginal people. There is a
huge difference in the numbers and percentages of
Aboriginal people who in the past have been arrested
pod no doubt still are being arrested simply for being
drunk. That is why I say we have to have a debate on
public drunkenness.
I commend the Attorney-General for introducing this
legislation because it abolishes the offence of habitual
drunkenness. That goes some way, but in my view
nowhere near far enough, towards implementing the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody. In November 1990 in
this place the then Treasurer, Mr Tom Roper, attempted
to introduce legislation that would have mirrored the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody. He introduced the Public
Drunkenness (Decriminalisation) Bill and made a
number of comments. At page 2911 of Hansard he is
reported as having said:
The law on public drunkenness can be traced back to 1606
when the English Parliament passed an act 'for oppressing the
odious and loathsome sin of drunkenness'. Obviously
attitudes have changed significantly since that time, and
public drunkenness itself is no longer perceived as so heinous
as to warrant punishment by detention and conviction.
Similarly, it is accepted that criminalisation does not operate
as a deterrent against acts of further public drunkenness'.

Mr Roper went on to talk about Aboriginal deaths in
custody and said that the bill implemented the proposal
for and authorised the apprehension and detention of
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persons intoxicated in public under certain
circumstances. He said that the bill would allow a
person to be released, released into the care of another,
taken home or into a sobering-up centre, or taken to a
police station or lockup. He went on to say that the
intrusion on a person's liberty should be no more than
was absolutely necessary, and finally:
The bill implements the govemment's commitment to
decriminalisation of the archaic offence of public
drunkenness. However it also illustrates the government's
concern to ensure this social problem is not ignored. For this
reason the bill provides an alternative means of dealing with
persons who are intoxicated in public and who are a
significant risk to themselves or are likely to cause harm to
themselves or others. There is recognition of the need to
protect intoxicated persons and the community in a humane
manner which does not unduly infringe on the rights of the
intoxicated person. As in many other areas, this requires a
delicate balancing of interests. It is also anticipated that by
implementing the recommendations of the interim report of
the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody.
the bill should play a part in preventing such deaths from
occurring in the future.

They are the very pertinent comments made by
Mr Roper on that occasion. Unfortunately the bill was
not passed by Parliament. It was opposed by the then
opposition and a number of reasons were given for that.
In March 1991 when commenting on the bill the then, I
assume, shadow Attorney-General, Mrs Wade, said the
opposition's major concern about the bill was that it
appeared to have no community support. She said she
had spoken to many people about the proposed
legislation and had not come across anybody who
supported the bill. She said:
Many people feel that this bill is sending the wrong message
to the community. They are already concerned about the
increased licensing hours, which mean that in some
municipalities there are drunken people on the streets at all
hours of the night and the early morning. People in the
community are concerned about the large number ofliquor
licences that have been issued in this state in recent times so
that liquor licensees are forced to compete against each other
in ways-

I hope times have changed since 1990 and 1991 and
that there is a more appropriate understanding of the
fact that dnmkenness - alcoholism - ought be treated
as a health issue, not a crime, and that we are moving as
a society, as other states have already done, to abolish
the offence of public drunkenness altogether as was
recommended by the Royal Commission into
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody.
The honourable member for Balwyn, now the
honourable member for Box Hill, contributed to that
debate in March 1991 and also opposed the legislation
introduced by Mr Roper. He is quoted at page 699 of
Hansard of 26 March 1991 as having said:
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Why should such a person -

that is, a person who is found drunk be looked after and then released without any cost to that
person?

That is the old economic rationalism coming through
again. He went on to say:
If the government intends to press on with the use of
sobering-up units, the bill should include a provision that, in
appropriate circumstances, the person causing the trouble and
inconvenience to the state should be required to reimburse the
state.

That is a very interesting attitude to public drunkenness,
and it is not what was recommended by the Royal
Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody. The
royal commission made it clear that public drunkenness
should be decriminalised. Recommendation 79 of the
99 recommendations by the royal commission stated
that public drunkenness should be decriminalised. A
report published by Chris Cunneen and David
McDonald about the implementation of the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody entitled Keeping
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander People out of
Custody talks about the rationale behind the

recommendation to decriminalise drunkenness. The
report states at page 105:
It is important to note that the royal commission viewed the
decriminalisation of public drunkenness as 'possibly the most
important' diversionary measure, particularly with regard to
police custody. The commission understood that it is critical
that decriminalisation be accompanied by the establishment
of a sufficient number of alternatives to the police cells, i.e.
sobering-up facilities. The observed increase in the number of
police detentions for public drunkenness, following
decriminalisation, generally represents both poor police
management and lack of availability of alternative facilities.
The royal commission considered it essential that the
procedures be in place to ensure that police use alternative
facilities, when they are available, rather than an 'easy option'
of holding intoxicated people in the cells.

I hope there will be continuing debate on this serious
issue, and it is important that when we as a society-I
hope it is sooner rather than later - eventually
decriminalise drunkenness there will be appropriate
facilities and backup for people in the same situation as
those who are currently being taken off to police cells.
Of course there can still be the relevant offences of
behaving in a disorderly manner, offensive behaviour
and the like, but when people are simply drunk,
minding their own business and happen to be in a
public place, civilised society ought to be looking for
alternative ways to deal with them rather than chucking
them into the lockup. As we know from the past, that
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has caused all sorts of problems, including the fact that
many Aboriginal people have been found hanged in
cells simply because they have been locked up there for
being drunk. Other people have harmed themselves and
have been in need of some sort of health assistance
rather than being subjected to the easy response given
by police and society, 'Well, they are boozed, so whack
them in a police lockup'.
The Cunneen report says that all states except Victoria,
Queensland and Tasmania have decriminalised public
drunkenness. It refers specifically to Victoria and states:
In Victoria, one of the states which has not decriminalised
public drunkenness, it has been argued by government that
decriminalisation was not simply applicable to Aboriginal
people. Aboriginal people in Victoria were not the bulk of the
people coming into the system through drunkenness laws or
public order laws. Therefore, the development of the CJPs
represented a half-way solution which is supposed to give the
same outcome as decriminalisation ...
The most recent Victorian police statistics show that there
was a 96.8 per cent increase in public drunkenness charges
between 1993-94 and 1994-95. The total charges for 'drunk
in public place' in 1994-95 were 1348 '"
The decriminalisation of public drunkenness in Victoria is a
key issue, according to the Alias and James ( 1996) report.
The figures show that Aboriginal people are overrepresented
by a factor of 14.7 in charges of drunkenness compared to
non-Aboriginal people during their five-year study period.
This offence category had the highest level of
overrepresentation.

It repeats the concern that Aboriginal people are
overrepresented in police lockups and cells and gaols
and, in the main, are charged with drunkenness. I
commend the Attorney-General for going part of the
way and abolishing the offence of being an habitual
drunkard, but as a civilised society we should go further
and fully implement the recommendations of the Royal
Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody.
Of course, it is not just Aboriginal people who are
being abused by the system and are facing dire
consequences from time to time when they are locked
up in police cells for being drunk. Articles in both the
Herald Sun and the Age two weeks ago referred to a
woman named Belinda Morris who was arrested on
30 October after attending a Workcover rally while
waiting at Flinders Street station for a train. She was
charged with being drunk in a public place and resisting
arrest. It was alleged by Ms Morris that she was bashed
by police after her arrest. She was charged with the
usual add-on offences such as resisting arrest and
assaulting police. Anyone who has represented people
in Magistrate Courts knows that those charges come in
threes and fours. She was bricked up, so to speak.
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She defended those charges, was found not guilty and
was awarded costs. The magistrate preferred her
version of events to that of the police. That again shows
that because we have that simple offence of being
drunk in a public place people, mainly Aboriginal
people but some non-Aboriginal people, will continue
to be locked up, often at the whim of police officers,
and that is inappropriate. This should be treated as a
health issue rather than a legal issue.
I congratulate the Attorney-General on introducing the

bill, but I urge her to revisit the Tom Roper bill and
decriminalise the offence of drunkenness. We should
have a debate about it and get feedback from the
community. I would hope society has grown up
sufficiently to take this issue more seriously following
the recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody.
The provision relating to increased penalties for people
who make false reports to the police has been dealt with
adequately by the honourable member for South
Gippsland. The penalties have been increased
significantly - from $1500 to $12 000 - and the
maximum gaol tenn has also been increased.
I understand the problems police have when people
make false reports. They put in long hours of work to
investigate matters and it sometimes occurs that the
person who has made the false report, although found
guilty of an offence, has no conviction recorded against
him or her. The bill makes it clear that even though no
conviction is recorded against a person he or she can
still be up for the costs involved in the investigation.
Magistrates will be able to impose added expenses on a
person who has been found guilty of making a false
complaint to the police, including the remuneration of
members of the police force.
The opposition does not oppose the provision because it
provides for judicial discretion. Although the penalties
have been increased significantly, the magistrate or
judge has discretion to take the circumstances into
account. In my limited experience in this area I have
sometimes found that people who make false
complaints suffer from a psychiatric illness. Of course,
there are vexatious people who like to put the police to
the test and get them involved in frivolous exercises,
but some people suffering from emotional trauma or
mental illness go the police because they find it
comforting to go to a police station and make a report
to the police about a crime that did not take place,
which is a false report. They get an inner glow from it
and take some comfort from the fact in following up
their complaints members of the police force see them
regularly. Although the legislation will allow them to
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be subject to far harsher penalties than thev would
otherwise have been, the opposition does ~ot oppose
the legislation because judicial discretion still applies.

In summing up the Attorney-General may explain
where the push for increased penalties has come from. I
am not aware of an increase in the number of
complaints made to the police. The Attorney-General
may indicate whether the penalty provision is being
introduced as a deterrent because of the increasing
number of false complaints made to the police.
In conclusion, the legislation is welcomed. I have
focused on its main thrust - the abolition of the
offence of habitual drunkenness - but we should go
further and have a debate about the offence of public
drunkenness.
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General)- I found it
heartening to listen to the debate this afternoon. Almost
without exception the large number of speakers have
spoken briefly and to the point and have generally
supported the bill. That is not always the case in this
place.
A number of honourable members made the point that
excessive use of drugs or alcohol is a health issue, and
of course that is true. Everybody in this place agrees
with that, but I point out that it is not always the case
that when people under the influence of drugs or
alcohol come in contact with the law they are suffering
a health problem. There can be circumstances where
someone is out of control or engaged in some unlawful
activity while under the influence of drugs where that
person does not have a health problem.
Nevertheless, the government is sympathetic to the
health problem issue, and in addition to this bill a
number of policy changes have been made to deal with
those circumstances. People charged with habitual
drunkenness are usually suffering from a health
problem, which has been recognised in this piece of
legislation.
The honourable members for Bendigo West, Berwick
and Niddrie referred to the abolition of the offence of
public drunkenness recommended by the report on
Aboriginal deaths in custody. As explained by the
honourable member for Niddrie, in 1990 the previous
government put forward legislation to abolish that
offence but it was defeated by the coalition parties in
another place. The honourable member has pointed out
comments I made during that debate, and I refer briefly
to it and explain why the coalition parties did not
support the legislation.
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The major concerns were not those referred to by the
honourable member for Niddrie. The coalition was
concerned that the bill did not appear to have
community support, but the major concern was the
effect decriminalisation had had in other states. From
memory we looked at the situation in New South Wales
and South Australia and found that people who were
drunk were still arrested - I don't believe' arrested'
was the word used and have been racking my brains to
remember what it was - taken into custody and put in
police cells. The only real difference was that that
person had no right to appear before a court.
That applied particularly in South Australia, which did
not have a significant number of sobering-up centres
and there was therefore no independent arbitrator to
make a determination that the person had been properly
detained. It was felt that that was not a satisfactory
solution to the problem. It was also found in South
Australia that following decriminalisation the number
of people detained in police cells was significantly
greater - my memory is that it was something in the
order of 100 per cent greater - than prior to
decriminalisation. The coalition parties concluded that
unless there were sobering-up centres that was a
significant problem.
There were also concerns that decriminalisation might
mean that the police would charge people affected by
alcohol with the offences mentioned by the honourable
member for Niddrie, such as assaulting police. resisting
arrest, using abusive language and other public order
offences, to replace the public drunkenness offences. In
some cases those offences cany higher penalties than
the public drunkenness offence, and that did not appear
to be a step in the right direction.
I recall asking the then government what its proposals
were for sobering-up centres because I felt that if
money was provided for those centres the legislation
could be supported, but the unequivocal answer was
that there was no intention of establishing additional
sobering-up centres in Victoria to those being
established by the then commonwealth government.
Money had been provided by the commonwealth
government for a number of sobering-up centres
particularly directed at the Aboriginal community, and I
think the Hansard record of the debate will show it was
not intended to establish any further sobering-up
centres.
Since the current government has come to power the
funds that would be required to establish sobering-up
centres in the numbers required if public drunkenness
were decriminalised have not been available. That is a
matter for the future, but I think honourable members
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opposite would agree insufficient funds are available
for crucial government services such as health and
education. Until those high priority areas are dealt with
I do not believe we are in a position to move on to the
question of sobering-up centres.
I meet with the Victorian Aboriginal Justice Advisory
Committee and have explained to its members the
government's view about decriminalising public
drunkenness. They do not necessarily agree with my
views but they certainly understand them. They raised
with me the possibility of decriminalising habitual
drunkenness, and as a result I put to cabinet and the
coalition parties the proposal to abolish the offence of
habitual drunkenness that is before the house today. As
the honourable member for Mildura said, it is not an
offence used frequently but it is important that it be
taken off the statute book.
The honourable member for Morwell spoke of his
concern about health issues and particularly health
issues relating to drunkenness and the use of drugs in
the Koori community. I agree that the bill does not
completely answer the problem. However, the
government has been concerned, in its Turning the Tide
program, to deal with health issues across the board,
including the criminal justice system. A number of
changes have been made to sentencing. A strategy has
been established where people arrested for the first time
for offences involving drugs will receive educational
material telling them the effects of drugs on their
health. If people are arrested on subsequent occasions
or for more serious offences there is a greater capacity
to provide treatment in conjunction with
community-based orders or intensive correction orders.
In the case of people facing gaol sentences, we now
have a sentence combining imprisonment and treatment
both in prison and on the person's return to the
community.
At the prison in Bendigo much effort has been put into
providing the best advice and services on drug
problems so that people may take part in programs to
better equip them for their return to the community,
hopefully as law-abiding citizens without a drug or
alcohol problem.
I was distressed recently to read a report in the
newspaper of a woman released from prison with a
certificate stating she had participated in a drug
program who on release had taken an overdose and was
found collapsed in the street, still with her certificate,
but her life could not be saved. That, unfortunately, can
be the case, particularly with women prisoners, and the
government is making every effort to overcome that
problem.
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Many members have spoken on provisions concerning
the making of false reports to the police. The
honourable member for Berwick provided a detailed
run down on those new provisions and their flexibility.
The honourable member for Niddrie asked whether
there has been a great increase in false reports to the
police. I do not know the answer to that. This is part of
the government's overhaul of the criminal justice
system. We are looking at penalties right across the
system to ensure they are appropriate for the particular
offences involved. To the best of my knowledge that is
the only reason for the provision. I am not aware that
we have received any representations from the police.
The honourable member for Niddrie also talked about
people who make false reports because of mental
illness. It is true that is a problem. It is unfortunate that
in a number of different areas right across the criminal
justice system we have to cope with people who suffer
from mental illness. It is a matter of concern to the
government and the courts - the Magistrates Court in
particular - are developing diversion programs geared
to dealing with people in those circumstances.
I thank all members for their contributions to the debate
and for their support.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

VALUATION OF LAND (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 February; motion of
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management).

Ms GARBUTT (Bundoora)- The bill is small and
straightforward. However, the opposition will not
support the bill wholeheartedly because it has concerns,
which I will outline. The bill makes two major changes
to the valuation of land. The first is to ensure that local
councils across Victoria make valuations at least once
every two years. Currently most metropolitan councils
value land every four years, although the Melbourne
City Council undertakes a revaluation every year.
Currently rural councils may not value land more than
once in six years. The bill will mean a major change for
some councils and will at least double the requirements
for others to undertake valuations.
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Secondly, councils must return the data on valuations
before 30 June of the year in which they are made.
Valuations must be carried out quickly rather than
being spread over two years to meet a two-yearly
cycle - they must be done within six months. As a
result of this major change for councils they will have
to undertake valuations more often and more quickly
than previously, with the exception of the Melbourne
City Council.
Valuations change property values for rating purposes,
most notably for local councils but also for other
authorities that use property valuations to estimate
liability for taxes and rates. The change has the
advantage of being more equitable for property owners.
When properties are valued only once every four years
major movements in the market can mean people will
face great leaps in the values of their properties and the
rates to which they are liable.
All honourable members have had the experience of
being approached by constituents who had experienced
enormous jumps in their rates because their properties
had been revalued and were suddenly worth a whole lot
more. However, it can work the other way. Over recent
years we have seen examples where property values
have fallen, particularly in relation to other properties in
the same city or municipality, and in those cases the
level of rates may also have fallen had there been more
frequent valuations.
The change will even out sudden jumps in property
values and rates. It will be more equitable because
people whose property values are falling will have that
reflected in the valuation. Those whose property values
are increasing will pay more but there will not be those
sudden hikes that cause people such concern because it
upsets their budgeting and means they may have to find
a lot more than they were expecting. So it does have
some benefits to property owners.
However, it is still up to local councils to set the level
of the rates according to the property values, so if
property rates increase councils still have the option of
lowering the rate in the dollar they charge. It is not a
direct relationship, but it is often closely enough related
for all honourable members to have received
complaints about it. One problem is that in many areas,
particularly rural areas, properties values do not change
all that frequently. The requirement to value every two
years will impose extra costs on councils and may not
reflect any movement in property values at all.
I raise some concerns that have been raised with me by
councils. The first one is the cost of the change. The
Municipal Association of Victoria has made the point
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that I made just a moment ago - that in many areas
where there are minimal changes in value and minimal
levels of developmental activity local councils will not
benefit from more frequent valuations. And even where
there are changes in property values more frequent
valuations will involve costs to councils.
A letter from the Municipal Association of Victoria
expresses that concern as follows:
The major concern of councils and the MA V therefore relates
to councils being adequately compensated for increased costs

incurred by them and for any loss of revenue from the sale of
valuations as compared with the present situation. Each
council has a heavy investment in its property data (including
valuations) which has been accumulated at considerable cost
to its community over many years and there should be put in
place adequate measures to ensure that councils' investments
are not merely appropriated by the government or by some
other agency with which it chooses to deal.

The association raises that cost issue, which is
common to many councils. Banyule City Council my local council- has estimated the cost to it at more
than $200 000 over a two-year period. A letter from
the council states:
The amount and type of information to be collected is
extensive and will require the engagement of consultant
valuers, by most councils, in order to achieve the time lines
set. Only a small amount of money is available to council to
offset this cost estimated by us to be in the order ofS200 ()()()
over a two-year period.

It is not a small cost but a major imposition on local
councils when the government has constrained the
capacity of local councils to raise rates and has pushed
extra responsibilities onto them.
In her second-reading speech the minister said that a
$3 million program will assist with the proposed
development. However, that money will pay for the
transfer of records from the current manual systems,
such as card indexes, to a computerised system; it will
not go anywhere near meeting the $200 000 cost to the
council of the City of Banyule. I expect that most
councils, particularly those in the rapidly growing outer
suburbs of Melbourne, will be facing considerably
higher costs than the government is proposing to
subsidise.

The problem is that while councils are being forced to
undertake extra responsibilities the government is
making a token gesture of support but is not really
providing for the increased cost to councils. Local
government will have extra responsibilities but a
limited capacity to revenue - a deliberate policy of the
government. Although the rate cap has been removed
strict limits still apply to rate increases. The government
is holding down revenue but pushing on to local
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government the burden of increased costs and
responsibilities. We will see services cut to pay for the
government's initiative.
I need only turn to my local newspapers of last week to
see what is happening. An article in the Whittlesea Post
of 18 March refers to an organisational audit report
received by the Whittlesea council on the
commissioners' period of office. The report makes for
very interesting reading because it undermines all the
government's claims about its local government
policies. It found that the government had so limited
revenue and increased responsibilities on local councils
that Whittlesea council was severely constrained in
what it wanted to do.
The article states:
The audit found the council could not rely on its level of cash
reserves and surplus to fund the demand for capital works.
Mayor Sam Alessi said that as a result council would not be
able to provide the level of services and capital works
infrastructure in the future that was provided in the past

In other words, services have been cut by council
because of the impact of the state government's
policies on local government, and the problem will be
exacerbated.

Local government restructuring, which was supposed to
bring enormous benefits to local government through
savings and efficiencies, has been found in the case of
Whittlesea to have cost $10 million plus administration
costs and commissioner payments while it saved only
$3 million. The council has been done over
considerably by the state government's policies on local
government. It has been another imposition forced on
local government by the state government without
adequate compensation - without the money
following the imposition of responsibilities.
The Heidelberger of 18 March, which covers the
Banyule area, carries an article headed' A year in
review for council'. When I read through the comments
of the seven local councillors I was struck by the fact
that every one of them said that they did not have
enough money to do what they wanted. Cr Don
McLean, from Ibbott ward, who is the mayor, is
reported as stating:
... one of the biggest challenges facing the council was to
meet the growing demand for council works and services.

Cr Brooks is reported as having said:
... he believed one of the biggest issues that faced the council
was providing community services despite cuts in state and
federal funding.
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er Merv Gibson is reported as stating that:
... the biggest hurdle was to balance community expectations
with the funds council had available.

er Michael Peacock was also quoted as follows:
One of the biggest hurdles was the restrictions imposed by the
state government.
'It would be foolish to ignore the state government is intent
on restricting what local government is able to do'.

Every one of those councillors complained about the
same problems - interference by the state
government - limiting what they can collect but
placing more and more cost burdens on them. The bill
will do exactly that.
The second point I raise is the compatibility of the data
that is collected. An aim of the program is to ensure that
every council has the same computer program and its
data is in the same form so it can be integrated with
other forms of data and sold or passed around. That will
provide a considerable benefit for the state government
but not for the local government bodies that are paying
for it.
In an article published in a Land Victoria publication,
Update, the Valuer-General states:
Valuation best practice will also deliver high quality data that
is consistent between and within local government and state
government - probably for the first time.

Although that is laudable, the main benefit will be to
the state government rather than local government, so
the state government should be paying for it. Instead,
the cost will be borne by local councils. As is evident
in Banyule and will be evident in municipalities around
the state, the change will be of limited benefit to local
government and of major benefit to the state
government. Despite that the cost will be borne by
local government.
The $3 million for the program I referred to earlier will
come from the Estate Agents Guarantee Fund. That
amount is to be spread around all councils, so it will be
divided into very small slices. The fund is made up of
interest gained mainly from tenants' bond money which
has been paid into trust accounts and which will be
applied mainly for the benefit of the state government.
The state government will benefit from the use of pes
and the compatibility of data collected and applied
electronically, but the two sources of money for the
program are local ratepayers and the fund.
I question the use of the Estate Agents Guarantee Fund
for a state government purpose. If the change is of
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value to the government it should be paid for by the
government; it should not be paid for by a fund that is
made up of tenants' money and by forcing councils to
pay for it. Although it will be the major beneficiary the
government is paying for none of it. It is another case of
the government dipping into ratepayers' and tenants'
pockets to pay for a program that is of benefit mainly to
itself.
Some privacy issues arise about information on
databases. The Valuer-General has said that the
information will be passed around. I quote again from
the issue of Update on valuation best practice:
He emphasised that councils would find opportunities to
package and market municipal data.
'There are increasingly information-hungry audiences out
there', he said.

We need some assurance from the government on to
whom the data can be sold, as it will be property
data - that is, details of the ownership of each piece
of privately owned property across the state. We need
to understand clearly how that information will be
used, to whom it will be sold, whether it can be sold to
anybody and who can look at the data. Given the
increasing sophistication of technology and databases,
and the sensitivity of the information on them, such
privacy issues are paramount. I ask the government to
address the opposition's concerns about the bill,
because of which the opposition does not
enthusiastically support the bill.
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - I am pleased the
opposition is not opposing the bill, no matter how
half-hearted the support offered by the honourable
member for Bundoora has been. It is good to see that
recently the honourable member for Bundoora has seen
fit to support the government on proposed legislation.
Perhaps it demonstrates a growing maturity on her part;
perhaps her declining years on the front bench have
made her more reflective. Later I shall deal with some
of the issues she raised in her contribution.

In supporting the bill I first want to give some
background to the development of the legislation and
its history.
In March 1996 in its election policy the coalition said:
Councils are required at present to revalue properties in their
municipality every four years in metropolitan areas and every
six years in country Victoria. This unnecessarily complicates
the effect of any change in the absolute or relative value of
properties. and the resulting shifts in rates paid by different
categories of ratepayers.
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With the application of new computer technology, councils
should be able to operate a valuation system which better
reflects current property values.
The coalition, therefore, will establish a statewide on-line
valuation system under the auspices of the Valuer-General so
that valuation data can be made consistent across the state and
fluctuations in property values associated with valuation can
be minimised.

That was the policy adopted by the coalition and taken
to the people of Victoria in March 1996. The policy
was endorsed by the people of Victoria and, following
the government's re-election in March 1996, the firm
of Arthur Andersen was commissioned to do a
business case study on land valuation. In 1997 it
released a detailed report which examined three
possible scenarios, one of which was referred to as the
virtual valuer. This was effectively done by automatic
means so that one would have real-time current
property values. It was all flashing lights and gadgets, a
model which computer boffins and whiz-kids preferred
but about which people in the property industry were
justifiably nervous because significant problems could
have developed with this model given that nobody had
achieved such a model anywhere else in the world.
There was hesitancy about whether it could be done in
time.
The option preferred by Arthur Andersen was called
data partnering, which was defined as shared
accountability between state and local government.
That option was further considered by a reference
group appointed by the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management after she received the report. It is
worth looking at what Arthur Andersen said about
property valuations in the introduction to its report:
Property valuations in Victoria is the basis for collecting
S1.3 billion of rates by local government, $0.4 billion of land
tax State Revenue Office (SRO) and some water authority
charges.
Victoria is unique in Australia in that it does not separate
rating and valuation authority.

That is a potential conflict of interest that is worth
looking at some time in the future. In most other
jurisdictions the responsibility for valuing land is
separate from that of charging rates on that land. I
imagine there are good reasons for doing that.
So far the Victorian system has served us reasonably
well. At this stage the government sees no reason to
separate those powers, although I would not rule out
discussion on that matter in future.
The Victorian land valuation system is relatively low
cost but has a number of shortcomings, which can be
summarised as follows: there is a lack of fundamental
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property value and land use information and a failure to
define the customer well. The customers are more than
just the landowners. Many people are interested in
information on land valuations across the state and in
trends, concepts and areas of change, so there is
substantial value in having good information available
to potential customers.
In addition there are currently at least 83 different
databases that share property-related data, but they do
not all talk to one another. This systems environment
has a multiplicity of hardware and software systems
lacking any meaningful integration. An enormous
amount of manual and repetitive work is required on an
individual property valuation basis.
The integrity of the data is extraordinarily variable, and
the performance of valuers in different areas is
questionable. Lengthy cycle times of four to six years
means that much of the information is out of date when
it is first used let alone when it is finally used. Finally,
there are many major redundancies, apparently due to
manual transfer of information.
Arthur Andersen looked at three models for change:
option 1 was incremental change, which was to take the
industry and the parties involved in land valuation
along a step-by-step process to a better procedure.
Option 2 was data partnering, with local and state
government sharing equity and defined accountability.
Option 3 was the virtual valuer, which was a higher
risk, maximised technology solution.
The Arthur Andersen preferred option was data
partnering on the basis that it provided a far better
model within a reasonable time frame and in the firm's
view was affordable.
When the report was handed to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management she required
further advice and comments from people involved in
the property industry and land valuation across the
state. A reference group was made up of representatives
from a wide range of organisations and municipalities,
including the Municipal Association of Victoria, which
the honourable member for Bundoora mentioned
earlier; the Institute of Municipal Management; the
Australian Institute of Valuers and Land Economists;
the Municipal Group of Valuers, the Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry, the
Victorian Farmers Federation, the Property Council of
Australia and the following municipalities: Baw Baw,
Delatite, Central Goldfields, West Wimmera, Greater
Bendigo, Moyne, Melton, Darebin, Monash, Port
Phillip, Melbourne, Cardinia and Wyndham.
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Anyone who looks at that list will see it includes a
range of municipalities from regional cities to rural and
metropolitan areas. The City of Melbourne, the
growing outer suburban areas and the inner
metropolitan areas with complex property holdings are
included, as are remote rural municipalities and
regional cities. This was a representative group of
municipalities. I very much doubt that there was a
problem or issue relating to land valuation at the local
government level that one of these municipalities had
not experienced or dealt with on a regular basis.
The minister asked me to chair that reference panel.
The panel met during the latter months of 1996 and
early in 1997 and it was a very interesting group. Some
people on the panel remembered the valuation system
from the days when valuers rode around on horseback
with notebooks in their pockets and saw Fred the
farmer and said, 'Okay, this is what you are growing
and this is what your property's worth. Bill down the
road sold out two years ago and got 5 quid an acre'.
However, there were also up-market, up-to-date
municipal councils that had significant subdivision or
redevelopment occurring in their areas. For them
property revaluations were a significant issue and a
major source of additional revenue outside the rate cap
mentioned by the honourable member for Bundoora.
They were interested in having up-to-date information
because they had a vested interest in it - it meant more
rate revenue to them and it was something they could
market.
Our challenge was to come up with reforms that were
acceptable to the remote rural municipalities that did
not have an active or volatile property market, high
demand for subdivision ofland or large fluctuations in
their property values but that were at the same time
workable for the outer urban municipalities where a
large amount of subdivision was occurring, or the inner
metropolitan municipalities where property was being
redeveloped rapidly and regularly.

The recommendations on which the reference panel
finally agreed and which led to the development of this
bill achieve that goal. We now have a program where
remote rural municipalities will be assisted in bringing
their valuation programs up to speed and where the
needs of the highly complex municipalities in the
metropolitan fringe and inner metropolitan areas will
also be met.
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doing it any better than Bill on horseback. They are,
and they will certainly do better in the near future.
Valuers now use many methods to value properties.
They do not always go out to have a look at a farm or
house block. In fact, the Valuation of Land Act
requires them to inspect properties only once every
four years in metropolitan areas and once every six
years in regional areas, and this bill does not change
that requirement.
There is no increase in the requirement for property
visits but there is a requirement to bring the valuations
up to a minimum of a biennial program. That can be
done within the current property visit program because
valuers use a large amount of information in making
judgments. They do not just go and have a look at the
property: they examine property transactions and
transfers over a period, the amount of development,
local government planning approvals and
advertisements and a whole range of information before
making their decisions.

Mr Hamilton - Don't tell me it's a science!

Mr McARTHUR - I would not describe it as a
science, but it is certainly based on more than just a
visit to the property. I do not think people believe any
longer that their property valuations are based on the
valuer pulling up outside their driveway and taking a
walk around the block with a pencil and tape measure.
The process is far more scientific than that; it may not
be an exact science, but it certainly uses more scientific
methods.
The changes the bill introduces are very simple. There
is a change to the return of valuation date. From now
on valuers will have six months in which to get their
valuations started, returned and approved. Previously
the maximum was something approaching two years
from the time a valuation was commenced until the
time it came back to the council, was ticked off and
sent to the Valuer-General for his approval. That is an
extraordinarily long time and it harks back to the days
when valuers rode around on horses. That is no longer
necessary and there is absolutely no reason why any
valuer cannot go around and look at the properties he is
supposed to visit, feed into his laptop computer the
data that is available from any amount of published
information, come up with changes in property values
in the municipalities for which he is doing valuations
and return that information to the local council.

Mr E. R. Smith interjected.

Mr McARTHUR -

The honourable member for
Glen Waverley asks by interjection whether they are

The change means that in future valuations must be
done on no more than a two-year cycle. It is open to
municipalities to do it more frequently if they want to.
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The Melbourne City Council does annual valuations
and will be able to continue to do so in the future. Other
municipalities are aiming to move to an annual
valuation cycle and they will also be able to do that
unimpeded by this legislation; in fact, it will be
encouraged.
The honourable member for Bundoora worried about
the MA V's concerns that councils are not being
assisted enough to cope with the costs of this move. I
make two comments about that. Firstly, given that the
MA V was involved in the reference panel, I wonder
how seriously concerned it is. It appeared to me that by
the end of the discussions of the reference panel the
MA V was quite happy with the recommendations that
were sent to the minister, and the provisions of the bill
are consistent with those recommendations.
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accurate and comparable across municipalities and
therefore marketable.
Many people in the business community are interested
in property values - the way they move, the spots that
are hot and the spots that are not. They are interested in
future trends in property values and recent turnovers in
property, and they are prepared to pay for that
infonnation. When councils have consistent and
accurate information they will have a marketable asset.
That is something that councils involved in this area are
well aware of and happy to deal with. The honourable
member for Bundoora did not mention it, but councils
will benefit from it substantially.
As I mentioned earlier, the smaller councils will have
assistance from the Estate Agents Guarantee Fund to
enable them to establish a computerised database for
their property valuations. The honourable member for
Bundoora complained this was effectively using the
interest on tenants' money for government purposes.

Secondly, although the honourable member mentioned
costs to the municipalities, she failed to mention the
reduction in costs and the savings that will be achieved
through the change. Anybody who has been involved in
local government or land sales for any length of time
will know that whenever a four-yearly valuation in the
metropolitan area or a six-yearly valuation in the
regional area is introduced there is a welter of
objections because values change over a period and
many people see change as an opportunity to reduce
their rates, so they lodge objections to the valuations
and councils invest a large amount of resources in
dealing with the objections and coming to an agreed
figure. The act lays down the process for dealing with
such objections.

The honourable member for Bundoora should have a
good look at where the Estate Agents Guarantee Fund
gets its income because it is my understanding that
every time a property is sold or bought across the state
and a deposit is lodged on that property, the deposit is
put into the estate agent's trust fund and the interest on
that trust fund goes to the Estate Agents Guarantee
Fund. So the property sales industry contributes
substantially to the Estate Agents Guarantee Fund and
will benefit substantially from receiving better
infonnation.

Part of the reason for large numbers of objections,
particularl y when values are moving up or down
rapidly, is the infrequent valuation cycle. The more
frequently property is valued the more likely the value
is to be closer to the mark; the more quickly valuations
are returned to the local councils for incorporation in
their databases and used in their rate assessments the
less likelihood there is of increased numbers of
objections because, again, the value is closer to the
mark. I believe councils will save a substantial amount
of money through this change to the process just in the
area of dealing with objections.

I do not see any problem in enabling the Estate Agents
Guarantee Fund to help to provide better valuations
across Victoria, and I certainly do not believe it is
solely for the benefit of the state government. Indeed,
local councils, the property industry and landowners
will benefit, because if landowners do not have to trot
into council every four or five years and object to the
valuation it is a saving to the landowners as well. This
is sensible legislation that has been developed after
extensive consultation. It is an incremental process; we
are taking this step by step in developing a better
valuation system across Victoria.

Substantial assistance will be available to smaller
councils, particularly those that do not have a
day-tCHiay need for a computerised database of
property information but will be required to move to the
new system. There is no doubt in my mind, and I do not
think there is any doubt among the municipalities, that
metropolitan councils will benefit financially from this
move; they will have consistent information that is

It is also worth noting that in addition to the valuation
databases being improved, the geographic information
systems are also being substantially improved. The
honourable member for Bundoora said - and I take
her up on this - that local councils and tenants are
paying but governments are paying nothing. I point out
to the honourable member that the digital map base is
being substantially improved with the cooperation of
local councils and that work is being financed by the

VALVATION OF LAND (AMENDMENl) BILL
596

ASSEMBLY

state government to the tune of approximately
$4 million. She does not have her facts straight and
does not have any of the information on this issue well
organised. While I welcome her half-hearted support, I
think if she examines the issues she will be much more
enthusiastic in her support for this measure because it is
a sensible step and will benefit the state government by
providing better information on land. It will also benefit
local government, the property industry and
landowners, and on that basis it deserves the support of
all honourable members.
Mr SA VAGE (Mildura) - My support for this
measure is extremely limited because changing the
valuation framework for country councils from six
years to two will significantly increase the cost factor
for country people, whether their properties are visited
or not. The honourable member for Monbulk will be
aware of the enonnous area covered by the Mildura
Rural City Council because his father lives in the
region. It covers 60 000 square kilometres, and
whether the valuation visits are done once every six
years or every two years, the cost will be phenomenal.

The second-reading speech states that there was
significant consultation with councils and the MAV.
Unfortunately the current councillors of the Rural City
of Mildura did not participate in any of that consultation
because it took place when the commissioners were in
office.
A Government Member - They did a very good
job, too!
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and no data is available on crop changes or water price
charges, which all affect the valuation.
Compulsory competitive tendering also restricts
councils in that they cannot give valuers long-tenn
contracts, which will affect continuity of valuation. I
believe the overall changes would not have an impact if
it were left to the councils to choose the valuation time
frame, and I wonder why the government is once again
moving into taking over and interfering in the logical
running oflocal government. For those reasons I
indicate my opposition to the bill.

Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) - As the
honourable member for Bundoora said, the opposition
is not objecting to the bill because it contains some
provisions that are useful for local government, but
there are, as she also said, a number of concerns that
local municipalities have raised with us.
I must say I was somewhat taken aback by the
monumental hypocrisy of the honourable member for
Monbulk who, when the member for Bundoora was
speaking, interrupted with some comments about
Banyule, saying, 'That must be a Labor council; they
want to spend someone else's money'. He went on to
support the bill, which does exactly that: spends
someone else's money. I do not know whether the
honourable member fully understands what the bill
provides, but he seems to have a bit of trouble in lining
up his philosophical ideas.

Mr SA VAGE - That is a debatable point. Why
can't the evaluation time frame be left to the councils to
determine? Councillors are the people on the ground,
and if they fail to heed the changing property prices
they will certainly be the losers. I take the point made
by the honourable member for Monbulk when he said
councils receive a rash of objections when the period is
lengthy, but I think that is purely a democratic process
where people are testing the water.

There is major concern about the fact that the money is
coming from the current Estate Agents Guarantee
Fund, and that is just another example of the state
government changing policy but expecting somebody
else to pay for it. The honourable member for Monbulk
again referred to the policy that the government went
into the 1996 election with, but it contained nothing
about making local councils pay for these moves and
nothing about taking money from the estate agents
fund. Once again councils are being asked to spend a
great deal of money on a process.

The other difficulty with this change to the legislation
is that local valuers are not willing to commit
themselves to performing solely for council valuations.
Because of the complexity and the ground they have to
cover the cost involved is significant, and many
properties have a large number of valuation
components for one assessment. For example, the
grower may have grape or citrus crops that could affect
the value of the property for each type of produce
grown. It could change over a short time. Each
property will have to be visited more than once to
assess whether a supplementary valuation is required,

I have some sympathy for the views of the honourable
member for Mildura; I do not see why it could not have
been a voluntary process or why some flexibility could
not be built into the period involved. Certainly it is a
monumental task to ask of rural shires that have been
brought back from six years to two years, particularly
when the honourable member for Monbulk says, 'It
won't make it harder for councils. They won't have to
do property inspections every two years; they can just
make some sort of calculation based on property values
in other areas and general statistics'. Obviously that is
particularly difficult in rural areas.
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Contrary to what the honourable member for Monbulk
says, if that is the way councils will be rating properties
every two years there will be a monumental increase,
not decrease, in the number of objections to valuations
because people expect valuations to be done in a
precise manner, and to suggest that properties do not
have to be looked at more than once every four or six
years is underestimating what will happen if councils
are to provide accurate information for what he
describes as a marketable asset. For example, my local
council, Moonee Valley, is concerned that this will
cause a substantial
increase--

Mr Hulls -

A very good council.

Mrs MADDIGAN - A very good council, as the
honourable member for Niddrie knows well. and which
works very closely to improve the lot of the residents of
Moonee Valley.
Our council is concerned about the increased costs in
this legislation and estimates that to fulfil its
requirements will cost them about $200 000. They will
receive from the government a $5000 start-up grant to
assist them with computer setting up and they estimate
raising about $69 000, which leaves them with another
$125 000 to fmd to enable them to fulfil the
requirements of this bill. Residents and councils are
becoming heartily sick of the state government
constantly transferring costs across to councils while
continually restricting councils' degree of autonomy in
the way they administer local council regions.
The bill provides strict guidelines while imposing
additional costs on local councils. The honourable
member for Monbulk took some time telling the house
what a great asset this would be to councils in the long
run because they will have, as he put it, a marketable
product. Many residents are interested in being
described as a marketable product; they thOUght they
were residents of a community. They are residents on
this side of the chamber and customers on the other!
Residents are also interested in what this marketable
product will be used for.
The guidelines suggest the information will be available
for other 'rateable' authorities. One wonders what a
'rateable' authority will be under the new regulations
with this state galloping towards privatisation. It has
been said on other occasions that private companies
that now own what used to be public authorities are
often shareholders in other organisations. The
community is concerned about the leakage or sale of
information to be used for commercial purposes which
may not necessarily be in the interests of residents.
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Residents do not want information to be sold without
their agreement. The community has expressed concern
about this in the past.
The bill provides that valuations be undertaken at least
every two years and returned to councils within a
maximum period of six months. The provision supports
the government's policy of casual employment and the
contracting-out of employment. Under the former rules
councils could employ full-time staff with all the
benefits they are entitled to to undertake valuations over
two years, but in the future it will be done in six
months, which will mean further contracting out of
services or the employment of casual staff. Major
concerns have been expressed in local government.
education and other areas about the working conditions
of people who are forced to take on casual and
part-time work. I am concerned about that, especially
for working people.
The government is not addressing the concerns of local
councils when it says that the Municipal Association of
Victoria was part of the working party and therefore
fully endorses the provisions of the bill. The working
party made a number of recommendations, some of
which are not included in the bill, so to claim that it is
fully endorsed by the MA V and a large number of
councils is inaccurate. Although the opposition supports
councils having the flexibility to assess rates every two
years, there is a need for them to have more autonomy
to work out what system of valuation best suits them.
Obviously the established practice of four years in
metropolitan areas and six years in rural areas had a
substantial base, and the legislation moves that base and
makes it particularly hard for rural councils. Many
councils are still suffering the financial problems
imposed on them by the government, and this further
shift of responsibility without taking into account the
real concerns of councils - particularly the financial
problems associated with the measure - should be
deplored.
Councils do not agree entirely with the bill and it is
wrong for government members to claim they do. It
would be reasonable for the government to reassess
some aspects of the bill so that it better meets the needs
of councils. It is a bit like the curate's egg - some
parts are good but a lot is not good. If the government is
interested in the views of the community, as it claims it
is, it should adopt a more flexible approach. In the past
the government has shown that it is most unwilling to
take that approach.

Mr DIXON (Dromana) - This important
legislation affects every landowner in Victoria, which
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has more than 3 million parcels of land. The overriding
organisation in this area is Land Victoria, whose
purposes are:
To contribute to Victoria's development and prosperity
through developing, maintaining and marketing Victoria's
land infonnation and managing our Crown land for the
benefit of the community.

Its vision is to help Victorians maximise the value
created from land. It also states:
Land Victoria's directions and strategies cover afi'ordability,
accessibility, integration, efficiency and refonning ofland
infonnation and services.

Those principles are important when looking at the
efficiency of land valuation, achieving greater
integration of those services and reducing customer
costs. The legislation goes a long way towards meeting
the aims and the vision of Land Victoria.
The legislation is the result of considerable consultation
by a large representative group over a long time. Even
though there have been some complaints about that, the
number of people contacted and the breadth of
organisations that have contributed to the legislation are
considerable.
The current system has some weaknesses that I shall
touch on. Under the present system valuations suffer
from a lack of currency, which has a profound effect on
many organisations. Long time lags in the valuation
process are a difficulty. Significant mismatches in data
occur throughout the state, which is unforgivable.
Whether the municipality is a rural shire or an inner city
council, consistency of data is essential so valuations
can be compared and be more useful.
There is a lack of computer-aided valuation systems. I
was surprised that so many valuations are still written
up in large books, which may have been okay when
Billy was roaming around on horseback along the back
roads of some shires, but computer-aided valuation
systems are more efficient and would make the process
work better.
We have minimal standards of contract valuation and
supervision of those contracts. Again there is a huge
variance in shires and councils. There is major
duplication of the data being used in the valuation
system, and with duplication come increased costs and
inefficiencies. The less duplication the better for
society, and in this age of information technology there
is no need for duplication and the additional costs it
brings to the community. There is a lack of statewide
property information, which is vital for planning
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authorities and cornnlUnity groups. The legislation
enables best valuation practice to be followed.
One of the most obvious changes the bill will bring
about is minimum biennial valuations. Valuations can
be done at any time from one to six years, but they will
be more up to date and the system will be more
efficient if they are done every two years. More
importantly, the valuation information will be fed back
to councils quickly. The maximum period for return is
six months, which will make the information more
relevant and more useable.
We will have a far more high-tech approach, a safer
approach. We need not worry about privacy issues. The
sort of information that the honourable member for
Essendon referred to as opening up an abuse of privacy
is already out there and available to the public. There is
absolutely no change in that. The computer systems
with the right safeguards really enhance privacy. We
will also have, and this is important because it will
mean improved efficiency and reduced costs, a far
higher standard of contracts and contract supervision.
A large part of the cost of enabling this program to be
implemented will come from a $3 million contribution
from the Estate Agents Guarantee Fund. It is mistaken
to think that that money will come straight out of the
pockets of people who rent properties. The primary
source of the money in the guarantee fund is the interest
earned from purchasers' deposits paid to estate agents
and the interest on surplus funds. Interest from tenants'
bonds is only a minor component.
The bill is a good example of the government's
commitment to retorm, not just tor the sake of
reform but in the interests of providing far better and
more efficient services to the community and enabling
a whole range of people to make savings. The valuation
ofland is a fertile ground for cost savings and improved
efficiency.
The Valuer-General, Mr Jack Dunharn, when
describing the current system, said:
For some councils valuation has been a little like trying to
drink from a cup with no handles and a hole in the bottom.
Your information is draining away and what you do have left
is difficult to get your hands on.

This legislation will put the handles on the cup and
also plug the hole. I commend it to the house.
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) - I support the
Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill with reservations,
as do most members of the opposition. Many points
have been raised, and I echo the comments of the
honourable member for Bundoora concerning the City
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of Ban yule, which I am sure the honourable member
for Dromana would be interested in as his parents,
brother and sister-in-law live in that municipality.
Honourable members interjecting.
~r LANGDON I know the honourable member
for Bundoora has eloquently raised this point, but I
want to back up her comments. The council's principal
concern is the substantial financial resourcing it will
require to implement the program. It will not be easy
for the council. During my discussions with the valuer
at the City of Banyule he pointed out that when the
municipality was created out of the fonner City of
Heidelberg and the Diamond Valley and Eltham shires
it employed six valuers. There is now one valuer and a
cadet to take on that workload.

As was mentioned earlier in the debate, the system will
probably involve outsourcing. Not only the City of
Banyule but other councils are concerned that, with
more than 70 councils in Victoria all of which will
have to carry out these valuations and all of which
have reduced numbers of staff valuers, there will be a
lot of outsourcing. Not many companies do this work,
so prices will go up, and those increased costs will be
borne by ratepayers. Councils in Victoria have reduced
staff numbers to make ends meet and the introduction
of a program of valuations every two years will force
them to outsource the whole lot, but at a cost.
The other point raised with me by the valuer for the
City of Banyule is the seed funding the government is
giving the council for the computer program it wants to
install. As it usually does, the government is providing
insufficient funds to do the work required. The council
will have to spend money for the computer program it
requires to do the task set out for it under this
legislation.
As the honourable member for Bundoora has already
indicated, the City of Banyule has complained to all
honourable members within its boundaries, of which
my electorate is the southern part, about the state
government passing on recurrent costs to councils. All
councils have been spoken to about this in one way or
another over the past 12 months. I noticed an earlier
inteIjection from an honourable member opposite, who
said it must be a Labor council. I point out that the City
of Ban yule's first mayor was not a Labor councillorin fact we do not have Labor councillors, although we
might have a councillor who is a member of the Labor
Party - but an Independent. Even he has complained
about ongoing costs being passed on to the City of
Banyule by the state government.
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Although the opposition basically supports the bill, it
has strong reservations about it. There is no doubt
councils will face additional costs because of the
inadequate seed funding for computer programs and the
outsourcing that will be required to employ valuers.
The bill is a good idea. The minister's second-reading
speech refers to a lot of consultation, but there is
consultation and consultation. Clearly, the government
has told councils what it wants to do and that is what it
defines as consultation. I do not know whether it would
listen to councils. From the way it acts I suspect the
government is listening to very few people these days,
and this is an example again of that failure to listen.
I support the bill, although I have strong reservations,
and hope the government not only starts to address the
problem of its continual squeezing of councils but does
something about it.

Mr LEAN (Carrum) - It gives me great delight to
speak in support of the Valuation of Land
(Amendment) Bill. The bill is a simple refonn to the
Valuation of Land Act 1960, which led to an ad hoc
system by anybody's standards. Valuation periods
throughout municipal councils vary considerably:
suburban councils have a general standard of four
years, rural councils work on the basis of six years, and
the City of Melbourne operates on an annual basis. It is
not uncommon in some areas to have either a two, three
or five-year valuation period. It is cumbersome, ad hoc
and in need of standardising.
Relevant stakeholders in valuation areas were
consulted. The recommendations made include the
establishment of a minimum standard for the valuation
process and a common valuation date be used to enable
all valuations to be commenced and finished at a certain
period, as well as a minimum frequency of valuations
for both urban and country councils of two years.
In line with the major recommendations of the
reference group the bill introduces two essential
changes. I will not go through the basis of by whom the
group was comprised because it has been well
documented by the other speakers. The first
recommendation was that commencing on 1 January
2000 a minimum of biennial valuations should be
introduced for all councils but that an annual valuation
basis could still be maintained, if required.
The second recommendation was that valuations should
commence on I January and that institutions should
have those valuations returned to the purchasers or the
councillors by 30 June of that year. That will allow
users ofvaluations to have a better basis for rate setting,
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will provide a better, more consistent and more
equitable valuation process across the municipal
boundaries, and will provide valuations more in line
with and better able to keep up with general market
values. Biennial valuations will allow council
valuations to keep up reasonably well with market
fluctuations. However, there is always a cost. The initial
capital cost of introducing these processes is small and
as time goes on the economic process will result in
savings.
A sum of$3 million from the Estate Agents Guarantee
Fund will be used on an education program for councils
to ensure that the first electronic data collection for the
valuation is professionally executed. The program will
also encourage councils to use the Valuer-General's
best practice standards, and those initiatives will lead to
a far more equitable situation for property owners.
Over the years all honourable members have
experienced the toing-and-froing of the four-year local
government valuation system. Under that system
valuations have often been carried out in years when
land and property values have been high. When the
quirks of the market during the following four years
have seen those valuations fall property owners have
had to pay rates on valuations far higher than their
properties were worth.
The bill tidies up a number of anomalies and difficult
areas in the Valuation of Land Act. Although there will
be an initial capital cost, the economic process will
ensure that in future electronic data gathering and
updating every two years will prove to be far superior
to the present situation. I commend the bill to the house.

Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield)- J will make a short
contribution on the bill. Firstly, I would like to
congratulate the government for bringing the bill
forward. It has been much needed for many years. It is
difficult to understand why on numerous occasions the
opposition wishes to have a bob each way on
legislation - ostensibly it supports a piece of
legislation and then spends almost every contribution
criticising it. Perhaps it wishes to appeal to people on
both sides of the argument.
Following the contributions of its members on the bill
it can say to certain groups of people, 'If you read this
part of our contribution you can see we support the bill,
but if you read the rest of the contribution you can see
we did not support the bill'. I am not sure where the
opposition sees itself on this or other legislation on
which it tries to have a bob each way.
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A very serious accusation by the opposition was that
there are privacy issues at stake. All honourable
members are acutely aware that governments and
various other instrumentalities gather information about
individuals, and there are privacy principles that must
always be kept in mind when gathering such
information. The suggestion that we should be
concerned about the privacy of information on property
values because it will now be gathered electronically
and perhaps transferred electronically is absolutely
extraordinary.
Most government members know and understand that
information concerning land valuations is publicly
available information - it is about as public as the
register of births and deaths. That information is on
every rate notice. Anyone can call a council and find
out what council valuations are on various properties. I
fail to understand what on earth the opposition is
talking about when it comes to its concerns about
privacy issues.
Government members are concerned about privacy
issues and have raised those issues on many occasions.
I am sure in the future measures will be taken at both
federal and state levels to ensure greater emphasis is
placed on complying with privacy principles put
forward in society today in respect of information
gathered about individuals in this electronic age. That is
one of the major objections I have to the opposition's
contributions. The opposition should take care when
making such accusations that it has correct information
and should not raise spurious issues in an effort to make
the conununity believe that it is the standard bearer of
what is right and what is wrong. I commend the
government for introducing the bill and wish it a speedy
passage.

Mrs HENDERSON (Minister for Housing) - I
congratulate the minister on introducing the bill. It is
very sensible legislation on which extensive
consultation has occurred and which will provide us
with far better information. I particularly thank the
honourable member for Monbulk for his contribution.
He competently outlined the bill and the changes it will
make in the cycle and timing of valuations. I also thank
the honourable members for Carrurn, Dromana and
Caulfield for their competent contributions.
The honourable member for Caulfield made a very
interesting comment when she said that the opposition
really wants a bob each way. The honourable members
for Ivanhoe, Bundoora and Essendon all said, 'Yes, we
support the bill with reservations', but there was a
confusion about what those reservations were. I also
acknowledge the support of the honourable member
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for Mildura. I thank all those who made a contribution
on this very sensible piece oflegislation.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

ARTS ACTS (STATUTE LAW REVISION)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 18 February; motion of
Mr KENNETT (Minister for the Arts).

Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) - The opposition
supports the bill. If the bill is the best the government
can come up with in this session of Parliament it is an
indication of the paucity of the current arts policy of the
government. When so many questions are being asked
about how the arts community and the arts area of
Victoria is being administered at the moment it is a
surprise that the best the government can come up with
are three technical changes to major acts that affect
some of the most important arts institutions in this state.
The bill tidies up the Libraries Act by repealing
sections 54 and 55. It would have been interesting if
the government had taken the opportunity of
considering some of the important current library
issues. It is of growing concern that partly as a result of
the compulsory competitive tendering process the level
of cooperation between municipal libraries and the
State Library is not as extensive as it was some years
ago when a more formalised structure existed.
Compulsory competitive tendering makes it difficult for
libraries to share information. Much of the information
that libraries shared previously is the sort of
information that can easily be applied from one
municipality to another. The State Library played a
pivotal role in providing oversight for municipal
libraries and in many cases provided training for new
library programs.
A recently completed report on libraries in Victoria
raised concerns about funding in regional libraries,
particularly in relation to information technology. A
paper delivered in November 1997 at a conference in
Brisbane following a survey showed that country
libraries were struggling in information technology.
The matter needs to be addressed because alternative
sources of information for country people are much
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more restricted than they are for people in the city. If
people are to understand how to use information
technology they need training. A person who has never
had any access to the Internet is quite unlikely to be
able to walk into a country library - ifhe or she can
get to one - and use the Internet. Staff need training in
that.
The paper presented following the survey showed that:
The difference between the metropolitan and
non-metropolitan libraries is quite marked, but so is the total
expenditure. Less than half the amount of dollars are being
spent in the country on IT ...

That is a real concern. One of the familiar features we
have come to expect from government policy, not only
in the library area but also in education, is the strong
reliance on information technology and the benefits of
networking. While they are important in extending
knowledge throughout the state, they are absolutely
useless if people do not know how to use them.

Mr Hamilton - Or even worse.

Mrs MADDIGAN - Or even worse, as my
colleague the honourable member for Morwell says by
inteIjection. The former library board had a pivotal
function in training in libraries. Although Vicnet
attempts to do that, it is difficult because of the limited
funds available. The government might like to look at
that area in the future.
Other provisions of the bill relate to two other major
acts. The first is the National Gallery of Victoria Act. I
do not know why this minor technical improvement
was not made when the act was amended the year
before last. Given the effort involved in introducing the
legislation I should have thought something a little
more important could have been put in it. The National
Gallery is of particular concern because people are
becoming concerned about the future of its extensions,
what it will look like and how the state's art collections
will be kept.
Mr DoyJe interjected.

Mrs MADDIGAN - Many people are strongly in
favour of retaining the water wall, as obviously is the
honourable member for Malvern. I did not intend to
mention the water wall but since the honourable
member for Malvern has raised it, I feel I must respond.
I am pleased that there is still community interest in the
subject.
Mr Doyle inteIjected.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Before
honourable members whip themselves into too much of
a frenzy I suggest they try to contain their enthusiasm
so that the speech is audible at least to Hansard if not to
the rest of us.
Mrs MADDIGA.~ - I refer to the National
Gallery's collection and the considerable concern that is
being raised about how it will fit in with Federation
Square. As honourable members are no doubt aware,
there is a proposal for a museum of Australian art to be
part of the Federation Square complex. I have heard
that its progress has been severely limited by the
constant interference of the Premier, who is keen to put
a strong mark on it and consequently changes the plans
on a regular basis.
Mr Langdon inteJjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN - As the honourable member
for Ivanhoe says, it will be another monumental
disaster. The main concern about the proposed museum
in Federation Square is that it will have no staff. I
understand it is not intended that it will have a
permanent collection but will be used for special
collections and National Gallery statf will be sent
across to staff it whenever there is a collection to show.
That falls far short of the government's promise to
establish a second gallery in Victoria.
Mr E. R. Smith inteJjected.

Mrs MADDIGAN - I am not sure why the
honourable member for Glen Waverley finds this
peculiar, but I suggest he read the articles put out by
Dr Potts or the Premier that outline how the gallery will
operate in Federation Square. Ifhe does not have access
to them, I will be more than happy to provide them to
him.
Considerable concern is being expressed about a
temporary art gallery in Victoria. From time to time
mention is made about its being at the Docklands.
While all this is going on people are still trying to
discover what is happening with the plans for the
National Gallery. As honourable members are aware,
the gallery is due to close at the end of next year and
will be closed during the same period as the State
Library and the Museum of Victoria. The plans are
changing so frequently that people still do not know
exactly what they will be getting or what the
government is trying to achieve. Some advice on this
matter would be much appreciated by people who have
a strong interest in the National Gallery and how it will
operate in the future.
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The other act amended by the bill is the Victorian Arts
Centre Act. The change is fairly minor. Again there is
great disappointment in the community that the state
government has not honoured its election promises. The
government promised the Victorian Arts Centre a
substantial sum of money for renovations but has put
off the renovations for a number of years. At the end of
last year the arts centre was the subject of quite a deal
of speculation about how it would exist in the future.
Presumably the recent appointment of the former CEO
of the arts ministry was to try to improve it.
However, because the arts centre has not been
renovated and brought up to a first-class standard it is
suffering fmancially. The centre lost the major opera
company from the concert hall when the Victoria State
Opera was merged with the Australian Opera and the
number of performances in Victoria have dropped off
substantially. In addition, the Melbourne Theatre
Company, which has been a major user of the Fairfax
Theatre and the Playhouse, is working with Melbourne
University in developing its own off-site theatre.
What future might we expect for the arts centre? Last
year's annual report states:
Financially, it has been a difficult year for the centre. Revenue
from the hiring of the State Theatre was adversely affected by
the sudden demise of the Victoria State Opera which allowed
no time to identify alternative hirers of the venue. Hiring of
the Melbourne Concert Hall also declined, largely because of
an increase in the number of commercial venues available for
large performances. In response to these issues the trust has
developed a pro-active strategy involving more dynamic
partnership arrangements with major hirers ...

We hope that this will have some benefit in the future,
although part of that policy is an increase in cost to the
hirers of the facility.
Currently there are a significant number of unanswered
questions in the arts area. I have mentioned only a
couple in passing. It is disappointing that this is the only
arts bill that has been listed so far in the autumn sitting.
While the government has started on number of
projects-rebuilding the National Gallery, the State
Library and the Museum of Victoria-there seems to
be continual confusion about how the projects are
going. Early last year the Museum was closed. At the
time we were told it had to be closed for a long time
and had to be closed early to allow the Museum's staff
time to pack up the exhibits and catalogue them for the
new Museum. It was therefore something of a surprise
to suddenly find that the National Gallery of Victoria,
which is seeking a home for its collection when it
closes, will move to the Museum.
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The reason for concern is that the state government in
devising its grand plan has neglected to provide funds
to enable this major facility to move to an appropriate
location - there is no funding for removal expenses or
the hiring of another venue.

sessional period. At the moment we have a vibrant arts
policy in this state. Her third area of concern was about
not ignoring the regional areas of Victoria. I want to tie
that issue to another about the facilities for cultural arts
throughout the state and how they are upgraded.

Obviously the only place the government could find
was the Museum. Although that will have benefits for
the gallery it is of no concern to the Museum, which is
concerned about its staff, where they will move and the
fact that the new Museum will not be large enough to
house all of the exhibits from the old Museum. There
are a number of unanswered questions. I could go on
and talk about the exhibits but they have been
addressed already.

The honourable member for Essendon raised the matter
of infrastructure and touched upon the upgrading of
cultural assets that is being undertaken. We need to
realise that facilities have to close while they are being
refurbished. Each year an investment of almost
$1 billion will be made to a range of projects of major
significance to Victoria. For example, the immigration
museum to be housed in the Old Customs House will
reflect the fact that 25 per cent of our population was
not born in Australia and will be a tourist mecca for
people in future. Another example is the upgrading of
the National Gallery of Victoria so that the exhibition
space will be doubled.

The arts community would like to hear more from the
government about how it sees the future of arts in
Victoria because the approach of the government seems
to be more and more on the basis of one-{)ff projects
and funding being granted by the department rather
than its operating in any overall framework. There is
increasing concern about how money in the arts
portfolio is spent, about the lack of encouragement for
young people in the arts in Victoria, and about the mix
between public and private operators in the state and
how they will operate in the long term for the benefit of
the arts as a whole.
There is certainly increasing concern about how the
chief executive officer of the Museum spends his time
ifhe has time to visit wineries. I would have hoped he
would have been too busy working in the Museum to
visit wineries. If the resources he used were the
Museum's resources and not his own he should have
sent a member of his staff to the wineries.
A number of questions need to be asked about how the
Museum is operated and how the government is
running the arts portfolio. The government has to think
more about the ministry of the arts and not just provide
one small bill as its contribution to the area. I wonder
why the government bothers to put the arts providers
through this process.
Mr DOYLE (Malvern) - I am delighted to join the
debate on the Arts Acts (Statute Law Revision) Bill. I
am pleased to reply to the remarks made by the
honourable member for Essendon because they include
matters I also wished to address. The first area is
infrastructure. I am happy to address her remarks
because they included some grudging compliments
when she said there are some unanswered questions.
The next area is policy, and she referred to the fact that
this is the only arts bill to be dealt with during this

Federation Square was also mentioned. It will be
dominated by icons in art, not just media attractions.
There is to be a gallery of Australian art. Importantly
that gallery will provide a place where people can look
at things that are particularly Australian gathered
together in one place, whether it be sculpture, painting,
design or craft.
Finally, not only will the dome of the State Libraryone of Victoria's great icons - be refurbished, every
part of the library will be refurbished to create a
magnificent facility. Over the next few years the entire
range of Victoria's cultural assets will be upgraded. It is
important not to let those assets run down and it is a
triumph to know that they will be upgraded.
The honourable member for Essendon talked about
people being worried about the amount of money being
provided. My understanding is between 1992, when the
government came to office, and now recurrent
expenditure on the arts has almost doubled. Spending
on the arts by the Labor government was static, yet
under the government it has nearly doubled, from
$53 million in 1992 to $103 million in 1997-98; and
capital investment has gone from about $21 million to
$202 million in the same period. Instead of concern
about how we are spending money there should be a
celebration and a recognition of the fact money is being
spent to provide a vibrant arts industry in Victoria.
The honourable member claimed that the opposition
had a pol icy on the arts but that the government did not
have one because this is such a small bill. It would be
impossible to go through the arts policy of the
government in this debate. It is impossible not to see
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the rejuvenation that is being made of the arts ifone
looks at what is happening now.

the country towns in Victoria. That is another thing the
government is doing in support of the arts.

When one thinks of the arts one thinks about great
institutions such as the opera, the ballet, the Melbourne
Symphony Orchestra or the National Gallery.

The government is showing leadership in regional
Victoria in many ways. The honourable member for
Essendon asked what will happen to the National
Gallery of Victoria when it is closed. For two years
there will be a small temporary gallery at the State
Library, but the great beneficiaries will be the regional
art galleries. There will be travelling exhibitions from
the art gallery. Perhaps the largest travelling exhibition
ever mounted will be going out to show galleries in
regional Victoria the wonderful collection of art at the
National Gallery, and that is an opportunity. We need
the time while the gallery is closed for refurbishment to
doub~e its e:mibition space, but the beneficiary during
that time WIll be regional Victoria in a way that would
not be possible if the gallery were to continue
operation. Victorians will benefit by getting an
upgraded cultural asset like the gallery and from the
collection in regional Victoria during that two-year
period. That is very exciting. Although there are not
many members present in the house, two who are in the
chamber are from the country, the Deputy Speaker,
from Warrnambool, and the honourable member for
Morwell. I am a city boy from the electorate of
Malvern.

Mr I. W. Smith interjected.

Mr DOYLE - The honourable member for
Polwarth reminds me of the AFL Grand Final. I intend
to be there with the Cats this year. The Age ranked my
team third but I think we will do better than that.
Normally when one thinks of the arts one thinks about
the opera and the ballet. It is important that they are
supported, but $800 000 has also been spent on a
contemporary dance company, Chunky Moves. The
honourable member for Essendon talked about
encouraging young talent. Not only will young dancers
be encouraged through the Chunky Moves dance
company, new works will be commissioned. It is
important to set up such companies to drive the arts
forward.
Contempora 5 is the richest cash art prize in Australia.
I was much amused at its first outing, where there was
great controversy about the Contempora 5 art prize and
the entrants in the competition. I must say that if that is
not what contemporary art is doing - creating great
~ontroversy in our society - it is probably not doing its
Job. That certainly involves artists at the cutting edge
and that is happening now.
Honourable members may not know that an
international sculpture event is happening in
Mel~ume. It is called the Bridge, and approximately
90 artIsts from around the world are exhibiting or
creating works in Melbourne right now. One of those is
the Pylon, a sculpture that will be created at the
Docklands. I understand the artist creating that will
replicate it in the year 2000 in New York and will also
create an Internet multimedia bridge between the two
works so that we have a connection between us in the
creation of the Pylon at the Docklands. The event is the
focus of worldwide attention and will move on to
different countries every couple of years.
The honourable member for Essendon also mentioned
regional Victoria and talked about the closure of some
of the facilities there. I pay great tribute to the
Community Support Fund. Country members like the
honourable member for Morwell will know that all the
performing arts centres across regional Victoria are
being upgraded as a result of assistance from the fund.
They tend to be the lifeblood of performing arts around

The honourable member for Essendon mentioned that
the Museum of Victoria had closed, but the people
connected with it are still mounting exhibitions. An
excellent one is the Future Harvest Exhibition, which is
a?out .the sustainability of farming. It presents not only
histoncal but also up-to-date information as well and
will travel to country centres such as Moe, Ballarat,
Shepparton, Mildura and Wodonga. The exhibition will
take its information out to those country centres so that
people can use it but, most importantly, it will return to
the city so that city people like me will be helped to
understand more about the sustainability of farming and
what is involved in making primary industries great.
That exhibition is a product of the fact that the museum
may be closed but it is still a vibrant force in the
community.
I hope I have shown that the provision of infrastructure
funding and good attention to regional
VIctona have resulted in not only a vibrant arts policy
but something of which Victoria can be proud and that
it can use as a central cultural asset.
~d re~urrent

Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) - I am pleased to
make a brief contribution to the debate. The honourable
member for Essendon has outlined the opposition's
support for the bill. The amendments contained in it
may be minor but I do not think any honourable
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member would argue that the arts industry in Victoria is
a minor concern. Indeed, I note that in her contribution
to the address-in-reply to the Governor's speech the
honourable member for Mooroolbark quoted some
facts and figures relating to the importance of the arts
industry in Victoria in terms of both employment and
economic benefit.
It is important when considering any legislation
relevant to the arts community to ensure that the

government proposing it has a genuine commitment to
the arts industry. I am concerned that, although the
opposition is keen to support legislation that provides
for appropriate development of the arts in Victoria,
there is serious division within the government over the
role of the arts industry. The government must maintain
a consistent policy in addressing arts issues from time
to time.
I note the enthusiasm of the Premier and the honourable
member for Mooroolbark in promoting the arts
industry. At times they are misguided but no-one would
doubt their enthusiasm. However, as I have said, I
believe there are serious divisions within the
government over support for the arts. In fact some
government members would more readily fmd
themselves in the Philistine camp than the camp of
those supporting the arts. It has been said that some
members opposite seriously believe the Heidelberg
School has more to do with truancy problems in the
northern suburbs than it does with the arts, or that
cubism is some sinister fonn of Caribbean socialist
plot!
The bill amends the National Gallery of Victoria Act,
and provides an opportunity to consider the National
Gallery and its strong links with other galleries in
Victoria. One is the Waverley gallery. Over the summer
months the Waverley gallery was subjected to what I
believe was a foolish and short-sighted attack led by the
mayor of the City of Monash, Cr Peter Vlahos, a
Liberal Party member and mayor, and the council
decided to close the gallery. Thankfully, that decision
was overturned later but it raised a number of issues
about where the Liberal Party stands in relation to arts
funding and galleries in metropolitan areas as well as
country areas. It also raised questions about where the
government members - both frontbenchers and
backbenchers - stand on support for the arts.
It did not seem to worry the mayor of Monash that
when he proposed the closure - the proposal was to
convert the gallery into a library - he used figures that
the Public Galleries Association of Victoria later
claimed were fudged; used his casting vote in an
unprecedented manner: offended former councillors or
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even that he made a fool of himself at public meetings.
He charged on nonetheless and justified his actions by
expressing the view that the gallery was an expensive
indulgence. That comment was particularly curious
because the same mayor had seriously proposed earlier
in the year that the city should have a coat of arms.
Although that would have cost ratepayers $30 000 he
was prepared, against the tide of public opinion, to
suggest the council ought to consider the proposal
seriously. But within a few months, again against the
tide of public opinion, he was proposing that the gallery
close.
The mayor's response to the extensive criticism that
resulted from the decision to close the gallery was, 'The
silent majority will judge me at the ballot box'. The
question we are all interested in having answered is
which ballot box that will be. Is he talking about the
ballot box in the council elections in a couple of years,
the ballot box in the state elections in two years - I
understand he is very keen to take over from the
honourable member for Bennettswood - or the ballot
box in the federal election, because a vacancy has
suddenly appeared in the area where he lives in the seat
of Chisholm? We will wait and see.
We are very thankful that the short-sighted decision to
close the gallery was overturned. I note the Premier was
quick to can the mayor's decision and support the
continued role of the gallery. Galleries like the one at
Waverley play a key role in the arts community in
Victoria. N(H)ne would doubt that. They certainly
provide students in the eastern suburbs of Melbourne
with a great opportunity to improve their skills. I note
the comments by Mr John Ellis, a fonner art teacher at
Brentwood Secondary College, who was reported as
having said:
... the gallery encourages local talent by providing a forum to
display student work. 'If we lose our gallery, there is no way
that we can celebrate the achievements of ourselves and
others'.

That is quite right. The presence of the gallery in the
suburban area helps students to develop other skills,
including those of curators, and helps further links with
other groups like the Monash arts council.
I am conscious that the general support for the arts is
also the objective outlined by the honourable member
for Mooroolbark in her speech in the address-in-reply
debate that the arts:
... teach lessons of tolerance, impartiality and the nature of
love. They can get us away from the mundane and everyday
nature of our lives, if only for a few hours. Many people may
feel indifferent to that, but the arts have many other aspects.
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Indeed, many people do feel indifferent to that, and I
suspect that many of them reside on the benches
opposite.
Sitting suspended 6.32 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.

Mr ROBINSON - In concluding my remarks I
simply state that the Waverley City Gallery deserves
greater support and recognition than has been
evidenced by the mayor of Monash in the past few
months. The Waverley gallery houses one of the best
collections of photography in Australian galleries. This
is a purpose-built facility: it is only seven years old, and
in overturning the decision of the mayor before
Christmas the current Monash council has done the
right thing and provided the gallery with the necessary
resources, and we look forward in the months ahead to
the gallery flowering and prospering.
I hope in future we will see not just technical or
superficial support for the arts industry in current bill~
but that members on the opposite side of the house wIll
be prepared to defend the institutions that are the bread
and butter ofthe arts industry throughout Victoria. If
the Waverley gallery is threatened I hope we might
read among the press clippings that the issue generated
one or two words - even a word would be
appreciated - of support from Liberal Party members
of Parliament in the eastern suburbs. The gallery
services the eastern part of Melbourne substantially,
but over the past few months one would struggle to
find a word of support from Liberal Party members of
Parliament in that area. I support the bill and hope it
will lead to more genuine support from members
opposite or from the arts industry in this state.
Mrs ELLIOTI (Mooroolbark) - In speaking on
this bill which has such admirable intents I would like
to respond to the honourable member for Mitcham. The
use of the Waverley City Gallery - and I am very
pleased that it still has life - was entirely a matter for
the Monash City Council. The gallery has a superb
photographic collection and I am delighted that the
representations of the people of the City of Monash had
the desired result and that the Monash City Council saw
fit to allow it to continue. It was a fine example of the
people of the City of Monash expressing their desire to
keep the gallery. One would hope that in future they
would support the gallery by visiting it and buying
things from the shop attached to the gallery and putting
their money where their votes and mouths are. I point
out that it was entirely a matter for the City of Monash
and not for Arts Victoria.
The bill gives members of the government and the
opposition the opportunity to describe the success the
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arts have had in Victoria. I will be very brief in
deference to other honourable members who wish to
speak, but I draw to their attention a project that is
under way at the moment called The Bridge
Construction in Process 6, which started in 1988 at the
time of the rise of the Solidarity movement in Lodz,
Poland. It brought together artists from around the
world who construct art work with the community of
which they are a part. So responsive has been the
community of LOdz and of Poland in general to the
political tenor of the time when these artists were
expressing through their works what they felt about the
political situation that it has been an ongoing project.
This project features artists from countries as diverse
as Israel, France and other European countries, Ireland,
Australia - including many Koori artists living and
working together around Melbourne - to bring the
Bridge Construction in Process to life. The Bridge
exists, as its name suggests, to make a link between
diverse communities around the world. Many of those
artists are currently living and working in steam train
carriages along the Maribymong River near the
Footscray arts centre, which last year received
$700 ()()() from Arts Victoria. The Koori artists are
living at the Living Museum of the West in Foots~ray
and together they are building things around the CIty.
At the City Link site they are projecting a film about
Timor on the walls of the Indonesian Embassy; here in
the city they are working under the West Gate Bridge.
There are many projects but the most exciting one is
being undertaken by a German artist who works with
satellites, and she is providing a satellite link between
Melbourne and New York where the construction in
process is to be held in the year 2000 to celeb~ate the
new millennium. If members are around the CIty or out
in the western suburbs and around the Maribyrnong
River I would advise them to keep their eyes open tor
artists working on The Bridge Construction in Process.
It is a museum without walls, one that exists solely in
the imaginations and artistic abilities of these
international artists.
One of the great things about it is that there are partners,
one of which is Baulderstone Hornibrook. This project
is breaking down barriers about how builders and
architects think of artists and how artists think of
corporations like Baulderstone Hornibrook. The young
woman who informed me about the new project was
radiant with excitement. That is only one of many
events occurring in Melbourne and around Victoria.
The honourable member for Malvern spoke of the
opportunities the closure and reconstruction of the
National Gallery of Victoria will present regional and
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rural galleries in the fonn of travelling exhibitions.
Some honourable members may have seen Opera
Australia's Madama Butterfly at the State Theatre in
Melbourne last week with Cheryl Baker singing
wonderfully as Cio Cio San. The Melbourne
Symphony Orchestra presented Mahler's Second
Symphony with the new conductor Markus Stenz,
newly arrived from Gennany, who played wonderfully.
A group of women singers from Europe sang
unaccompanied the songs of Hildegard of Bingen in
St Patrick's Cathedral two weeks ago. Hildegard was a
12th century abbess whose music has lived through
time to inspire us now. The arts in Victoria are vibrant.
in large part because of the commitment of Arts
Victoria. If one were to go out every night ofthe year
one could not cover them all!
This small arts bill, which makes minor amendments to
certain acts and removes a redundant word in another,
provides an opportunity to celebrate the strength and
diversity of arts in Victoria.
Mr CUNNINGHAM (Melton) - I make some
brief comments about the Arts Acts (Statute Law
Revision) Bill and that great institution of music the
Victorian Concert Orchestra, which visits Melton once
a year. In conjunction with the Melton Valley Rotary
Club it raises many thousands of dollars for the
Multiple Sclerosis Society of Victoria and the Churches
Caring Appeal. The orchestra has a very proud history
dating back to 1926. It has enjoyed the patronage of all
Victorian premiers since that time. It perfonns on a
number of Sunday afternoons and travels around the
state concentrating mainly in country areas that do not
have access to the variety of musical entertainment
available in Melbourne.
The orchestra enjoys the support of both sides of the
house. I know the honourable members for Murray
Valley, Benambra, Gippsland South, Ripon and
Shepparton enjoy and appreciate its visits to their
regions. The orchestra travels long distances to bring
much pleasure to local communities.
Last Sunday I visited the Melbourne Town Hall to hear
the orchestra play before a capacity crowd of
2500 people. It was a great musical experience and the
orchestra, under the baton of Richard Green, with
tremendous singers such as the baritones, Trevor
Alexander and Xieu Kun, and the soprano, Janet Healy,
made it an enjoyable afternoon. Members should avail
themselves of the opportunity of listening to the
orchestra.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
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Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 19 March; motion of Ms McCALL
(Frankston) for adoption of address-in-reply.

Mr CUNNINGHAM (Melton) - I am pleased to
join the address-in-reply to the Governor's speech. I
congratulate the Governor, His Excellency, Sir James
Gobbo, on his appointment and wish him every success
during his tenn of office. I take the opportunity to
acknowledge the good work carried out by Charles
Curwin, the secretary to the Governor. He has served at
least four previous governors with distinction and
competence.
I had the pleasure of first meeting the new Governor
last December when he presented special awards to
members of the St John Ambulance. I was representing
the Leader of the Opposition and it was pleasing to see
Rose Simeoni and Cameron Fordyce from Melton
receive awards on that day, The St John Ambulance
organisation has a long and proud record in this state,
dating back to 1883. Today there are some
2600 members in Victoria, so it is fitting that it is
acknowledged and recognised for its outstanding
service to the community.
The average citizen generally sees St John Ambulance
workers at football, cricket and soccer matches, public
concerts and other functions where large crowds gather.
That is where they give their dedicated and voluntary
service.
In his speech the Governor spoke about the priority for

Victoria to build a dynamic future for coming
generations with education as the basis for this strategy.
If education is to be the basis, the delivery of education
must be an integral part of that policy. If class sizes are
too high, the delivery of education to all students will
not be achieved and quality will be reduced
proportionately.
There is another side to large class sizes that hides an
emerging problem. If a class has disruptive students the
whole class suffers. The disruptive student could sutTer
from attention deficit disorder or an attention deficit
hyperactive disorder. The Department of Education and
local schools in Melton are becoming increasingly
aware of students with those disorders and their impact
on the school, family and students themselves. Even
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though medication can help sufferers, because of their
disruptive behaviour during non-medication periods,
some schools are expelling them.
To illustrate the nature of the problem. on page 3 oflast
Wednesday's Age an article headlined 'Boy 11,
sentenced for $30 000 wrecking spree' reported that an
l1-year-old boy and his 9-year-old sister caused
$30 000 damage to a school when they went on a
2-hour vandalism rampage that took two weeks to clean
up. The pair tipped paint on floors, daubed it on walls
and poked holes in plaster with a steel bar. The
magistrate sentenced the young boy to a year of
supervised probation and treatment for attention deficit
disorder - a medical condition that predominantly
affects males and often shows up as behavioural
problems, short attention span and hyperactivity.
Outside the court his mother spoke of her desperation
over the boy's condition. Until she had her telephone
disconnected she would get up to six or seven calls a
day from his school and regular visits from the police.
The situation became unbearable when he burned down
the family home a couple of years ago. This is an
example of the extreme behaviour of an attention
deficit disorder sufferer.
Some families do not realise that their children suffer
from the disorder. In Melton a support group has been
established. The president, Max Woolcock, and the
secretary, Kay Mackie, do an excellent job. They are
given every support from my oflice. On 23 February I
had the privilege of chairing a forum on attention deficit
disorder and attention deficit hyperactive disorder. The
forum's aim was to create public awareness of the
problem. It was a well attended meeting, with a
composite group of teachers from the local community,
parents and community workers. We were very
fortunate in having three speakers well versed in the
problems of the two conditions.
The first speaker was Dr Rapson Gomez, senior
lecturer at the University of Ballarat, course coordinator
and Doctor of Psychology. He gave an overview of the
attention deficit disorder sufferer, including statistics
about the number in our community. Dr Joan Cato, the
second speaker, spoke about medication for treating
attention deficit hyperactive disorder patients and
suggested that medication could make the difference
between a child having a miserable childhood full of
failure and rejection and one in which the child has
relatively normal social and academic development.
The third speaker, Ron TaIlent, is a carer and father of
an attention deficit hyperactive disorder child who
works under the supervision ofDr Gomez as a student.
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He spoke passionately of the heartache of bringing up a
child with the disorder and the strategies needed for
such a task. The setting up of the support group in
Melton was to assist in public awareness. The
comments I make tonight are to further that cause, but
much more needs to be done. It is hoped the
government will assist with its resources-The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Melton appears to be reading his speech. He is
senior enough to know that he may quote from notes
but not read a speech. He must lift his game in that
respect.
Mr CUNNINGHAM - It is hoped the government
will assist with its resources to help many families
suffering because of apathy, ignorance and lack of
support.
Turning to another subject, in his address to Parliament
the Governor spoke about a reduction in water costs,
and some schools in my electorate have had some
relief. However, I am appalled by the business
practices of the agents acting for the area's primary
supplier of water, Western Water. In his speech the
Governor referred to 'the $1.3 billion dividend which
will yield an average 18 per cent cut in household
water bills across the state'. If that flows through to
consumers in Melton it will be most welcome because
the question of water is a big issue at present. The cost
of water and sewerage to Melton constituents is very
high, being almost double the council rates, and is
quite a burden on the unemployed and retired people
who now have to adjust their budgets to deal with
increased costs of living.
A further problem is emerging from the restructure of
the former Melton Water and Sewerage Authority to
Western Water, which is now running the operation.
The finance manager for Western Water, Mr Michael
W ooten, has been extremely helpful in matters
involving residents whose water bills are in arrears.
However, I am informed that Laurens and Co., the
agents for Western Water, are behaving in an unethical
manner in seeking arrears from customers. The legal
ann of that finn is Fitzgeralds Proprietary. Both those
organisations operate from 27 Peel Street South,
Ballarat. Fitzgeralds is writing to Western Water
customers demanding they pay their outstanding debts
with an additional fee of $40. What the firm is doing
may be legal but it is highly immoral.
It is up to Laurens and Co. to demand payment, but it
would be unable to demand the $40 fee. The action
taken by Fitzgeralds is a sneaky and devious way of
extracting an extra $40 without justification, which is
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unreasonable because the debtor has neither refused to
pay the outstanding debt nor been given an opportunity
to pay. The letter of demand informs the Western Water
customer that payment should be made to Laurens and
Co., which would presumably forward the money to
W estern Water and then seek commission as an agent.

By its greedy $40 grab Fitzgeralds makes it more
difficult for people in Melton on low incomes, and I
have no respect for the firm for doing that. I would
appreciate the Minister for Agriculture and Resources
looking at both the legal and ethical aspects of the
matter.

Why doesn't Laurens and Co. write the letter of
demand first and then revert to legal action if the
account is not paid within a certain time frame? I have a
pro forma of letters sent to Western Water customers by
Fitzgeralds. The fITst is dated 17 December 1997 and
under the heading 'Notice before Restriction' states:

Mr ELDER (Ripon)-Ijoin with other members
ofthis house in congratulating Sir James and
Lady Gobbo on their appointment as the first family in
this state. Sir James has had a distinguished public
career, and it is wonderful to see a man who is of
first-generation Italian descent being appointed to the
position of Governor of Victoria. It is an appointment
that is very popular among the people of Victoria.

We have been instructed by our client to recover your
outstanding debt for water and sewerage tariffs and charges of
SX together with S30 being our legal costs to date.

The letter continues:
Unless your account is paid within seven days restriction of
your water supply may occur and/or litigation instituted
which will result in you incurring further legal costs ...

There is a signature over the writing, but the letter goes
on to say:
Please send this slip together with your payment - cheque,
money order or credit card authorisation - to your agent.

It is then signed for Laurens and Co. of 27 Peel Street
South, Ballarat. In a letter dated 25 February 1998 to
another customer the cost has gone up. In the letter I
have just read the cost was $30. The second letter says:
We have been instructed by our client to recover your
outstanding debt for water and sewerage tariffs and charges
of-

the amount Fitzgeralds is seekingtogether with $40 being our legal costs to date.
Unless your account is paid within seven days restriction of
your water supply may occur and/or litigation instituted,
which will result in you incurring further legal costs ofa
minimum sum of$194.

It goes on to say:
Please send this slip together with your payment - cheque,
money order or credit card authorisation - to your agent.

The agent is again Laurens and Co. Fitzgeralds has
really not been involved, but the firm is adding $40 as
an additional fee. Through that approach Fitzgeralds is
not only shortcircuiting a fair process but is corrupting
the tender system for any organisation that may wish to
tender for the contract with Western Water. By its
unethical practice it can gain an unfair advantage.

I note with pride the vision he has for Victorian
education and the way it has been reformed and is
leading the world in many areas.

Mr Mildenhall interjected.
Mr ELDER - I am pleased that the honourable
member for Footscray has come into the house tonight.
As the opposition spokesman on education he might
learn a bit instead of getting up here and telling all those
pork pies he normally tells about education in Victoria.
The SPEAKER - Order! That synonym is
non-parliamentary and should be withdrawn.
Mr ELDER - In deference to you, Mr Speaker, I
am happy to withdraw. I am pleased to hear that the
Labor Party is trying to re-create itself by going into the
next election as New Labor and making education one
of its key platforms. What its members should
understand is that education in the state is very well
regarded by the people of Victoria in general and by the
clients it is serving- the students of Victorian schools
and their parents.
It astounds me that the Leader of the Opposition is
basically in the same mould as the former honourable
member for Carrurn, the Honourable Mal Sandon, the
Mogadon man, who lost his seat at the last state
election. He went into the last state election strongly on
the basis of education and what Labor was going to do.
The people of Victoria gave him a very firm message
about what they thOUght about Labor's education
policies leading into that election. They gave him a
resounding no. He lost his seat because no-one was
more aligned than he to the opposition's education
policies and the people of Victoria rejected those
policies.
From the speech of the Leader of the Opposition I am
certain that the opposition will go into the next state
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election with exactly the same education problems.
What are the qualifications ofthe Leader of the
Opposition in education? From 1980 to 1983 he was a
union official with the Australian Education Union or
one of its affiliates. His qualification is that he was a
mouthpiece for the union, and he has still not made the
transition - he is still back in the 1980s, when he was
a union official. He is just a puppet for Mary Bluett and
Brian Henderson. the new AEU leadership team. He is
still a captive of the left and his vision on education
goes no further than the end of his nose.
I listened carefully to the speech of the Leader of the
Opposition. It was chock full of sweeping proposals
that would take education in Victoria back to the 1980s.
He is packed with ideas that have already failed in the
state. If this is to be the approach on education of New
Labor - repackaging itself but with the same
policies - I make this commitment: ifLabor is ever
elected again and introduces its education policy the
first thing I will do is take my children out of the state
education system and put them into the
non-government education sector.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr ELDER - The honourable member may laugh
but too many opposition members made that transition
under the fonner Cain-Kimer government because they
had no confidence in Labor's ability to deliver
education in Victoria. They are now trying to intimate
that morale is at an all-time low among parents and
teachers in the Victorian education system. Although
opposition members time and again assert that
education in Victoria is having an impact on parents,
students and teachers they provide nothing to support it.
The honourable member for Footscray may be
interested in the following infonnation. I will provide
to the house the results of a parent opinion survey that
was conducted by the education department. The
survey revealed that parent satisfaction with the quality
of education provided by government primary schools
scored an average of 5 on a 6-point scale - a very
high level of support. That result does not support the
hysterical carryings on ofthe opposition.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr ELDER - Do you want to see the results? In
response to the interjection, Mr Speaker, I will be
happy to table the parent opinion surveys of primary
schools.
The SPEAKER-Order! If the honourable
member wishes to table those documents he must
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receive the approval of the Chair. The honourable
member ran some things past me and I asked him to
confirm with Hansard that they could be reproduced. I
do not think the honourable member has been back to
me since then. Ifhe wishes simply to make the
information available to the house, that is a different
matter.

Mr ELDER - You asked me, Sir, to seek the
pennission of Hansard to reproduce the material, and I
was given that approval.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have seen the
documents and I will accept the incorporation of the
documents in the honourable member's speech.
Mr ELDER - Because the honourable member is
so interested in them I will tell him what they reveal.
The opposition runs the continual line that morale in
our Victorian schools is at an all-time low. The results
concerning secondary colleges are essentially the same
as for primary schools, although the scores are
marginally lower - the average is approximatel y
4.7 on a 6-point scale. Ifhonourable members want to
check that data its source is the school annual reports.
In other words, they are the parent satisfaction levels
that the schools are reporting to the government.
I turn to the staff opinion survey, which measures
teachers' perceptions of their workplaces as a key
measure of staff morale. It is alleged by the AEU and
the opposition that staff morale is very low in
Victorian state government schools. On the staff
opinion of education in Victorian schools the annual
reports state - -

The SPEAKER - Order! Does the honourable
member wish to incorporate the tables in Hansard?
Mr ELDER - I do.

The SPEAKER - Order! In each case will the
honourable member indicate which document he wants
to incorporate so that Hansard knows what is to be
incorporated and what the honourable member is
talking about. The honourable member should also
make the documents available to the Chair
Mr ELDER - The first document I wish to
incorporate contains the parent opinion survey for
primary schools and the parent opinion survey for
secondary colleges. The other document contains the
staff opinion survey for primary schools and the staff
opinion survey for secondary colleges.

Tables 1 to 4 as follows:
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Parent Opinion Survey: Primary Schools
Quality of
Teaching

r

Academic
Rigour

General
Environment

Student
Reporting

Customer
Responsi veness

General
Satisfaction

1995

5.1

4.89

5.16

4.94

5.06

5.17

1996

5.17

4.95

5.19

5.02

5.13

5.19

Customer
Responsiveness

General
Satisfaction

Scale

IS

a

Table 2 -

SIX

polOt scale 1 to 6

Parent Opinion Survey: Secondary Colleges
Quality of
Teaching

Academic
Rigour

General
Environment

Student
Reporting

1995

4.35

4.71

4.69

4.91

4.7

4.87

1996

4.85

4.66

4.67

4.85

4.6

4.84

Scale IS a SIX pomt scale 1 to 6

Source ofdata 1994, 1995 and 1996 annual reports, Department ofEducation
Table 3 -

Staff Opinion Survey: Primary Schools
Quality of
Work life

Morale

Leadership
Support

Goal
Congruency

1994

3.3

3.71

3.85

3.97

1995

3.51

3.95

4.19

4.32

1996

3.62

3.99

4.2

4.33

Scale is a five polOt scale 1 to 5.

Table 4 -

Staff Opinion Survey: Secondary Colleges
Quality of
Work life

Morale

Leadership
Support

Goal
Congruency

1994

2.9

3.07

3.38

3.56

1995

3.05

3.31

3.72

3.79

1996

3.1

3.31

3.65

3.79

Scale is a five pomt scale 1 to 5.
Source ofdata 1995 and 1996 annual reports, Department ofEducation

Mr ELDER - They certainly put to the test the line
peddled by the opposition. The staff opinion survey for
primary schools shows that staff morale was at 3.99 on
a 5-point scale in 1996, up from 3.71 in 1994. Staff
morale in primary schools in Victoria is on the rise. The
same is essentially true of secondary colleges. Although
the scores are marginally lower morale was still at 3.31
on a 5-point scale in 1996, up from 3.07 in 1991. Again
the information does not support the claims being made
by the opposition and the Australian Education Union
about staff and parent morale in Victorian primary and
secondary schools. If the opposition wants to disclaim

them or knock them it will be knocking survey results
that have come directly from parents and teachers.
I listened to the Leader of the Opposition talk about
lies, lies, lies. If he wants to call this information lies
he is accusing teachers and parents involved in
Victorian primary and secondary education. The
Leader of the Opposition is nothing but an intellectual
pygmy. In his speech he ran the continual line that the
government was dishonest, and I will refer to some of
the claims he made. This is the man who is putting
himself forward to lead Victoria after the next election.
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I know that the people of Victoria will not fall for his
line because he has not made the transition from being
a union leader for the Australian Education Union in
Bendigo to being the leader of a government here in
Victoria.
That is why the Leader of the Opposition will never get
the chance to run the government. There was nothing
intellectual about the tone of his speech. He used terms
such as 'dishonest', •dishonest claims', 'full of lies' ,
'rotten lies', 'deliberately dishonest', 'dishonest and
deliberately misleading', 'another lie', 'expose the lie',
and so on. Those were the themes the Leader of the
Opposition continued to run in his speech.
Today I will put forward some information. I will not
call the Leader of the Opposition a liar but I will let
honourable members and people who read Hansard
make their own decisions about who is correct. I will
back up what I say with information gathered by the
Department of Education from parents and teachers that
will show that the person telling the pork pies is the
Leader of the Opposition.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Ripon is using a synonym but is basically saying
that Leader of the Opposition is telling lies. I ask the
honourable member to withdraw the comment.
Mr ELDER - I withdraw. Mr Speaker, I am not
sure whether you were in the chair at the time, but last
month the Leader of the Opposition ran the line that we
were 'dishonest', that we made 'dishonest claims' and
that we were 'full of lies', 'rotten lies', 'deliberately
dishonest' - The SPEAKER - Order! As the honourable
member should know, if a member says that the
government is telling lies that is different from a
specific reference to the Leader of the Opposition or the
honourable member for Ripon telling lies. If the Leader
of the Opposition had said, 'The honourable member
for Ripon or the Minister for Education is telling lies', I
would have admonished him similarly. A general
reference to a party telling lies is not said to be
unparliamentary but to be verging on it.

Mr ELDER - As someone who is involved in
education the Leader of the Opposition can imply that
we are liars but we cannot given him the same
compliment. Thank you for that ruling, Mr Speaker.
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whether the information I provide is completely
contrary to what he said in this house one month ago.
Ms Gillett - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, the
honourable member for Ripon indicated that he had
tabled four surveys for the benefit of Parliament. On
observing the tabling of those documents, I thOUght I
observed the passing over of two single sheets of A4
paper. I consider it important for the sake of accuracy
that the honourable member for Ripon indicate
precisely what he has handed over.

I suggest what he has handed over are not four surveys
but a short summary of the alleged outcomes of those
four surveys. If the honourable member for Ripon
wishes to indicate that he is tabling the results of four
surveys, let him do that, but let him not indicate that he
is tabling something he is not. He is tabling either the
results of four surveys or four surveys. I suspect they
are the shortest four surveys I have ever seen in my
life.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have heard sufficient
on the point of order. The honourable member for
Ripon has tabled two sheets, each of which contains
two surveys: firstly, a parent opinion survey of primary
schools; secondly, a parent opinion survey of secondary
colleges; thirdly, a staff opinion survey of primary
schools; and fourthly, a staff opinion survey of
secondary colleges. The date and source are 1995-96,
from the Department of Education.
Ms Gillett - On a further point of order, for the
sake of the clarity of the Hansard report. are they the
results of the surveys or the surveys? A survey contains
questions and answers. It indicates who has been asked
the question and who has responded. If they are the
results, I have no difficulty with them.
The SPEAKER - Order! Perhaps the honourable
member for Ripon might give the honourable member
for Werribee a summary.

Mr ELDER - The honourable member for
Werribee wandered into the house late. I am pleased to
see her in here, because I rarely see her sitting in the
house or hear her contributing in debate. The only time
I saw her today was when she was handing out those
stupid badges to be worn by members of the opposition.
Nevertheless I will not get into a debate with her.

In his contribution on the address-in-reply debate, the
I refer to the other allegations made and
misinformation supplied by the Leader of the
Opposition. I will imply but will not claim directly that
the Leader of the Opposition is a liar. As I said, I will
let the people of Victoria decide for themselves

Leader of the Opposition said:
The sixth claim that has been made by the government is that
since 1992 funding to students with disabilities and
impainnents has increased by more than $50 million. It is
another lie.
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Let me take honourable members back to funding for
students with disabilities and impairment. I refer to
what the Auditor-General said to Parliament in May
1992 in his special report no. 17 on integrated
education for children with disabilities. On the former
government's record in this area the report states:
(a)

There was no clear fonnal public policy on the integration
program.

(b)

There was no accountability.

(c)

The department had no financial infonnarion on which to
base decisions.

(d)

l"o assessment of rejected applications for assistance was
possible because the department did not keep records.

(e)

There were only 3 7 per cent of the required number of
integration teachers.

Mr MildenhaU inteIjected.

Mr ELDER - You don't like listening to it, but
this is what the Auditor-General said about your
government. It continues:
(f)

22 per cent of students in integrated settings had no
integration teacher assistance: 50 per cent of the schools in
which students with disabilities were enrolled had no
integration teacher. (645 schools with 1100 students
(disabilities and impainnents) had no integration support).

(g)

There was considerable inequity in the allocation of
resources: children with similar disabilities were funded
differently with wide variations according to regions.

This is what the Auditor-General said. This is the man
the opposition believes in, trusts all the time and wants
to keep. This is what he said about the former Labor
government:
(h)

Only 16 per cent of teachers (around 100) appointed to
integration positions had the appropriate qualifications (the
department had no idea about the remaining 84 per cent).

(i)

In 1991 the department could not provide resource
assistance for 509 applicants: no evaluation by the
Auditor-General was possible as the department did know
the whereabouts of the children who failed to attract
resources.

That tells the story of the extraordinary state of affairs
of a program that operated under the former
government, yet the Leader of the Opposition attacked
this government's record.
Victoria had a program that had been running since
1984 which had no clear policy, was poorly managed,
was extraordinarily inequitable, failed to maintain even
rudimentary financial records, had no idea of the
effectiveness of what was being provided educationally
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to students and had shut out the very important
contributions made by the special schools.
The government is not doing that. It is giving parents a
real choice about whether their children go into
mainstream or special schools. Your record stands in
tatters!
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Ripon will address the Chair.

Mr ELDER - Let us contrast what the
Auditor-General said about the previous government
and its record in the area of students with disabilities
and impairment in schools with what the government is
doing. Today we have an evaluation of the educational
needs of each student to detennine the required level of
funding.
Mr MildenhaU inteIjected.
The SPEAKER for Footscray.

Order! The honourable member

Mr ELDER - He doesn't like the facts, that's his
problem. Opposition members spout off with no
intellectual base and with no benchmarks. They keep
missing the point. Victorian education was in absolute
chaos under the previous government.
The government has also offered the widest possible
choice to parents and students - between having an
education in a special setting or in a regular school.
Parents are able to make a choice about the best setting
they believe will meet the requirements of their
children.
The distribution of resources is also equitable. If
someone in the Central Highlands-Wimmera region
and someone else in the Barwon region had the same
disability, under the previous system one person may
receive $18 000 and the other $3000 because there is no
unifonnity. The regions are given the money and they
are told to give it out. That has been changed.

Ms Gillett inteIjected.
Mr ELDER - The honourable member for
Werribee does not like the facts. Students can decide
whether to be enrolled in a special school or a
mainstream school. Resources are provided for all
students. For the record, an increase in funding of
$50 million is not a lie, as claimed by the Leader ofthe
Opposition. It represents growth - -

Honourable members intefjecting.
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The SPEAKER - Order! I do not wish to warn the
honourable member for Werribee again. I have warned
her four times this evening about disorderly
intetjections. I would like her to remain silent. Perhaps
a cup of coffee is in order.

Mr ELDER - She needs coffee. I think she had
something else before she came in here tonight. It is not
a lie that there has been an increase 0[$50 million in
funding for students with disabilities and impainnents.
In fact it represents the growth in the programs since
1992. an estimated additional 1000 students. The extra
funding is for critical support functions such as
transport. It also represents funding on a transparent and
equitable basis.
The disability and impainnent funding across
specialist, regular and government schools in Victoria
is in excess of $200 million per annum or 7 per cent of
the total recurrent cost of school education services.
The program caters for 11 300 students - 6338 in
regular schools and 4962 in special schools. We are
doing that well.
An article at page 40 of the Herald Sun of 4 July 1995
stated:
The introduction in January ( 1995) of a new fonnula to
detennine eligibility has broUght a fairer distribution of funds
across a wider student base. The formula corrects the previous
system's anomalies and inefficiencies identified by the
Victorian Auditor-General and the Cullen Brown report in
1992 ... the formula gives schools more flexibility in deciding
how best to use the money to support students.

There is no equivalent program in any other state in
Australia or anywhere else in the world that goes to the
lengths the Victorian program does to provide support
for students with disabilities and impairments.
I now want to talk about the unbelievable claim made
by the Leader of the Opposition - perhaps the most
unbelievable claim of all- about LOTE teaching in
Victorian schools. LOTE stands for languages other
than English. I remind honourable members ofthe
claim made by the Leader of the Opposition when he
said:
... the severe teacher shortage means many schools are forced
to use untrained teachers, student teachers, parent helpers and
videos to teach students.

Let me tell honourable members what happened
between 1994 and 1996 in primary schools. There
were 655 qualified LOTE teachers in 1994 and 1165 in
1996. The number almost doubled in two years. That is
not just a claim I am making: these figures come
directly from the Department of Education.
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In 1992, under the previous government, 33 per cent of
primary schools offered LOTE teaching, and 83 per
cent offered it in 1996. This figure does not include
programs taught using the PALS television programs.
In 1992, 72 790 Victorian primary students had the
opportunity to learn a language other than English and
in 1996 the number was 203 360. Again, the figure
does not include programs taught using the PALS
television programs.
The education facilities the government has provided
for Victorian students in the area of disabilities and
impairments are equal to any in the world - in fact
they are the best. I will stand by that claim. The
Victorian government's per capita funding is the best.
What it has done in the LOTE area is outstanding. Let
me remind the house of the figures: in 1992, 72 790
students had an opportunity to learn a LOTE and in
1996 under this government the number was 203 360.
The government is proud to stand on its record in
education.
The Leader of the Opposition made a number of other
claims that I will address later. I will let people make up
their own minds whether I am or he is telling the truth
because I will put statistics before the house to support
my claim, not the figures he gets from Australian
education unions. I think they are the people who wrote
his speech. He is an old education unionist - that was
his claim to fame, his qualification, before he came to
this place: he worked for a teacher union. The Leader of
the Opposition oUght to learn that he is here to represent
all of the people of Victoria - the students and the
parents - and not just the teacher unions. He is not
here to run the agenda of the teaching unions. The
government has brought back accountability in
education so that the outcomes can be measured for the
first time. The outcomes in Victoria are better than
anywhere in Australia.
I repeat what I said earlier today: that if ever the
opposition is elected to government - I make this
statement now and will confirm it again when that
happens - I will take my children out of the state
education system in which I have so much faith and put
them into the pri vate system, because we cannot afford
to go back to the system of the 1980s. That is where the
Leader of the Opposition is taking us - back to the
1980s when the teacher unions were running Victoria.
Mr SHEEHAN (Northcote) - The contribution by
the honourable member for Ripon confinns one of my
abiding beliefs: that the government's greatest
weakness is its backbench members, who continue to
trot out lines of propaganda without looking to the real
story. While they remain uncritical of government
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policy the return of the Labor Party to the government
benches will happen sooner.
In that context it is worth examining what the
address-in-reply is about. Parliament was prorogued in
an attempt to rein vent the government in the wake of
the Mitcham by-election result. The address-in-reply
debate following the proroguing of Parliament
provides an opportunity for a government that is in
serious trouble to reinvent itself, but it appears that
none of the lessons it should have learnt from the
Mitcham by-election have been learnt.
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with the government. This time the issue was the
Auditor-General, but it may well have been anything
else.
This is a saga rich with irony and I shall spend a few
minutes outlining the story behind the Auditor-General
issue because from the Mitcham by-election onwards
the government will be judged on its merits. The Labor
Party now has the very real prospect of winning the
next election.

Mr Ryan - God help us all!

One wonders how a government with such a massive
electoral majority comes to squander such an
advantage. I suppose it is well enough explained by a
former ALP secretary who said, 'There comes a time
when a government exhausts the community's
patience'. He meant that a government can go so far
and the community will forgive and be patient with it,
but there will come a time when that patience is
exhausted. Support for the government then collapses
and it is downhill all the way after that. That is what we
are witnessing with this government.

Mr SHEEHAN - Indeed, God help the people
who made the decision on the Auditor-General! As I
said, it is a story rich in irony. I shall go through some
of those aspects because they are worth thinking about.
Without provocation or reason the government
attempted essentially to strip the Auditor-General of his
powers. The first and most obvious irony is that it was
widely perceived that various reports of the
Auditor-General were extremely damaging to the
previous Labor government, yet the Labor Party is now
defending him.

The Mitcham by-election represented a watershed in
Victoria's current political history. It was a time when
community patience with the government was
exhausted and the government is now on the ropes.
How did it get into that position? How did it squander
its advantage? It is clear that it did so by abusing its
majority, by believing that simply because it had the
numbers to get matters through Parliament or cabinet it
had the right to do things. But every time a government
or any majority group simply uses its brute force of
numbers it exhausts community patience, and that card
can be played only a limited number of times.

It is also worth reflecting on the fact that although there
were differences between the Auditor-General and the
previous government it was the previous Labor
government that appointed the Auditor-General;
further, it extended his powers to undertake efficiency
and effectiveness reviews. It was the Labor
government that initiated a response to the
Auditor-General's reports on financial statements of
ministerial portfolios. In other words, not only did the
former Labor government appoint the Auditor-General
and extend his powers but it also took very seriously
the need to respond formally to reports ofthe
Auditor-General tabled in this house. Even in 1992,
under considerable budgetary pressure, the previous
Labor government still increased the
Auditor-General's resources by 10 per cent.

The current problem with the government has been
reflected in the numerous speeches during the
address-in-reply. It is a fatal combination: on the one
hand the dominance of the Premier and on the other a
spineless and dopey backbench which provides
lashings of ideological support for the Premier but
provides no countervailing force to his views. Electoral
support is quickly dissipated as the Premier continues to
get his own way. There is absolutely no influence in the
ministry or the backbench to dissuade him from a
particular course of action.
That fact was manifestly obvious in the issue that
dominated the Mitcham by-election campaign - the
Auditor-General. However, it could have been almost
any other issue at that point. Honourable members
should not be deceived in this regard: the by-election
marked the exhausting of the community's patience

Although it was thought there was conflict between the
Auditor-General and the previous government, that
conflict was over policy issues, not over the proper role
or the resourcing of the Auditor-General. It was
therefore extraordinary that a government that had
come to power on the basis of damaging reports to the
previous Labor government should then turn on the
Auditor-General. That takes us to the second major
irony in this saga, which is demonstrated by the attacks
on the Auditor-General- that it was better that
auditing work be done by private sector auditors - an
extraordinary proposition in the light of Victoria's
recent history.
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There is a defining moment in the history of the
previous government: the collapse of the Tricontinental
Corporation of Victoria. Who conducted the audit on
Tricontinental? It was not the Auditor-General, but
KPMG. KPMG did both the internal and external
audits of the Tricontinental group of companies. Not
only did it do them, but between April 1987 and
January 1989 it did 71 audits ofTricontinental,
including 12 on capital markets, 24 on corporate
funding, 23 on foreign exchange, 6 on lending
procedures and 1 on investment banking. So in all the
71 reports that KPMG did on Tricontinental it did not
twig that Tricontinental was in trouble, yet these are the
very galahs that it is suggested should be in charge of
the whole state audit function!
If anyone needs further evidence of the inadequacy of
private sector audits it is worth reading the final report
of the royal commission into the Tricontinental group
of companies. Two really disturbing things emerged
from that report: firstly, the capacity of the group being
audited to influence the report and, secondly, the failure
of the auditors to give an adequate report. Why did they
do this? I shall quote relevant sections from the report,
but the essential weakness in the structure of having
private sector auditors auditing the public sector is that
their responsibility is not to audit the public sector but
to get the next job in town, and they must therefore,
bear in mind their master's directions. Paragraph 12.84
at page 307 of the report states:
When Johns discovered the questions she had been asking, he
confronted her rudely and made it quite clear that. if she
produced a report along the lines she was contemplating, it
would be tom up or returned and no fees would be paid. The
auditors accepted that, so far as the internal audit was
concerned, it was the managing director's prerogative to
determine the scope of the audit.

Clearly if audit powers are given to private sector
auditors they must keep in mind not their responsibility
to the public but their responsibility to the shareholders,
and if the managing director, director-general or
secretary of a department says, 'If you put in a bad
report on us you will not get the next job', the
responsibility of those auditors is to protect their
contract.
I also refer honourable members to paragraph 12.90 at
page 308 of the report, which states:
With regard to the external audit, the point at which the
auditors would have alerted directors to potential losses, if
they had foreseen them, was in the annual provisioning
discussions. Here it must be said that there were no alerts-

I will repeat that:
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Here it must be said that there were no alerts of any sort in
1986 or 1987 and only a half-hearted warning from Mr Weir
in 1988.

Despite 71 audits of Tricontinental there was not one
significant warning. Yet these are the very people the
government is saying should have the right to audit the
entire function of the state. The concept is massively
flawed. The government might think it is in its interests
to keep the lid on its bad management, but at the end of
the day it will pay the price because the story will
come out; and trying to suppress it will make the
situation much worse in the end.
So far I have outlined two ironies: the deception that the
previous Labor government was in conflict with the
Auditor-General- yet it is the Labor Party that is
strongly supporting the role - and the demonstrated
incompetence of private sector auditors. I shall outline
how serious that incompetence was. The result was that
Victoria lost $2.5 billion. KPMG made an out-of-court
settlement of $136 million to the state of Victoria,
which had issued a $1.1 billion action. I understand it is
the largest liability action undertaken anywhere in the
world.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr SHEEHAN - You will find it is correct. Did
KPMG settle the biggest liability action in the world as
a benevolent act, or did it do so as an acknowledgment
of its responsibility for its failure to properly perform its
function over 71 audits?
Mrs Wade -

At least they did it.

Mr SHEEHAN - The Attorney-General makes
the enlightened remark that at least they did it. But in
fact they did not do it.
Mrs Wade interjected.
Mr SHEEHAN - The Attorney-General asks,
'What about the State Bank?" but it was not the State
Bank that was in financial difficulty, it was
Tricontinental.
Mrs Wade T ricontinental.

It was the State Bank that guaranteed

Mr SHEEHAN - It was the State Bank and the
state of Victoria that stood behind Tricontinental. It was
Tricontinental that failed.

Mrs Wade - And the State Bank failed.
Mr SHEEHAN - I should point out that the State
Bank failed because ofKPMG's inadequate reporting
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on T ricontinental - 71 audits of T ricontinental by
KPMG failed to indicate any problems. That is why
KPMG made a world-record out-of-court settlement of
$136 million to the state of Victoria.

Mrs Wade inteIjected.
Mr SHEEHA.~ - If you get someone to do
71 reports in 18 months it is a fair bet that that person
holds some responsibility for the outcome.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr SHEEHAN - It is interesting to hear the
comments from the other side because they indicate
that despite hitting the wall in Mitcham honourable
members opposite have learnt nothing, which takes me
back to my opening assertion that members of the
coalition backbench are so dopey and supine that they
are the greatest strength the opposition has. They will
never question the Premier, they will never question the
Treasurer and, despite the changes to the
superannuation provisions of this Parliament, most of
these donkeys will not collect their pensions.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr SHEEHAN - And they would not, because
they are too dopey to say to the Premier, 'Hey, I think
you are going a bit far; perhaps you should be a bit
careful on this one' - and of course the
Auditor-General is only one of many examples. What
we have in Victoria at the moment is one of the greatest
socialist enterprises of all time - the only government
in the Western world to introduce free public transport.
Not only is the payment now voluntary, it is almost
impossible to make a payment on public transport in
Victoria! It is the first country that I know of to
introduce free public transport.
We have education and health systems that are falling
apart but nevertheless people on the other side of this
house are still oblivious to the bus hurtling down the
road at them, and that is fine as far as I am concerned.
It suits us. But the writing is on the wall, and if they do
not now understand what happened in Mitcham they
will die wondering. The fact is that it is all over. From
now on the government will be judged not on any
views of the past but on its own merits or lack of them.

Mr Spry interjected.
Mr SHEEHAN - There is every indication that
you will stick to them!
Mr Spry interjected.
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Mr SHEEHAN - That is good; apparently you do
not understand. As an old football coach said to me
once, a sure way of turning defeat into disaster is by
learning nothing. That is what these mugs are doing and
I say hooray. It leaves the Labor Party in the great
position of being able to construct its own agenda of
reconstruction. This is very important to Victorians
because the Labor Party now has the opportunity of
spelling out in a policy sense exactly it will do for
Victoria.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr SHEEHAN - Talking of selling, we had a
rude unparliamentary interjection from the opposite
bench and the allusion was to selling out. I will provide
some detail on that. One of the triumphs of the current
government has been to reduce state debt by
$20 billion. That sounds pretty good, but how did it do
that? It sold $40 billion worth of state assets to reduce
state debt by $20 billion. Once again it seems the
government will never learn.

Mr Perton interjected.
Mr SHEEHAN - You might read the works of
John Quiggin and Bob Walker; the facts are there.
However, again I would not expect to be able to
persuade you. In fact I would be disappointed if I could.
It would be a case of casting pearls before swine.
This is the opportunity for the Victorian Labor Party to
create a new agenda of reconstruction based on clear,
fundamental values in four key areas. The first is a new
emphasis on open. democratic government that
respects the dignity and rights of all men and women.
The second is an industry policy that links the potential
of Victoria with opportunities for export. The third is
investment, not expenditure, by the government in
health, education and community life for all its
citizens. The fourth is environmental policies that are
sustainable and enhanced by diversities.
Democratic constitutional reform requires writing into
the Constitution of Victoria certain democratic
safeguards. The five key areas of constitutional reform
are: spelling out the rights of individuals; ensuring the
independence of the judiciary; ensuring the
independence of key public office-holders; the
protection of local government democracy; and the
need to protect in the constitution by way of popular
referendum.
The second area to which I refer is investment in
education, health and community services. It means that
instead of taking the Bangladesh option of getting the
cheapest possible services with the worst possible
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outcomes we should look at the needs of the
community and the best way of investing in it so that
we have a prosperous. well-educated and healthy
community.

Mr Perton - Rational economics.
Mr SHEEHAN - Cost-benefit analysis has
nothing to do with rational economics. Industry policy
must move away from the bread-and-circuses approach
adopted by the Premier to a recognition of the strengths
of the Victorian economy and linking regional
development with export markets.
As I said earlier, Victoria's regional economy must be
linked to export opportunities and not be based on the
bread-and-circuses approach but on the key areas of
knowledge, information technology, innovation and
export. Concentration on a properly integrated industry
policy will provide opportunities for Victoria.
We cannot ignore those needs much longer because,
apart from seven or eight years during the 1980s, since
the early 1960s Victoria's rate of gross national product
has lagged behind the rest of Australia. Victoria is a
declining economy. We have to quickly rediscover the
triggers of growth and understand Victoria's strengths,
because if we do not the gap will widen and the tax
base and capacity to build on the areas where we have
strengths will diminish.
The fourth area to which we must pay great attention is
environmental sustainability and the protection of
biodiversity. A key issue is the strengthening of the
Environment Protection Authority, the strength of
which has been watered down enonnously over recent
years. This major issue of the urban environment has to
be tackled. In rural Victoria sustainable agriculture and
attention to land care and salinity are important. The
environmental issues facing Victoria are not just those
of wet and green issues, but the real problems of
dry-land farming and salinity.
Victorian Labor can confidently work towards this
program of reconstruction in the expectation of winning
government at the next election. It will win government
not just on the program of reconstruction but also
because it will be strongly encouraged in those efforts
by the spineless and dopey backbench of the
government that refuses to challenge the Premier and
the Treasurer.
I refer again to the reports of the Auditor-General and
of a royal commission which emphasised that directors
took positive comfort from the fact that internal and
external auditors did not warn them of potential
problems.
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I fmish where I began: the government is on the ropes
because it has pursued a strong ideological attack on the
Auditor-General and in so doing is setting itself on a
course of self-destruction and exposing the state to the
possibility of incompetent audit services in the future.
Mr PATERSON (South Barwon) - It is a pleasure
to contribute to the address-in-reply debate and to offer
my loyalty to the Crown and congratulate the Governor
on his speech in Parliament. Victoria is fortunate to
have someone of the calibre of Sir lames Gobbo as
Governor. Although the day-to-day public activities of
the Governor may be described as ceremonial, the
important executive council responsibilities should not
be underestimated.

I cannot let the honourable member for Northcote
leave the chamber without making some comment
about his contribution. I was amused by his speech,
especially the parting shots of a wounded member of
the Socialist Left. His reference to the spineless
backbench on this side of the house caused some
mirth, given that the backbench during the Cain-Kirner
years of government watched the state bum - how
spineless was that!
The backbench on the government side is delighted to
be able to participate in, contribute to and help develop
one of the best governments this state has seen in its
entire history. The honourable member for Northcote
attempted to illustrate his allegation of spinelessness by
pointing to the issues of the Auditor-General and
Workcover, among others. There is no spinelessness on
those issues. The arguments for the changes the
government has made in both those areas are eminently
supportable in the community.
Although members of the Labor Party take hollow
delight in continually pointing to their victory in
Mitcham as some sort of justification for their
opposition to the changes the government made to the
Office of the Auditor-General and Workcover, over
time the Victorian public will discover that the changes
were needed and perfectly sensible.
I hark back to the early days of the Kennett government
in 1992 when changes were made to the Office of
Public Prosecutions. There were great cries from vested
interests that this was the end of Western democracy as
we knew it. Of course it was not. Without wishing to
reflect on the current Director of Public Prosecutions, I
point out that few people would be able to name him.
There is a very good reason for that: he just gets on
with his job. Regrettably, the same could not be said of
his predecessor.
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I also should ensure that an aside of the honourable
member for Northcote does make it into Hansard. I am
not sure whether it was heard by Hansard, but he said in
response to a comment from a government member that
he did not have enough time to tell us how many
fraudulent ALP members there were in the seat of
Northcote. It is an extraordinary indictment of the way
the ALP does business that one of its own members can
come into this chamber and make such an allegation. It
is important that that is on the record.
While I am correcting the record it is worth referring to
the contribution by the honourable member for Geelong
North a couple of weeks ago. He could not have got it
more vvrong. He claimed there was membership rorting
during the South Barwon preselection in 1991. Nothing
could be further from the truth. That is a complete
falsification. It reveals the depths the Labor Party will
go to in its attempts to cast aspersions on this side of the
house. It demeans the house when honourable members
come in here and deliberately, or perhaps in ignorance,
make false claims. Although the honourable member
for Geelong North is rarely taken seriously on any
issue, given that he had put that claim on the public
record and into Hansard, the public record should be
corrected for history's sake.
An important area of state responsibility is education. If
one were to believe the opposition one would think that
education in Victoria is in a state of crisis, which of
course is not the case. You only have to visit some of
the schools in my electorate of South Barwon to see
that education is improving. I am looking forward to
opening improvements to the Grovedale Primary
School in the near future. I have seen the preliminary
works, which are under way, and it will be an exciting
development for the school, which is an important
school in my electorate.

The Grovedale West Primary School also has works
under way. Regrettably for the school community there
has been a short-term setback that the department is
working to correct at the earliest opportunity. It appears
that the builder ran into fmancial difficulties, but the
process to restart the building works is in train.
Unfortunately, again the opposition chose to mount a
scare campaign to upset the Grovedale West Primary
School community because the project stalled. It is fair
enough for members of the opposition to make their
points about matters of substance in policy areas, but it
is scraping the bottom of the barrel to use a regrettable
set of circumstances such as a builder running into
financial difficulties to attempt to upset a school
community.
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The Grovedale West Primary School community did
not take notice of the scare campaign mounted by the
opposition spokesman and is getting on with a positive
outlook for the school year. We all hope the building
project is restarted and finished as soon as possible. It is
an exciting development that includes a multimedia
centre, which, as all Victorians know, is one of the
important focuses of this government.
I was delighted to open the upgrade at Highton Primary
School recently, another exciting capital works project.
Going around the schools one notices a renewed
optimism from the dark days of the Labor government
when schools were allowed to fall apart. When the
Kennett government came to power the maintenance
backlog was approximately $600 million - a
disgraceful situation.

Mr Steggall- Not budgeted for.
Mr PATERSON - That $600 million backlog was
not budgeted for at all, as the honourable member for
Swan Hill advises the house. As well as trying to make
up that figure, the government had to deal with the
year-by-year maintenance requirements of the schools.
The government has come a long way since 1992 and
schools, in the main, are in excellent shape. That is a
great commendation for the government, which saw the
need for significant capital works for schools - and
that is precisely what is occurring.
Another important area the state has responsibility for
is health. Hospitals are treating more patients in high
quality settings than ever before. We can all feel
justifiably proud of the job being done by our doctors,
nurses, the Health Services Union of Australia staff
and hospital administrators.
I pay particular tribute to the board of the Geelong
Hospital and mention the president, Ms Patricia Heath.
Her leadership is mirrored by the excellent work of the
chief executive, Stan Capp. For the past five years the
opposition has tried to discredit the good name of the
hospital in a disgraceful way. Most recently the
opposition health spokesman attacked the hospital for
its maternity care arrangements while a capital works
upgrade went ahead for the benefit of the people of
Geelong. Part of the plan saw maternity patients spend
their recuperation time on specially equipped floors of
the international standard Ambassador Hotel, just up
the road from the hospital.
The opposition health spokesman tried to tear apart the
Geelong Hospital's fine name for his own benefit not
only in the local media but by launching an attack
across the state attempted to bring the name of the

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH

620

ASSEMBLY

Geelong Hospital into disrepute on a statewide basis.
Such cheap irresponsibility is what Victorians could
look forward to if they were ever unfortunate enough
to see this appalling collection of misfits sit on the
Treasury benches.
But honourable members do not need to take my word
on that. Let us consider what Geelong obstetricians
thought of the Labor Party on this matter. They were
moved to write to a newspaper to correct the record. It
is unusual that a group of doctors would be so moved
by an opposition strategy that they would write to a
newspaper to correct the record, but that is what
happened. Geelong obstetricians Drs Barker,
Koutsoukis, Mason, Mayall, Wade, Swan, Shembrey
and Viggers wrote to the Geelong Advertiser to correct
the record in light of the disgraceful attacks by the
opposition spokesman.
The letter stated in part:
Comments made by the opposition health spokesman,
Mr Thwaites, were particularly harsh, but most people would
have been aware that the Mitcham by-election was imminent,
and perhaps had something to do with his critical mood.

The doctors indicated quite firmly that the
arrangements made by the hospital at the Ambassador
Hotel were entirely appropriate from both a clinical
point of view and a patient comfort point of view.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr PATERSON - Yes, the opposition's
spokesman should apologise, but he has not, and I
suspect he will not. That is what we can expect from
him - a pretty poor effort in trying to use the good
name of a hospital in Victoria's second biggest city to
suit his cheap aims.
Community health is also a significant issue not only
in my electorate but throughout Geelong and Victoria.
I am proud of the redevelopment of the Surf Coast
community health centre at Torquay following another
black chapter in the ALP's book of cheap, dirty tricks.
During the 1992 state election campaign the Labor
Party arranged a grubby letter drop campaign in
Torquay and Jan Juc in an attempt to scare people into
believing a coalition government would close the
health' centre. It was just another pack of lies from the
Labor Party; it is the way it does business.
When the new community health centre is opened in
the old Quiksilver building on the Surf Coast Highway
at Torquay the people of Torquay and Jan Juc will not
forget the dirty tricks campaign that the ALP attempted
to visit on them. Not only did the government not shut
down community health in Torquay, it has spent

Tuesday, 24 March 1998

$750000 on a new community health centre in the
town, which is a significant contribution to the
community health needs in my electorate.
It may interest honourable members to learn that a new

approach is now being taken in the administration of
health in the Geelong-Barwon area: the creation of
Barwon Health. It has resulted from the voluntary
merger at the instigation of the health services
themselves - the Geelong Hospital, the Grace
McKellar centre and the Surf Coast, Geelong and Corio
community health centres. I am looking forward to its
being a wonderful future model for health delivery in
Victoria. The government is proud of what has been
created in Geelong.
The new president of Barwon Health is to be
Ms Patricia Heath, who has served Geelong so well for
so many years. Many honourable members would
know of Ms Heath and the excellent work she has done.
The other members of the board are Andrew Hill from
the Geelong community health service; Glyn Jenkins, a
former member in another place and a former board
member of Grace McKellar; former Corio health centre
chair, Kenneth 'Ted' Mankelow; former Geelong
Hospital member, Brian Thorn; former Grace McKellar
chair, Rodger Marsden; Surf Coast representative, Peter
Thomas; and government-appointed community
members Dr Leanne Rowe and Kevin Roache.
I was particularly disappointed with how the
honourable member for Geelong North described the
changes in his usual negative way. He attacked them,
again trying to fire a few cheap shots across the
government's bow. Regrettably the honourable member
for Geelong North is getting quite a name in the region
for doing just that and it is therefore not surprising to
see him being challenged for preselection.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr PATERSON - He is noticed; there is no doubt
about that. They are pretty wise to him and that is why
he is turning Geelong North into a marginal seat fairly
successfully. It is not surprising that a former Geelong
councillor, Margaret Lewis, is challenging Mr Loney.
We wish both candidates well in the upcoming
preselection. It is disappointing that when exciting news
such as this is announced in the region opposition
members use it for their own political ends, but
government members have become used to that.
Local government has also been a significant issue in
Geelong. The government has reduced the number of
councils across Victoria from 210 or 211 to 78. The
only remaining original council is at Queenscliff, in an
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area ably looked after by the honourable member for
Bellarine. In Geelong six councils merged into one to
[onn the City of Greater Geelong. Its first mayor was
long-time Labor member, Gerry Smith, who we all
came to know - and know! Gerry has decided not to
nominate for the elections this time around and I am
sure he will enjoy a happy retirement with his
grandchildren, as he delights in telling anybody who
cares to listen. I think that is lovely.
I bring good tidings from Geelong. Council elections
have been held by post over the past couple of weeks
and closed late last week. Counting finished today. My
advice from the electoral office in Geelong is that the
five regional councillors will be Crs Aitken, Stretch
Kontelj, Ken Jervis, Lou Brazier and Allana
Goldsworthy. No doubt in tomorrow morning's papers
we will read about the honourable member for
Geelong North attacking each and every one of them. I
take this opportunity of congratulating all the newly
elected councillors in Geelong.
Honourable members may be aware that this time
Geelong opted for a new system based on that used for
the Melbourne City Council. There will be five regional
councillors and four ward councillors. The four new
ward councillors will be Cr Aitken, a new councillor,
who is the father of another councillor, so there will be
a father-and-son team, Cr Crutchfield, who is a sitting
councillor; new Cr Santalucia; and new Cr Binnie.
I wish all the new nine Geelong councillors well.
Elections were also held in the Surf Coast shire and we
also have pretty much a new council there. The postal
vote system has proved very successful and can be
recommended to those who make a study of elections.
Other important issues in my electorate and for the state
include the Rip Curl Pro surfing championship, which
will be held over Easter. Recently I was able to
announce $50 000 for that event and for the Sun Smart
Classic - $50 000 for this year and for each of the next
two years. I look forward to excellent surfing at Bells
Beach. Many honourable members know that the Bells
Beach event is an international surfing championship. I
hope to see as many honourable members as possible in
the surf and perhaps hanging 10!
The surfing industry, which is very important in
Torquay, has shown confidence in Victoria by
undertaking major expansion. Both Rip Curl and
Quicksilver have undertaken significant capital works
in Torquay, and I am sure that will continue the
important employment trend in the town.
I refer briefly to electricity. Recently a particularly bad
set of circumstances led to a power surge affecting an
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area in South Geelong. We heard the usual bleatings
from the opposition that it was all due to privatisation
of the industry and that the heartless private companies
were to blame for the incident.
I suggest the Geelong Advertiser 's reporter was looking
for a sensational story about residents attacking
Powercor. The one resident the paper found who
wished to comment told the reporter that Powercor had
been very good to deal with and that she had been given
verbal undertakings that the damage would be made
good. A resident of Geelong who was affected by the
regrettable power surge praised Powercor for the way it
handled the situation. That example puts to rest many
ofthe claims made by the opposition that the privatised
power companies do not care about people in their
areas. Now we have proof that they do care, and that
Powercor has satisfied the needs of a constituent.
Unemployment is a continuing issue for the nation. It is
important to note that Victoria now enjoys its highest
level of employment ever on both trend and seasonally
adjusted rates and that the unemployment level in
Victoria is at its lowest level since 1990 - it is below
the national level.
It would be remiss of me to resume my seat without
mentioning a particularly important issue in my
region - the highway between Melbourne and
Geelong. The highway needs upgrading to three lanes
in both directions between Geelong and the end of the
Maltby bypass and the state government has made
strenuous approaches to the federal government on the
issue. The state's argument, which should be supported
by the opposition, is that the highway between
Melbourne and Geelong should be declared a national
highway. The cost of triplicating the highway of well
over $200 million should be the responsibility of the
federal government.
The highway is a very important highway and the
government is putting those views forward very
strongly. I hope that the new council of the City of
Greater Geelong will be able to join the government in
the campaign, as it has done over the past few years. I
hope that when I next rise to contribute to the
address-in-reply debate the issue will be resolved and
the project to triplicate that highway will be well under
way.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SEITZ (Keilor).
Debate adjourned until next day.
Remaining business postponed on motion of Mrs WADE
(Attorney-General).
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Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

HACC: funding
Mr CARLI (Coburg) - The matter I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Health in another place,
who is also the Minister for Aged Care, is the
increasing demands on local government for home and
community care services and the failure of the
government to provide adequate funding for those
services, particularly in light of the changes in
government practices such as earl y discharges from
hospitals and reduced residential care, which are putting
greater pressure on HACC funding.
In the past six months the City of Moreland has had a

large increase in the demand for services from the
council, particularly specific home care rather than
general services - that is, a movement from the
traditional areas of home care, cleaning and meals to
personal hygiene. The council has considered the
increases and has found that they are directly
attributable to the impact of changing government
policies. The combination of case mix, early discharge
and reduced residential care have meant that the
services are under stress and many pensioners who
were receiving the services have had them radically
reduced and in some cases taken away.
I ask the minister to consider urgently increasing the
amount ofHACC funding to the City of Moreland for
those services. Any increase should be in line with the
impact of changes in government policy so that the
council can provide a good and flexible service across
the program and there will not be a continuing
deterioration of the service for existing users. I ask the
minister to urgently look at the situation of HACC
funding in the City of Moreland and to consider the
impact of government policy and studies undertaken by
the council.

St John Ambulance: communications
equipment
Mr JOHN (Bendigo East) - I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The recent bushfires in Trentham have
highlighted that parts of Victoria can suddenly be prone
to natural disasters of various kinds, such as bushfires
and flooding. Rail and air tragedies can also occur that
require rapid response from emergency services.
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The St John Ambulance service operates a
communications network that uses a radio transceiver
to link the various services - police, fire brigades,
SES, health services and even the Flying Doctor
Service - which cover a very large area of Victoria. A
recent inspection of the radio equipment shows that it
is antiquated and in need of replacement. I am told that
the cost of replacing the transceiver is $4045. The
Lions Club has raised $2045 and has offered to donate
it to go towards the cost of a new radio transceiver.
I ask whether the minister can assist with the purchase
of the equipment so that the St John Ambulance service
can ensure that the communications network is
maintained. St John's is a voluntary organisation that
does excellent work in the community. This matter was
brought to my attention by Mr Bob Georgeson of North
Harcourt, a member of the Strathfieldsaye Lions Club,
which I thank for its community spirit. Can the Minister
provide the balance of the funds required to purchase a
new transceiver - $2000?

Hampton Park Secondary College
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong)- I raise
with the Minister for Education the issue of Hampton
Park Secondary College, which is in a fast-growing
residential area and in recent years has been seeking a
stage 3 upgrade. I wrote to the Minister on 11 February
and received a reply on 26 February advising me that
the southern regional officers have advised him that the
upgrade is under consideration but is not receiving
funding yet because of other priorities.
I note that the government went into a clever program
of selling off 350 schools, saying that the assets earned
from the sale of the school properties and savings
would go into public education. My electorate has seen
little of that money in capital works upgrades for
schools. Hampton Park Secondary College has been at
the top of the list for the past five years, but it has not
received funding while schools in marginal areas have
received funding.
I do not object to schools in Lyndhurst or Cranbourne
receiving funding, but a lot of people want to know
why Hampton Park is missing out, especially since it is
in one of the fastest growing suburbs and its current
enrolment is 1170. Soon we will have nearly as many
students in portable buildings as there are in fixed
buildings made of bricks and mortar. The school argues
that it cannot provide quality education until it gets a
commitment from the government for stage 3 funding.
I ask the minister to look into the matter and ensure that
funding is provided in the next budget. Even if a
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commitment were made now it would take a year or 18
months before anything could be done. The school is
looking to the government and asking the government
not to ignore it although it is in a Labor electorate. I
notice the electorate is in a province represented by two
government members in the upper house, so perhaps
they should be working towards getting funding. I urge
the minister to investigate the matter and commit
himself to providing an allocation of funds in the next
budget.

ALP: branch stacking
Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - I direct to the attention
of the Premier, in his capacity as Minister for
Multicultural Affairs, my concern about what I believe
is a significant misuse of a large ethnic community in
part of my electorate and an area that borders it.
Late last week I was approached by a senior member
of the Cambodian community who had been informed
that some time ago 30 members of the Cambodian
community had been signed up as members of the
ALP. According to the gentleman from the community
group most of them have little or no understanding of
English and even less understanding of the Australian
political process. He said they were told they would be
required to participate at some time in the future in an
event in Springvale. I can only sunnise that that event
is something that is coming up.
To illustrate my concern for the ethnic community I
quote an article citing Mr Victor Borg, which gives an
accurate report of the problem:
Referring to claims of branch stacking using migrant groups,
Mr Borg said the •manipulation' of ethnic people was an
abuse of the ALP preselection process.
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That was said by none other than Mr Borg, the former
president of the Victorian Ethnic Communities
Council.
The Cambodian community is a law-abiding
representative group of people in the community and a
particular member of Parliament mayor may not be
involved in what is effectively some form of corrupt
practice. I refer to the honourable member for Clayton,
Mr Hong Lim. Obviously I cannot allege that someone
is engaged in a corrupt practice because it would be in
breach of the standing orders, but there is something
wrong when a member of Parliament is getting people
who have no knowledge of the political process to join
a political party to participate in some sort of sham that
will get a Mr Tim Holding elected - Senator Conroy's
stooge - who knows nothing about Springvale. This
person is obviously a right wing flunkey of the Labor
Party and is seeking to get that man elected.

School principals: minister's comments
Mr Mll..DEl'I"'HALL (Footscray) - I raise with the
Minister for Education the total disintegration of his
relationship with state school principals. I ask the
minister to review his antagonistic and inflammatory
style and his attacks on the principals and their
organisations. Unfortunately the minister has principals
in the gun for telling the truth and seeking to set the
record straight following the government's propaganda
onslaught through its outrageous Victoria Education:
The Facts leaflet and advertising. It culminated in the
minister's extraordinary attack on principals on the
3LO drive-time program on Thursday oflast week.
Following the minister's comments more than
30 principals immediately put pen to paper and wrote
to the minister saying, among other things:

I ask the Premier, as the minister responsible for--

The SPEAKER - Order! Will the honourable
member to indicate how this matter relates to
government administration?

Mr LEIGH - I am seeking an inquiry by the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs into this abuse of the
ethnic community.
The SPEAKER may proceed.

Order! The honourable member

Mr LEIGH - The article continues:
'They're told to sign on the dotted line and then three years
later told to turn up to vote in the way they're directed to vote.
They're treated like little dummies, patted on the back and
told who to vote for. They're not prostitutes'.

We are incensed by your unsupportive comments and lack of
appreciation for the role that we are currently performing ...
The state school principals below wish to express our deep
concern at the insulting personal remarks made about the
current president of the Victorian Principals Association.

It is little wonder that one of the principals
organisations said in its newsletter that the government
has no understanding of the impact of its policies on
schools 'just as the pilot who pressed the button could
never understand Hiroshima from the perspective of its
inhabitants' .

It is extraordinary that the minister has launched these
unprecedented attacks on principals just because the
three principals organisations wanted to set the public
record straight. I seek a more mature response from the
minister and some respect by him for these
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professionals who are working under incredible
pressure - a fact unrecognised - and who are treated
with contempt by this minister.

Agricultural research institutes
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) - I seek from the
Minister for Agriculture and Resources an assurance
about the future of research institutes in country
Victoria. Mr Speaker, you and other members who
have been in this place for a long time will recall that
during the 10 years ofLabor government from 1982 to
1992 the future of many research institutes in country
Victoria was in question. Reports were prepared and it
looked as though many institutes would be closed.
When the honourable member for Sunshine was the
Minister for Agriculture he commissioned the
preparation of a report on the future of research
institutes, and the one at Rutherglen was among those
earmarked for closure. Many honourable members
know that I am a resident of Rutherglen in my
electorate of Murray Valley and it was with a great
deal of shock that I read the report of that
recommendation. The then minister revealed that the
research institutes would be rationalised and the
Rutherglen institute would be closed.
The Rutherglen institute started as a research farm and
station and has had a long and proud history. It
celebrated its centenary last year and an excellent
function was held. Since the coalition government came
to office there has been an increase in support for
research institutes. The current minister has said that
$30 million has been allocated for research institutes at
Mildura, Horsham, Tatura, Hamilton, Walpeup and
Rutherglen. But despite major developments at many
research institutes and the expenditure of $1.5 million
on the Ruthergien institute in the past 18 months the
future of research institutes is still in question.
People have raised the matter with me. They want
assurances from the minister about the future,
particularly of the Rutherglen institute, which has an
excellent record of service to the fanning community. I
therefore seek those assurances from the minister.

Heath Heights Pty Ltd
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) - I raise for the
attention of the Treasurer a company by the name of
Heath Heights Pty Ltd, which is currently in
liquidation. I ask him to investigate the role of the State
Revenue Office in the aftermath of the collapse of that
company. It is my understanding that Heath Heights
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operated as South Oakleigh Motors from premises in
South Melbourne.
My awareness of this issue has been raised by Mark
Ryan of Blackburn, who in 1996 had the misfortune of
having entered into an unconditional contract with the
company for the purchase of a vehicle. He left his
vehicle and a deposit of$looo with the company. He
returned after having selected a vehicle from South
Oakleigh Motors the following day, but from that time
until the company's collapse in August 1997 he was
unable to retrieve his vehicle and his deposit.
Mr Ryan was forced to take legal action against the

company. For his trouble he ended up being
countersued. In August 1997 he was advised that the
company was no longer trading, and in September 1997
an official liquidator was appointed and has advised me
that the company currently has creditors with claims in
excess of$411 000.
In true Arthur Daly style the former director of that
company, Mr David Fleming, has done a runner and

cannot be found, nor can his assets be located. The
principal creditor of this fIrm is the State Revenue
Office, which is currently owed $183 836 in stamp duty
fees. I asked the Treasurer to investigate why the State
Revenue Office did not blow the whistle earlier on this
character and why at least three months passed before
an appointment of an offIcial liquidator came as a result
of the efforts of a lesser creditor, not the State Revenue
Office.
The signifIcance of these points needs to be understood.
Had the State Revenue Office acted with greater speed
an official liquidator would have been appointed,
probably before the Middle Park property of
Mr Fleming had been sold. In all probability the sale of
that property would have raised a large part of the
outstanding sums. This did not happen and the State
Revenue Office appears to have sat on its hands for a
considerable time, costing taxpayers and people like
Mr Ryan a great deal of grief and money.
We need an answer from the Treasurer, and I hope the
State Revenue Office can supply it. I hope the SRO will
show stronger leadership on future matters than it has
shown on this one.

Gladstone Park Primary School
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - In raising a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Education I pass on to
him my thanks for his strong support for and interest in
the educational issues in my electorate.

Honourable members inteljecting.
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Mr FIJ\'N - The minister would well recall his visit
to Gladstone Park Primary School recently to view its
renovation and to see the fantastic job that is being done
by the local school community. The school was
completely ignored by representatives of the Labor
Party leading up to the 1992 election and the years
before it, but since that time it has seen some
magnificent advances in its resources and its
environment.
Unfortunately it was the totally ineffectual
representation by local members of Parliament and by
the ALP before 1992 that resulted in this school falling
into disrepair. It is as a result of the actions of the
present Minister for Education and this government
that the school has now come right up to scratch. The
minister will recall the state of the asphalt in the
playground. That needed urgent attention and is in
desperate need of repair: possibly an entire replacement
program is needed for one section of the asphalt
because in my view it is dangerous to the students who
attend the school. Because the minister shows great
concern and compassion for the school children and
students of Victoria, this would interest him greatly.
The local school community is very grateful for the
support it has received over recent years but urgently
requests further support from the minister concerning
the asphalt problem. I ask the minister to examine
seriously and urgently the possibility of releasing the
funds necessary to the Gladstone Park Primary School
to allow it to re-asphalt its playground and thus allow
the environment enjoyed by the students at that school
to be much safer and for their school life to be even
more pleasant than it already is.

Child care: regulations
Ms CAMP BELL (Pascoe Vale) - I ask the
Minister for Youth and Community Services to provide
Victorian child-care centres and preschools with a
written progress report on the status of consultations
with stakeholders in early childhood services and the
expected date offmalising the children's services
regulations.
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Minister for Youth and Community Services tells
constituents in his own electorate that he is unable to
ensure that the regulations will protect child-care
centres in small rural communities.
I refer to correspondence I have received from the Port
Fairy Child Care Centre, Heywood Child Care Centre,
Peas in a Pod Child Care Centre in Mortlake and the
Terang Playhouse. These centres have 15 or fewer
children; they operate and want to continue to operate
in a family environment but fear that with the expected
specifications in the regulations of stafT and core time
they will be unable to do so. They argue that small
country towns such as Mortlake, Terang, Heywood and
Port Fairy will be unable to provide child care for
children because it is difficult to get qualified staff and
because of the core hours required.
I ask the minister to address the issues of what is
required by corresponding with all the state child care
centres and kindergartens informing them of the state of
play of the children's services regulations.

GoulburrrMurray irrigation district
Mr STEGGALL (Swan Hill) - I seek assistance
from the Minister for Agriculture and Resources in
finding ways of preventing water losses in the
Goulburn-Murray irrigation district.
Currently studies are being undertaken of bulk
entitlements for the Murray River district and there is
also an inquiry into the system that operates on the
Snowy River. The studies are showing communities in
northern Victoria the need to cover all possibilities for
the saving of water which at the moment is being lost
through various means. One of the main losses has
occurred through water outfall. When irrigation
systems are interrupted by rain there are large losses in
the system, and so far the community has not used its
skills to save that water and reallocate it to irrigation
areas. It has not been important before because there
has not been a cap on the Murray system. Now that the
cap is in place it is necessary to look at how this
valuable resource has been managed and how that
management can be improved.

In September 1996 this house passed the Children's
Services Bill, which provided for new licensing and
regulations of children's services. Every one of these
regulations will significantly impact upon the viability,
management and operation of small rural child-care
centres. To date the regulations have not been
finalised. Three years after the government issued the
Future legislative and regulatoryframeworkfor
Children's Services discussion paper in April 1995
there has been the deplorable situation where the

The introduction of transferability of water entitlements
has enabled many irrigators to protect themselves from
changes foreshadowed by the water cap on the River
Murray. One of the things that I believe the government
should be doing is finding areas of waste in the system
and working with the rural water authorities - in this
case the Goulburn-Murray Water Authority - to
determine how to better utilise those losses and bring
back the productivity that is needed throughout the
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system. I ask the minister to consider putting more
effort into finding the answers to the many questions
that have been asked.

M and R Couriers
Mc LANGDON (lvanhoe) -

I raise for the urgent
attention of the Minister for Fair Trading an issue
relating to a constituent of mine, Mr Leonard Freney,
who worked as a courier for M and R Couriers of suite
14,456 St Kilda Road, Melbourne for some time last
year and states he has not been paid for 141 jobs in the
period 8 August 1997 to 23 August 1997.
Mr Freney has attempted to resolve the problem and
has written to the Commonwealth Ombudsman, who
asked him to contact the Department of Workplace
Relations and Small Business. He has written to the
state Department of Justice and the Office of Fair
Trading. The reply from the Department of Justice is
handwritten on a 'With compliments' sticker from
Mr B. Panozzo, who says:
As promised please find enclosed relevant correspondence.
Good luck with your complaint.
ps: it might be worthwhile to contact the Credit Reference
Association re his credit rating. That could hurt him - if
appropriate.

Mr Freney also contacted the commonwealth
Department ofWorkplace Relations and Small
Business, which wrote the following letter:
I wish to inform you that this office cannot assist you with the
issue of non-payment of entitlements by your past employer
M and R Couriers. Workplace Relations Act 1996 does not
provide this office with the power to pursue this matter.

The Department of Justice wrote back saying, in effect,
'Please contact me after I return from holiday on
9 January'. I am not sure what happened with the
follow-up letter on this one.
I want to read into Hansard some of the complaints
Mr Freney has made about this company, apart from

the 141 jobs not paid for:
I had given M and R a week's notice and told Michael
Cullinan I would not work after the Thursday to enable him to
be able to collate my final pay on the Friday. On finishing
with M and R on Thursday the 23rd I then rang Michael
Cullinan from my home that same evening to organise a time
to pick up my wages on the following day.
I was told that I would be paid weekly as before and not in a
lump sum ofjobs done-this meant that my wife (as from
day one of wages paid) had to go St Kilda Road (M and R
office) for the next four weeks after my terminating with
M and R.
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When I told M and R it was not legal what he was doing and I
would challenge him in court over this and the moneys owed
he said, '00 that and I will not pay anything'. I then backed
down for fear of losing everything that was owed to me for
the last month.

The claim includes reimbursement of $ 170-odd for a
second-hand uniform. I ask the minister to investigate
this company because it appears to be an unscrupulous
company ripping off genuine people.

Responses
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - The honourable
member for Mordialloc raised with me an issue about
members of the multi cultural community potentially
being abused by being coerced into joining a political
party while they were not fluent in English and did not
necessarily understand what they were doing.

Instances have occurred before where members of the
community who do not have a good grasp of English
have been abused. That has often happened in the
workplace, particularly with women, in some of the
manufacturing industries, and I would like to think that
situation has genuinely been corrected over the years.
but it has been a long campaign. I do not think there is
much difference between coercing women from
multi cultural backgrounds into working in sweat shops
and misusing the goodwill of members of the
multicultural community without a strong grasp of
English by persuading them to join a political party
simply to bring about a political outcome.
Mr Robinson interjected.

Mr KENNETT - That is a clear breach, and as
you know it is happening in your ranks on a regular
basis. It is of concern from an equity point of view.
What happens within the Labor Party is a matter for the
Labor Party. It is ironic that this is happening to an
individual who has served the Labor Party as shadow
spokesman for multicultural affairs for many years,
who is well known in multicultural affairs and who
comes from a non-English-speaking background. There
are two victims - the multicultural group, as alleged
by the honourable member for Mordialloc, and the
local member of Parliament, who has served this
Parliament with distinction. Although we have different
political philosophies and the honourable member
comes from a different side of the political agenda, he
has articulated his interests well. Even while under the
pressure of being dumped from his party and by his
leader he is running a strong campaign against drugs ill
Springvale, which are a problem for many of us
regardless of where we live.
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If the honourable member for Mordialloc has further
infonnation or wishes to provide me with the names of
the members who made the complaint I shall have it
investigated by the Victorian Multicultural Commission
or the police, depending on the substance of the
infonnation that is provided to me by the individual
who informed the honourable member for Mordialloc.
Mr W. D. McGRA TH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - The honourable member for
8endigo East raised with me funding for a transmitter
for the northern district of the St John Ambulance
service. The case has merit because it will enable the
service to bring together other emergency services such
as the police, the Country Fire Authority or the State
Emergency Service. The honourable member said
Strathfieldsaye Lions Club will contribute 50 per cent
of the $4000 required for the project. Mr Bob
Georgeson has been active in upgrading the
communications system for the St John Ambulance
service because this type of transmitter covers a radius
from Mount Gambier on the west side of the state to the
Riverina in New South Wales.
The honourable member for 8endigo East has been
thorough in his research and is obtaining community
support from his local region to provide a volunteer
organisation with some worthwhile equipment. I
advise the honourable member that I will find $2000 in
the budget of my department to match the $2000
contribution of his community that will give St John
Ambulance Service valuable equipment to ensure that
it can carry out its emergency service for the benefit of
the wider community.
Mc STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I regret I did not
hear the matter raised by the honourable member for
Mitcham, but one of my colleagues has explained the
nature of it. I will obtain advice from the State Revenue
Office and communicate it to the honourable member,
who named the company concerned, and although I
have not been given that information I will get it from

Hansard.
It is not as simple as saying that if the State Revenue
Office believes it was entitled to take action to wind up
the company it should publicly blow the whistle on it.
A wide range of interests are involved in the potential
winding up of a company. It is not an action that is
undertaken by the State Revenue Office or any other
petitioner; it is a judicial process. There is always the
risk that if the State Revenue Office were to make
public comment outside the proceedings it would not
just prejudice the position in the proceedings but
potentially expose the state to defamation proceedings
and possible other risks.
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No doubt the honourable member is convinced of the
culpability of the company. I am not criticising the
bona fides of those questioning the company, but the
company and its shareholders are entitled to have their
interests protected by the observance of formal
processes for recovery and, if necessary, winding up.
The interests of other creditors may be prejudiced if
precipitate action is brought about by not following the
legal process and in seeking to deal with the matter by
issuing an at-large warning. The state judicial system
has statutory procedures, rules ofthe court and other
processes for dealing with recovery action, negotiation
of schemes of arrangements and eventually the winding
up of corporations. It is important that potential parties
to such proceedings act in accordance with the legal
requirements and not take it upon themselves to act as
some sort of public lynch mob irrespective of how
sound they believe their motives to be.
On the basis of the limited information available, I
expect the State Revenue Office will properly apply the
legal remedies available to it and not make public
comment in relation to matters likely to be the subject
of proceedings.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services)- The honourable member for
Coburg raised with me, representing the Minister for
Health, the matter of home and community care
funding for the City of Moreland. The Minister for
Health has advised me that there have been no funding
reductions in HACC services in the time the coalition
government has been in office and that HACC funding
has increased each year in line with commonwealth
government increases.
HACC programs are jointly funded by the
commonwealth and the state. The commonwealth
allocates certain increases in funding that are matched
by the state. This government has taken up the funding
on each occasion, in contrast to the dying days of the
former Labor government which, on some occasions,
failed to take up its full allocation of commonwealth
funding because it did not have the financial capacity
to fund the program. The Victorian government's
commitment to HACC programs, the disabled, the
elderly and those who need special services is
demonstrated by the fact that it has taken up its full
allocation of funding by the commonwealth during its
period of government.
The honourable member requested that the government
seek additional HACC funding for the City of
Moreland. The honourable member should talk to the
councillors of the City of Moreland and suggest that
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they use some of their enormous reserves of millions of
dollars squirrelled away as a result of the privatisation
policies of this government. Perhaps the city should
unlock its treasure chest in the interests of its citizens
and provide funding from its resources because the
coalition government has done its bit in conjunction
with the commonwealth government in funding HACC
services.
The honourable member for Pascoe Vale raised with
me children's services regulations. I am pleased the
honourable member has recognised the extensive
consultation process undertaken on both the Children's
Services Act and subsequent regulations. The
consultation process has included discussion papers,
regulatory impact statements and a considerable
number of submissions. which have been analysed and
evaluated.
Throughout the process of the development of both the
act and the regulations there has been ongoing
consultation with the Children's Services Industry
Advisory Conunittee. I have met with several groups
and individuals, and there has been an extensive
consultation process to ensure that positive programs
are in place and that the regulations are appropriate to
deal with the proper standards of care and protection for
children in children's services across the state.
The honourable member asked when the regulations
would be proclaimed. I advise her that it is expected
that most of them will be in place on 1 June 1998,
although some regulations will not come into force
until 1 January 1999. Those are regulations more
appropriately introduced at the commencement of a
school or kindergarten year.
A further issue raised by the honourable member is
staffing in the smaller child-care centres in western
Victoria. I have had discussions with Karen
O'Shannessy from the Heywood child-care centre, and
I understand her concerns. As a result of those concerns
further consideration has been given to how staffing
ratios are to be presented to give smaller centres that are
viable a better opportunity to provide ongoing child
care.
I am concerned that the honourable member raised the
issue of core time. It is the government's view, and
certainly the view that will be reflected in the
regulations, that a qualified staff member should be
present at all times in a child-care centre. I see that the
honourable member agrees with me. I point out that, if
there is core time, qualified staff members will be there
only during core time and not when children are present
outside core time. I fmd that unacceptable.
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That is what has happened in the past, but it will be
done away with under the regulations. I am pleased that
the honourable member for Pascoe Vale agrees with the
position taken by the government that at all times when
children are in a child-care centre registered under the
act a qualified staff member must be present. That will
be the case in the regulations that come into place on
1 June 1998 following the extensive consultation
process.
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - The
honourable member for Swan Hill directed to the
attention of the Minister for Agriculture and Resources
the matter of water savings in the Goulburn-Murray
irrigation district. That is an important issue in the
context of the growing shortage of water the state has
been experiencing for some time. I will be pleased to
bring the matter to the attention of the minister, and I
am sure he will respond directly to the honourable
member for Swan Hill.

The honourable member for Murray Valley directed to
the attention of the Minister for Agriculture and
Resources a matter concerning research institutes in
country Victoria. He sought an assurance from the
minister on the future of the institutes, particularly the
one at Rutherglen. That is also an important issue of
significant interest and concern to the Minister for
Agriculture and Resources, and I will ask him to
respond directly to the honourable member for Murray
Valley.
The honourable member for Tullamarine raised for the
attention of the Minister for Education a matter
concerning the Gladstone Park Primary School, which
has recently been upgraded following years of neglect
by the previous Labor government. The honourable
member is seeking funding for the repair or relaying of
the playground asphalt, which shows the concern the
honourable member has for his constituents. He is an
active member who has not only been successful in
looking after his electorate but has had to spread his
wings to look after adjoining Labor electorates,
including Broadmeadows, which have been neglected
by their representatives. The honourable member for
Tullamarine has done that job admirably. The Minister
for Education will be interested in the comments of the
honourable member for Tullamarine regarding
Gladstone Park Primary School and will respond to the
honourable member directly.
The honourable member for Dandenong raised for the
attention of the Minister for Education a matter
concerning Hampton Park Secondary College. He
requested that funding be provided for upgrading and
maintenance works at the school. I am always
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interested to hear opposition members raise issues
concerning school maintenance and often wonder why
they do not blush when they do so. We all recall that in
1992 the Labor Party left a $600 million black hole in
school maintenance because it failed to maintain the
state's schools. The government has had to deal with
that $600 million black hole and has done so very
successfull y.
The honourable member for Dandenong is seeking the
funding in the budget for the 1998-99 financial year,
and I am sure the Minister for Education will take his
conunents into account. The honourable member for
Dandenong would have been better equipped to put this
plea ifhe and his colleagues who were part of the
previous Labor government had done the maintenance
work that should have been done at the time. If they
had the present government would not have had to
spend money on so many schools to make up for the
neglect of the Labor government between 1982 and
1992.
The honourable member for Footscray also raised a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Education.
He wants the minister to review his relationship with
school principals. The very active Minister for
Education gets around the schools, which is a matter of
considerable envy to the honourable member for
Footscray, who sits in his office dreaming up questions
and problems to put before the house and the media. He
has been noticeably unsuccessful in his role as shadow
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minister for education and training, so much so that I
understand the honourable member for Mitcham is
lining up for the job. He has apparently been anointed,
so we can look forward to this possibly being one of the
last gasps of the present unsuccessful shadow minister.
What he will do after he gets dumped as the shadow
minister for education I do not know. He does not have
much of a future in that job, but I will draw his concern
to the attention of the Minister for Education. I am sure
he will get back to the honourable member for
Footscray.
The honourable member for Ivanhoe directed to the
attention of the Minister for Fair Trading a matter
involving some unpaid subcontractors to a courier
company and requested that the company be
investigated. It is always of concern that people can
treat subcontractors in that way, but it is not a new
thing. Although I understand the concern of the
honourable member, I am sure he would agree with me
that there will always be people who try to weasel their
way out of their obligations. I share the honourable
member's concern and will ask the Minister for Fair
Trading to take the matter in hand and reply directly to
him.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 10.49 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) took the chair at
10.03 a.m. and read the prayer.

The SPEAKER - Order! Before proceeding with
normal business, I wish to advise the house that last
night the Chair erred in relation to the incorporation of
documents by the honourable member for Ripon. The
Chair should always ask whether leave is given for the
incorporation. The Chair did not do so last night. I
apologise to the honourable member for Footscray,
who was in charge of opposition business. Any member
may say, 'Leave refused', and leave will then not be
granted.
While I am talking about this matter it is worth my
referring to the system for the incorporation of
documents. If a member wishes to incorporate
documents, the documents must first be presented to
the Chair for approval, technical advice must be sought
from Hansard as to whether the incorporation is
practicable and then the documents must be made
available to the person in the Chair during the debate.
It is also appropriate if a member of the government is
proposing an incorporation for him or her to give the
documents to the opposition as a matter of courtesy and
vice versa between opposition and government. The
opposite party is more likely to grant leave if it has had
a chance to look at the documents. I reiterate that leave
should have been sought but was not. I apologise to the
house.

NOTICES OF MOTION
The SPEAKER - Order! Are there notices of
motion?
Notices of motion given.

Essendon and District Memorial Hospital
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon)- I desire to give
notice that on the next day of sitting I will move:
ThatI.

the state government be condemned for its decision to close
the Essendon hospital, thus depriving the residents of
Essendon and the north-west area ofYictoria of a valuable
public health service;

2.

the state government be condemned for refusing to accept
that the community of Essendon and the north-west region
have a financial investment in the Essendon hospital in view
of the fact:
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(a)

that community donations purchased the land on
which the hospital is built;

(b)

the maternity ward was financed by a bequest from a
local resident, Mr Doug Rowe; and

(c)

a large proportion of beds and equipment in the
hospital were paid for by charitable donations from the
senior hospital auxiliary, the junior hospital auxiliary,
the kiosk auxiliary, and other organisations.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
has moved a motion which the Chair would like to
examine. I am not sure whether it should have been two
motions or one. It may have to be split into two separate
motions.
Further notices of motion given.

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

Essendon and District Memorial 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 distress and concern at the state
government's proposal to close Essendon hospital and
remove public health facilities from the area.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the government
immediately halt negotiations related to the sale of the
Essendon and District Memorial Hospital until a consultation
process is instituted with the residents of the Essendon
community and hospital users to keep public health facilities
in the Essendon area.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mrs Maddigan (167 signatures)

Bone marrow donor registry
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the rural
community of Gippsland sheweth that the bone marrow
donor registry is a valuable lifesaving necessity which is
desperately needed for victims suffering from leukaemia and
other cancer-related diseases. Within our own community we
have several leukaemia sufferers who have been battling this
disease for many years and are desperately waiting for
compatible bone marrow donors which could save their lives.
Bone marrow compatible donors are extremely rare, which is
why we need to keep searching for more people willing to
have blood tests. We are getting the people, but the
government has deemed it necessary to cut funding and
staffing levels, making it extremely difficult to perform the
tests.
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We, the people of the community of Gippsland, ardently
petition for the reversal of this funding-staffing cut, that we
may continue to seek to save lives.

privately and the way it conducts its private business is
not a matter for government.

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

Although it is true that the government accepts and has
responsibility for the operation of prisons in this state, it
does not nor can it tell a private contractor what it
should do in terms of management techniques to fulfil
its obligations to the government.

By Mr Andrighetto (1875 signatures)
Laid on table.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable member
for Narracan be considered next day on motion of
~r A.1IIDRIGHETTO (Narracan).

PAPER
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General - Special Repon No. 54 - ViclOria 's
Gaming Industry.· An insight into the role ofthe regulatorOrdered to be printed

PORT PHILLIP PRISON: MANAGEMENT
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean)- I wish to move
the adjournment of the house for the purpose of
discussing a definite matter of urgent public
importance, namely, the arrival of 15 Group 4
correction services managers, supervisors and prison
officers from Britain in response to the crisis at Port
Phillip Prison and the implications oftheir arrival for
corrections policy and privatisation in Victoria.
Required number of members rose indicating approval of
motion being put.

Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean)- I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Dr Dean - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
according to its wording, the urgency motion concerns
the arrival of 15 Group 4 correction services managers,
supervisors and prison officers from Britain in relation
to the Port Phillip Prison arrangements and the way in
which Group 4 conducts its management.
There are two grounds upon which this is not a matter
that is proper to be debated in the house. The first is that
it is not a matter for the administration of this
government.
Honourable members interjecting.

Dr Dean - The loudness with which the opposition
laughs has no bearing on the merits of the argument I
am putting, which is simply this: the contractual
arrangements of a private organisation that is operating

Therefore, the first ground is that this matter is not an
appropriate one to be raised in the house because it is
not a matter over which the government rightfully has
control, as provided in standing order 26.
It may be that the opposition will say. 'But we want to
talk about prisons in general', and in that case I would
remind the house that the member who has now raised
this urgency motion has already given his contribution
to the address-in-reply debate, and in that speech he has
already covered in detail the matters concerning prisons
in this state, how they ought to be operated and how he
thinks they are failing. The honourable member has
even called on the Governor to look into certain matters
concerning prisons.
It cannot be both ways. Ifhe says this is simply a

general debate about prisons I point out that the matter
has already been put before this house in detail and it is
humbug to say that it should now be reinvented. If the
honourable member says this is an urgent motion
because under the contract it has been decided to bring
15 Group 4 correction services managers into Victoria,
that is not a matter of this government's administration;
it is a matter ofa private operator's mechanisms for
achieving the management outcomes it must achieve.
Its act in doing so is therefore not a matter of
government administration, and therefore the motion
should be ruled out of order.
Mr Batchelor- On the point of order, Mr Speaker,
the honourable member raised two matters in his point
of order. Firstly he argued in one direction and then
appealed to you by saying that if that argument fails, as
it should, he would come at it from the completely
opposite direction. He argued, 'If I lose the first
argument I should succeed on the second argument' .
He has contradicted himself quintessentially in the
argument he put before you.
I shall deal with the second point first. The rules for
proceeding with an urgency motion require it to be
specific. The honourable member argued that this
motion was an attempt, using words of a specific
nature, to have a generalised debate. That is clearly not
the case. This is a specifically worded motion that falls
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within the requirements, and the opposition asks you,
Sir, to reject the second argument.

administrative responsibility, for this area in the state of
Victoria whether there is a contract or not.

In supporting the honourable member's second
argument he makes the ludicrous proposition that
because a member of Parliament has spoken in the
address-in-reply debate he should not be able to move
an urgency motion. Nothing could be further from the
truth. Under the rules of procedures that govern the
movement of an adjournment motion the reverse is the
case. If one has previously had a parliamentary
opportunity between the time an incident arose and the
time one sought to move an adjournment, one should
have exercised that opportunity. It is because the
address-in-reply contribution of the honourable
member for Yan Yean took place prior to this
announcement that he had to use the vehicle of an
adjournment motion under standing order no. 26. I ask
you, Sir, to reject the point of order moved on the
second ground.

In his second point the honourable member for Berwick
referred to the address-in-reply debate and the fact that
the honourable member for Yan Yean had already
spoken in general about prisons and his concerns about
them. That is quite correct. However, as the member for
Thomastown pointed out, the honourable member's
contribution to the address-in-reply debate took place
prior to this happening and that did not allow him to
debate it. Based on the opportunity rule for this
procedure in Parliament, the opportunity was not
available to the member. I do not uphold the point of
order.

On the tirst ground the honourable member says that it
is not a matter of government administration. Again,
nothing could be further from the truth. The
government acknowledges that it is a matter of
government administration because it provides a
Minister for Corrections. The government has
acknowledged that this debate is about government
administration because it has sent in the Minister for
Corrections to handle the debate, having been given
2 hours prior notice. On the one hand the government
sends in a junior boy to argue points of law and on the
other it sends in the responsible minister to handle the
debate. The left hand does not know what the right
hand is doing!
This is about government administration. Not only is
there a minister, there is an act, and there is a contract
between the government and a private provider. It is the
government that maintains responsibility for the
administration of prisons here, and nothing is clearer or
more absolute than that.
I therefore ask you, Sir, to reject the two grounds put
forward and allow members of this house to get on with
the debate.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have heard sufficient
argument. On the first point the honourable member for
Berwick raises he says basically that it is not a matter of
government administration. I recommend that he read
the motion more carefully. It refers specifically to the
implications of the arrival of these individuals on the
corrections policy and privatisation of prisons in
Victoria. I remind members also that the govemment
has overall responsibility, although perhaps not direct

Mr HAER\fEYER - I can understand the
government's reluctance to debate this issue because it
is a matter of intense embarrassment for it. The
privatisation of the prison system has been one of the
flagships of privatisation in Victoria. It is more than just
a bad start; it is a bad omen for the corrections system
in this state and for the way the government
manages - or should I say mismanages - the
privatisations that it has undertaken.
The turmoil at the Port Philip Prison has consisted of
prison riots or, to use the minister's terminology, minor
disturbances; and suicides and drug running are rife
within the prison. The reality is that this prison is run by
standover men and thugs. I am not referring to the
management of the prison but to the prisoners within
the system. The management has no control over this
prison; drug traffickers, stand over merchants and thugs
are running it. That has serious implications for the
management of the prison and the prison system. Not
only are staff members there being assaulted but other
vulnerable prisoners are being forcibly injected with
drugs and exposed to dangerous, intense situations. It is
no wonder there have been suicides and suicide
attempts.
These incidents are directly the product of the Group 4
way, the so<alled 'softly-softly approach'. One might
ask whether the prisoners and staffwho have been
assaulted and the prisoners who have been stood over
would describe it as a 'softly-softly approach', but that
is the way Group 4 like to see it.

In response to this turmoil Group 4 has decided to bring
over 15 staff from Britain. I quote from an article in the
Herald Sun of21 March by Jim Tennison that quotes
Mr David Banks, the global head of Group 4. If this is
not an urgent matter one has to wonder why the global
head of Group 4 is over here! The article states:
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The global head of Group 4 Securitas (International), David
Banks, says that one of the reasons for the lack of control by
management is that the prison has inexperienced employees.
To overhaul the management structure, 10 prison officers, 4
managers and a director are to be sent out to the prison from
the company's operations in the UK.

He is saying that the problems are due to the
inexperience of the staff. Who hired the staff? Group 4
hired it. Under its contract Group 4 has complete
control over the hiring and firing of staff. Group 4 is
responsible for the fact that the prison is staffed by
inexperienced staff. There are some 170 prison officers,
134 of whom have absolutely no experience in prisons.
However, the prisoners have a hell of a lot of
experience in prisons and they are running rings around
the staff. Group 4 brought this about and is now
bringing out more staff who follow the 'softly-softly'
Group 4 philosophy to perpetuate the problem that is
already there.
As I will show later, the history of Group 4 in the
United Kingdom is one of incompetence and cover-up.
When the minister initially signed the contract with
Group 4 the opposition warned that the company had
an appalling history in the United Kingdom. On
II April 1996 the Minister for Corrections issued a
press release announcing that Group 4 Securitas had
been the successful tenderer for the new prison at
Laverton North. The press release states:
Minister for Corrections Mr Bill McGrath today said that
Group 4 had extensive experience in operating correctional
facilities, managing three prisons in the United Kingdom and
recently winning a contract to operate a prison in South
Australia.

The three prisons in the United Kingdom were the
Wolds. a remand centre, Buckley Hall prison and
Blakenhurst prison. If the minister had chosen to
investigate the history of the company's management
of those prisons he may have avoided the turmoil we
now confront at Port PhilIip Prison. Even before the
prison was opened the Minister for Corrections, the
corrections commissioner and the company were
warned by a senior judicial person about the hanging
points in cells. The prison's design was criticised.
Mr McArthur- On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I seek clarification on the scope of the debate.
The honourable member's motion is specific. I listened
carefully to the Speaker's ruling about the admissibility
of the motion. In ruling it was admissible he referred to
the specific nature ofthe motion, which deals with the
arrival of Group 4 managers to assist in prison
management.

By referring to the letting of the contract and going
back almost two years to when the prison was designed
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and built the honourable member is canvassing prison
policy in its broadest sense. These are matters he
canvassed in his contribution to the address-in-reply
debate. They are no longer new or urgent, and the
honourable member is transgressing the Speaker's
ruling.
I seek your clarification on the limits of the debate
because if the honourable member is allowed to discuss
corrections policy in its broadest sense he is flouting the
ruling of the Chair.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Before
responding to the point of order raised by the
honourable member for Monbulk, I remind honourable
members on my left that if the Chair is to rule fairly on
a point of order it is crucial that it can hear the point of
order. Although some honourable members may not
agree with the issues raised, each member has the right
to raise a point of order and, more importantly. to be
heard while raising it. I make those remarks as a
reminder to honourable members that it is important for
the Chair to hear points of order.
The Chair does not uphold the point of order. The
honourable member is giving the background to the
debate, which is within the ambit of the motion,
because it deals with personnel from Group 4 and with
policy implications.
The honourable member for Monbulk also said that the
honourable member for Yan Yean was canvassing
issues he raised during his contribution to the
address-in-reply debate. The Speaker has already ruled
on that issue. This is the first opportunity for the issue
to be raised and the contribution of the honourable
member so far is giving the background to the debate.
The honourable member for Yan Yean will be heard so
long as he continues to confme his remarks to the issues
raised in the motion.
Mr HAERMEYER - The government and prison
management were warned about the hanging points in
the prison both before and after the prison was opened.
It was obvious to anyone who had read the Muirhead
report and countless coroners findings about deaths in
custody that the prison was riddled with hanging points.
The Minister for Corrections has said that Group 4
management has extensive experience in running
prisons, so it should have known that the shower
screens and horizontal bars were hanging points.

I remind honourable members that Port Phillip Prison is
a remand prison - in other words it houses those
people who are most vulnerable to suicide. Not long
after the prison opened a prison otlicer found a prisoner
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hanging in his cell. The prison officer left him hanging
there while he alerted other prison officers. The
prisoner had to be cut down by other prisoners. The fact
that he was left hanging in his cell is a reflection of the
poor training and lack of experience of the prison
officers. That lack of experience will be exacerbated by
introducing additional personnel from Great Britain.
Since then six more deaths have occurred, including
three by hanging - four deaths have occurred by
hanging to date - and one by a hot shot drug overdose.
How many more people must take their lives before the
government takes control of the prison?
Honourable members should compare the record of this
prison to the state record. Between 1990 and 1994
seven suicides occurred in the state prison system.
Mr W. D. McGrath interjected.
Mr HAERMEYER - I refer honourable members
to a report the minister has in his possession but has not
released to the public. Over the period 1980 to 1989,
which is before the implementation of the Muirhead
recommendations, the state prison system had
37 suicides. Compare that to the record of this prison in
less than one year.
Why did the minister and prison management not heed
the warnings about hanging points, which they now say
will be fIXed. People are dead and families are
distressed. The state may face negligence actions. The
minister oUght to cop the blame because he was
negligent of his legal duty of care to prisoners.
We now know that Port Phillip Prison is rampant with
drugs, staff are assaulted, fires are frequent and more
than 70 of a staff of 170 have left the prison since it
opened. We have now learnt that two female officers
were sacked for having relations with prisonersshades of Heather Parker!
Approximately two weeks ago prisoners rioted for
7 ~ hours. The riot could have been curtailed by the
Special Emergency Support Group within an hour, but
its members could not go into the prison to take control
because the company running the prison is a law unto
itself. Prison management said, 'All is calm'.
Mr Stephen Twinn, the head of Group 4, said it was a

minor disturbance. When he was interviewed he had a
yellow piece of paper in front of him that included the
words 'Play down riot', but he said there was no riot.
One has to ask, why he needed two lines on a piece of
paper to remind him of two points! Bright boy!
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Allegations have been made about understaffing and
about inexperienced prison officers. I have put that on
the record previously. The electronic security system
has broken down - a so-called state-{)f-the-art security
system. They are back to chains and the padlocks.
Searches of visitors are not being conducted.
Security has broken down because management
rewards prisoners for doing what they are obliged to do.
If a prisoner returns to his cell he will be given some
soft drinks, cigarettes or additional phone credits.
Management tells staff not to confront prisoners, not to
do anything which might incite incidents over which it
may be fined. The commercial motive is behind
everything this company does. When assaults on staff
occur prisoners are locked up and settled down by
being provided with cigarettes, which are a currency in
the prison system. 'Bash a screw and you will get paid!'
That's the message. What sort of bizarre Pavlovian
theory is that?
The opposition has called for a judicial inquiry but the
government has done nothing. The corrections
commissioner has been moved sideways, and I
challenge the Minister for Corrections to give us an
unequivocal assurance in the house that the corrections
commissioner, John van Groningen, will return to his
normal duties after his sojourn at the prison. I do not
believe he will. He has been made a scapegoat, but the
one who really should go is the bloke at the top who
oUght to be taking the responsibility - the minister.
In response to some of the problems in the past week or

so the Special Emergency Support Group attempted to
do a sweep of the prison last Thursday. Its members
were uncovering drugs and weapons but Group 4' s
management stopped them from completing the sweep
because it does not want certain things to come out. It is
all about political damage control.
What was Group 4's response to the turmoil? Firstly, it
said there is no turmoil, everything is calm. If
everything is calm why is Group 4 now bringing out
15 British staff including a director. What is happening
to Mr Twinn? What is happening to Mr McDonnell?
What is the function of the new director? Has
Mr Twinn been sacked? Has Mr McDonnell been
sacked? Four managers and 10 prison officers and
supervisors and a director - why are they needed? We
were told the prison is adequately staffed, so why does
Group 4 need to bring these people out? The other
question is: why aren't locals being used? What is
wrong with Victorians? Aren't Victorians capable of
running prisons? I would have thOUght they were.
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The state runs two prisons, Loddon and Barwon,
without these sorts of problems, Prisons are not happy
places, and I do not pretend that all our prisons are
lah-di-dah, but those prisons are not having these sorts
of problems. These are not just teething problems.
When the government loses the next election I will be
there writing an epitaph on its headstone saying, 'This
government died of teething problems', because we all
remember the so-called teething problems with
Intergraph as well.
It is an insult to Victorians that 15 British staffhave to

be brought in to do a job that could adequately be done
by Victorians. We have plenty offonner prison officers
and managers from CORE who could be employed by
Port Phillip Prison. But no, Australians are not good
enough. Group 4 needs people to come over here to do
it the Group 4 way.
What is the Group 4 way? I shall quote a few
comments Mr Banks made to the Australian on
21 March:
Melbourne's crisis-ridden Port Phillip private prison is flying
in 10 new staff, a new director and four new managers from
overseas and will modifY its cell design in response to a spate
of suicides and a riot

A bit too late.
Mr Banks said the prison's owner, Group 4 Securitas, had
brought him in to 'do whatever it takes to address the
problems' at the prison.
He said: 'I'm concerned and unhappy with what I've seen we
clearly have a difficult situation at Port Phillip Prison'.

A very late acknowledgment.
Two prisoners died within 15 hours of each other on
Thursday ...

The article goes on to outline some of the problems.
Mr Banks said the company had full control of the prison-

Ha! Ha!and the philosophy behind it had been proven to work
overseas.

I will deal with that in a moment.
Mr Banks acknowledged problems existed at Port Phillip,
such as hard-drug taking and the suicides, but did not link
them with staff numbers. He said staffing levels were on par
with Group 4 prisons elsewhere and the increases in staff
numbers would only be temporary.

Mr Banks is still saying staff numbers are adequate but
Group 4 needs to bring these people over. He says the
Port Phillip staffing level is consistent with staffing
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levels overseas. We will see what their staffing levels
are overseas.
The Group 4 way is the private way. I will illustrate that
by referring to an article in the London Independent on
26 August 1993 about the Wolds prison, of which
Mr Twinn was the governor. The article states:
Inmates at the first privately run jail in Britain enjoy such an
easy life- with little to do except bask in the sun, play pool
and take drugs - that many try to prolong their stay,
according to the Chief Inspector of Prisons.

The chief inspector was Judge Stephen Turnin.
In his first report on the Wolds Remand Prison in
Humberside, which is managed by the security firm Group 4,
Judge Stephen Tumin finds much to praise but reserves
criticism for the 'corrupting lethargy' of the regime. Today's
report on the flagship of the government's prison privatisation
program is certain to embarrass the Home Secretary, Michael
Howard ...
Judge Tumin says, 'There is little work and much pottering
about. They play a little pool and table tennis. If the sun is out
they bask. They doze a great deal'. He suggests that the
failure to occupy the 320 prisoners, who are allowed out of
their cells for 14 hours a day, had contributed to a 'high' level
of drug taking.

Mr E. R. Smith - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, when honourable members read from
documents it is usual that they make them available to
the house.
The DEPUfY SPEAKER - Order! Will the
honourable member for Yan Yean make the document
available at the end of the debate?
Mr HAERMEYER - I shall make it available
when I have completed my speech. The article
continues:
'For many inmates, it is a wholly acceptable life and they are
anxious to delay their cases in coming to trial'.

People are trying to get into the prison and the prisoners
in there want to stay. It is a bit like locking up a
chocaholic in a Darrell Lea shop. If you are a drug
addict at that prison it seems you can get drugs. That
pattern has been repeated in all the prisons run by
Group 4 because it needs to report a profit. It does that
by short staffmg, recruiting inexperienced staff, cutting
corners on training, and cutting corners on safety and
security, and the result is the breakdown of authority I
have referred to.
The UK staff Group 4 is bringing over will come from
a system in which Group 4 runs four prisons, one of
which is the Wolds prison I referred to earlier. The
manager ofWolds was Mr Stephen Twinn, now the
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head of Group 4' s Australian operation. An article in
the London Times of 29 April 1993 states:
The head of Britain's first privately managed remand jail has
been moved to a new post in the wake of conflicting reports
on its achievements. Stephen Twinn, director ofWolds prison
on Humberside. has been put in charge of communications at
Group 4' s prison and court services, with immediate effect.
Mr Twinn is replaced by Waiter MacGowan, a fonner
governor of two remand prisons in the public sector. The
company denied last night that the move was linked to a
highly critical report by the Prison Refonn Trust, which said
that life at Wolds was boring and aimless. The appointments
came amid further embarrassment for Group 4, which has
been seeking to recover face after a series of escapes from
prisoners in its care that has discomfited ministers and made
the company the target of comedians and cartoonists.

In this case I guess the minister is the comedian and the
cartoonist. According to Mr Twinn there was a pattern
of escapes, sieges and disturbances at that prison. In one
case a prisoner under Mr Twinn' s care escaped after he
had a visiting session with his girlfriend. He dressed in
his girlfriend's clothes. I have never heard of that sort
of thing happening at one of our prisons. It sounds to
me like the height of incompetence. Mr Twinn then
distinguished himself further, as shown by an article in
the London Times dated 4 April 1992, just before he
was sacked:
Britain's first privately run jail, where inmates have keys to
their cells but not the front door, begins operation on Monday.
The Wolds remand centre on Humberside will take up to
50 prisoners from courts in South Yorkshire next week ...
Mr Twinn. one of only 5 of the 160 staff recruited from the
Prison Service, added that the inmates were as much the
company's customers as were taxpayers and the courts. 'They
are, after all, the direct consumers of our service. '

No wonder a customer satisfaction survey questionnaire
went out to the prisoners at Port Phillip asking them to
rate the prison officers. 'Who do you like and who
don't you like?'. Group 4 is treating the prisoners as
customers. They are not customers. They are people
who are in prison because they have been convicted of
offences and their penalty is being deprived of their
liberty. The article continues:
Staff, who will be called prison security supervisors rather
than prison officers, will wear unifonns more akin to hotel
staff.

Goodness, gracious! That is not the way to run a prison.
In another incident there was a serious attack on an

inmate. The London Independent of 19 December 1992
states:
Judge Atkinson said the incident was 'a deplorable state of
affairs'.
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A report by the Prison Reform Trust of an inquiry into
another prison run by Group 4, Buckley Hall, states:
Buckley Hall is the fourth privately managed prison in the
UK. Like the other three, the Wolds, Blakenhurst and
Doncaster, it has good physical conditions and is able to offer
prisoners above-average periods out of cell and the
opportunity for most to take part in constructive activities.
However, PRT alleges that staff training is inadequate,
leading to serious problems of management and control.

The report looks at the pattern of privately run gaols
and makes it clear that staff numbers and training are
inadequate. The Prison Reform Trust is a highly
respected correctional think tank.
In a further report on the other Group 4 prison, Buckley
Hall, the trust states:
Buckley Hall was a time bomb ticking away.

It goes on to refer to a number of incidents, including
what it calls passive demonstrations but which were
actually sieges that took place in the prison. It records
the incidents in the prison as follows:
Abscond, 4; assault, 19; self-harm, 2; attempted escape from
escort, 2; attempted escape, 3; concerted indiscipline, 7;
drugs, 26; escape, 2; escape from escort, 2; fire, 3; temporary
release failures, 30-

in other words, they were released temporarily but did
not come back key/lock compromise, I; miscellaneous, 3;
recaptures/surrenders, 9; rooftop demonstrations, 2; tool
loss, 2.

The total is 117 serious major incidents and 19 drug
fmes. It is a litany of muck-ups and incompetence by
the company that is running a major maximum security
prison in this state.
Comparisons have been made between Port Phillip and
Barwon or Loddon. It is true that Barwon and Loddon
are relatively new prisons and that when they opened
they had their problems, but it was nothing like what
has happened at Port PhiUip. I accept the teething
problem arguments, but this is major heart failure and I
do not accept major heart failure is a teething problem.
What are the implications of these developments for
CORE? CORE has been privatised and told, 'If you
want to survive you have to compete with these
guys - cut costs and do things the Group 4 way',
because that is the system the government wants to spill
over into Victoria's publicly run prisons. I accept there
is a need for a more enlightened attitude to the way
prisons are run. I do not think the old mentality of
saying, 'Lock them up and throwaway the key', and

PORT PHILLIP PRISON: MANAGEMENT
638

ASSEMBLY

tolerance of the conditions that prevailed at Pentridge
are appropriate, but Port Phillip is a maximum security
prison and it houses dangerous prisoners.
A recent Herald Sun editorial acknowledged that while
we should try to create a more formal environment that
is healthy for rehabilitation we cannot allow a
breakdown of security and authority because at the end
of the day that does not respect the integrity of the
prisoners and does not create a freer or more easy
regime for the prison because it is the prisoners who are
assaulted and exposed to an environment of heavy drug
use.
It is normally the prisoners who are stood over and end
up committing suicide, although recently a staff
member suicided and it was suggested he did so
because he was being threatened by an inmate who
wanted him to bring drugs into the gaol. That is the
regime that prevails at the prison. In response to
suicides at the prison the minister says something along
the lines ot~ 'They are not in there for a holiday', but it
is not a healthy environment.

Although the prisoners are offenders, and in some cases
very serious offenders, the state is not in the business of
capital punishment by default. An environment should
not be allowed in which prisoners are intimidated and
stood over. Minor offenders are more vulnerable than
serious offenders and the prison is becoming a
university of crime. Prisoners who are sent to the gaol
for relatively minor offences and who are awaiting their
court hearings are drug addicts when they come out if they do not come out in a body bag. That is what is
going on. It is a very urgent situation.
Victoria does not need more British prison staff to
perpetuate the management system that got the prison
into trouble in the first place. The government needs to
take it over. Under the contract the government clearly
cannot direct the prison, but where the prison fails to
perform its responsibilities the government can step in
and take over the prison. That is what the government
has told us time and again and it is in the contract.
Many of the measures of performance by which the
prison is assessed are withheld from public view. I can
understand that the government does not want that
information to come out because it might expose the
fact that the prison is not perfonning.
The DEPUlY SPEAKER-Order! The
honourable member's time as expired.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for
Corrections) - After listening for 30 minutes to the
honourable member for Yan Yean I am certain the
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honourable member for Berwick was absolutely correct
in raising his point of order because all we heard during
that time was a repetition almost word for word of the
honourable member's aggressive contribution in the
address-in-reply debate. All the points he made in that
contribution were repeated today and nothing new was
put on the table. It has been a disappointing waste of
time and an exercise in futility.
I will respond now. The honourable member for Van
Yean talked about the hiring of staff and was right
when he said that Group 4 had brought out 15 staff
members from England, 3 of whom will be in
management positions and the remainder of whom will
be prison officers who will work with and assist in the
training of prison officers employed from within
Australia.
Mr Haenneyer interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - I hear the honourable
member for Yan Yean criticising and saying there has
been lack of training of staff at Group 4, yet as soon as
something positive is done he criticises and says, 'That
is inappropriate action' . Group 4 management is on
about endeavouring to increase management and
warder skills in the prison. I compliment it on bringing
in those people following a fire that resulted in
approximately $200 000 worth of damage.

The government has transferred prisoners from the very
inhumane conditions at Pentridge that the former Labor
government did nothing about. Pentridge and the
remand centre should have been replaced 15 years ago.
The government is on very solid ground on what it has
done concerning infrastructure for, in the first instance,
the custody, and in the second instance, the
rehabilitation of prisoners because it is concerned that
people who commit crimes should pay the appropriate
penalty to which they are sentenced. The incident at
Port Phillip a fortnight ago posed no security risk and
no prisoners or warders were injured.
Nobody applauds the fact that the incident occurred.
Although it is necessary to wait for reports from the
Coroner's office and the police department before
commenting on how the incident was handled and
managed, it is fair to say from an initial observation that
because there were no injuries to the personnel and
security was not at risk the incident was effectively
managed.
The honourable member for Yan Yean went on to talk
about the management by Group 4 of prisons in
England, where the company operates three prisons.
Group 4 also operates a prison at Mount Gambier and
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therefore has a background of experience in the
industry. He quoted from documents and criticised the
operation of Buckley Hall prison in particular. I
respond by referring to a report by Sir David
Ramsbotham, who is Her Majesty's Chief Inspector of
Prisons. Sir David could be expected to have fairly high
credentials and his report could be expected to have
some authenticity and credibility - unlike the
comments of the honourable member for Yan Yean.
The preface to Sir David Ramsbotham's report states:
HMP Buckley Hall started life sharing two disadvantages
with its fellow contract prisons. The first is a warning to the
prison service. in these days of emergency response to
continuous overcrowding. Too many prisoners arrive too
quickly. almost overwhelming a new and experienced staff.
The problems that this caused received undue publicity.
which gave it a bad name.
The second is that this publicity was seized upon and
exploited by those who are anti private prisons ...

That statement reflects what the honourable member
for Van Yean has been saying in the past three weeks.
Nobody is more strongly anti private prisons than he is;
he can see no value in privatisation and runs messages
for the union.
Mr E. R. Smith - The union lap-dog.
Mr W. D. McGRAm - That is a fair comment.
The report continues:
not because of the way in which they carry out their task. but
on ethical and political grounds. connected with their views
about the morality of making a profit from holding people in
custody.
As HM Chief Inspector of Prisons I arn required to repon on
treatment and conditions of prisoners, and I do this, applying
exactly the same criteria. in public and contract prisons alike.
I have to say that treatment of prisoners at HMP BuckJey Hall
is better, and more imaginative, than in many public sector
prisons. not least because of rhe freedom that the director has
to introduce innovative ideas, free from the bureaucratic
restrictions that I wish could be removed from the others.

Mr Haermeyer - Mr Deputy Speaker, I wonder if
the report, the document from which the minister was
quoting, could be tabled?
Mr W. D. McGRAm - That will cause no
worries at all; it is a public document.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The minister
will table the document at the conclusion of his speech.
Mr W. D. McGRAm - The honourable member
for Van Yean spoke about the violence in prisons.
Recently the Sydne.v Morning Herald published an
article under the heading 'NSW prisons most violent in
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the nation'. The honourable member for Van Yean is
not interested in that and did not mention it in his
contribution because New South Wales prisons are run
by a Labor government.
The honourable member for Pascoe Vale, who is at the
table, should read the article. It refers to a report by the
Industry Conunission and states:
The third annual repon on government services by the
Industry Commission found that NSW has the highest
spending on courts but rhe most violent prison system in the
country (13 per cent of prisoners were assaulted by other
prisoners last year and 5 per cent of officers were assaulted).

As I said, no mention was made by the honourable

member for Yan Yean of that report on the
management of prisons in New South Wales by a
Labor government.
In Queensland, where there is a National-Liberal Party
government, the state's newest prison, Woodford, was
officially opened on 7 March 1997. The prison has
600 beds for high and medium-security prisoners. A
major riot occurred on 1 April 1997, when there were
321 prisoners in custody. The 150 prisoners involved in
the incident rioted for more than 2 hours before order
was restored by the police and corrections department
teams. The cost of the damage caused in the riot was at
least $600 000. Prisons are difficult places to manage
when they are flrst opened and until the staff come to
understand the behaviour of some of the conunon
criminals for whom we have to provide
accommodation.

My time is running out, so I will refer briefly to drugs.
When the government came to power 24 per cent of
prisoners in Victorian gaols were testing positive to
illicit drugs. That flgure is now down to just on 8 per
cent across the system. It is fair to say that what is
happening in the general community is reflected in the
prison system. However, since 1992 drug use has
become much more rife in the conununity and although
it is true that prisoners are overdosing on drugs the
problem on the street is much greater.
I cannot understand how visitors can contemplate
taking illicit drugs - heroin in particular - into
prisons. The government is trying to give prisoners the
best chance possible for rehabilitation and the flrst step
in that is to break the drug cycle. The government is
working very hard on the issue and the level of new
money being put into all prisons under the Turning the
Tide program would never have been imagined by the
former government.
Today I issued a press release about the hanging points
that have been commented on publicly recently in
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respect of Port Phillip Prison. The press release states in
part that I have:
received a commitment from the prison operators, Group 4
Correction Services, and the builders, Fletcher Construction
Australia, to complete the modification of all cells before the
end of May.
Modification work will include:
modifying shower screens;
refitting coat hooks;
modifying the windows;
modifying shelfunits;
replacing shower roses; and
modifying trap doors.

That work will not guarantee there will not be more
suicides in prisons across the system, but it should
reduce the potential.
Prior to Christmas two hangings occurred in the public
prison at Beechworth, yet there has been no focus on
those deaths. The focus has all been on Port Phillip
Prison by an opposition that wants to run the gauntlet
for the union movement. The opposition hates
privatisation and hates to see anything positive, yet the
Labour government in England is committing itself to
privatising prisons.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER -

Order! The

minister's time has expired.
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - The last
2 minutes of the minister's speech revealed the
incompetence of the government. The minister
effectively said the government had not put into effect
contract arrangements that would enable the
establishment of a safe gaol at Port Phillip Prison.
Following a persistent campaign by the opposition,
community groups and prisoners the minister admitted
that the government could not frame a contract that
would ensure the safety of prisoners at Port Phillip
Prison. The minister conceded that the contract framed
for the private prison was inadequate.

If the minister is fair dinkum about these arrangements
and about absolving himself he should release more
than a sanitised version of the contract. The minister
should release the contract conditions that enabled the
problems to occur in the first place. The minister says
of the opposition, 'You are against privatisation; you
are running the gauntlet for the unions.' Although the
opposition has enormous concerns about privatisation
on policy grounds, once privatisation has occurred the
contract must be able to be scrutinised to determine
whether it has been adhered to. How can the opposition
scrutinise the contract if the minister will not release it?

Wednesday, 25 March 1998

The copy of the contract that was released publicly
carries the note 'Edited for public release.' The clauses
that defme what is a riot are not in the edited version
because the minister wants to hide them. The key issue
for the minister is deciding: when is a riot a riot? A
contract that does not contain such a definition is
deficient.
When the minister appeared before the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee he was questioned about the
women's prison. When asked to answer the questions
'When is an incident an incident?' and 'When is a riot a
riot?', the minister and his department head went on
and on. The minister tried to absolve himself from
blame after the suicide occurred, yet at a Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing neither the
minister nor his department head could provide
defmitions or answer the questions 'When is a riot a
riot?' and 'When is an incident an incident?'. Group 4
tried to say there was no riot, yet $300 000 worth of
damage was done and firefighters and prison officers
feared for their safety.
The minister's reason for saying it was not a riot is
because the unedited version of the document states
that if a riot occurs Group 4 does not get a performance
bonus - there was collusion between the company and
the minister to redefme the incident as not being a riot
because otherwise the company would not receive a
performance bonus. I have no doubt that if the full
contract details were released they would state that in
the case of a riot or a major incident the company
would not receive a bonus and the profits of Group 4
would be reduced or eliminated. That would be the
effect of the contract.
This is not just a matter of ideological opposition to
privatisation. I put that aside. I see this as a failure
under the contract to build a safe prison in the first
place. That the minister admits that horizontal bars in
the cells will now be removed demonstrates that the
contract for the prison was deficient in providing for the
safety of prisoners. The government has colluded with
the company in an effort to ensure that the company
will not lose its bonus and that returns to its
shareholders will not be affected.
My main concern is to have full public disclosure so
that the opposition can assess whether the minister and
Group 4 are right or whether the unions and the
firefighters were right in saying they were at risk. I
want the minister to release more than a sanitised
version of the contract. It is in the public interest to
know when a riot occurs, even if penalty clauses mean
that the company will receive less money. The one
interest that overrides the minister's protecting the
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arrangements with the company is the protection of the
pUblic.
If the government wishes to defend itself properly it
should release the full contract arrangements. One need
only look at the annexures to the prison services
development contract for the men's metropolitan prison
to see that even in the sanitised version there are
pointers that demonstrate that cases would arise in
which penalties and performance bonuses would not be
paid to the Group 4.
Annexure S at page 227 of the report carries the
headings' A. Services Reports to Commissioner' and
, 1. Prisons Operations'. Some of the factors involved
which I would have thought were material for
Group 4 's operations include prisoner deaths; escapes;
attempted escapes; number of prisoners who engage in
self mutilation/attempted suicide as a proportion of total
receptions; assaults on staff; assaults on prisoners;
number of notifiable incidents, types, outcomes;
physical injuries to prisoners and staff; number of times
and circumstances where forces used; use of
instruments of restraint used and reasons; use of
emergency management unit - dog squads, routine,
emergencies; drug tests; number of strip searches on
staff and visitors and outcomes; and number of
prisoners banned from contact visits.
I would have thought that annexure S was a pointer to
the fact that more material clauses in the contract have
not been revealed. It is clear that some of those matters
have arisen and the conditions have therefore been
contravened. I would say that in the case of Port Phillip
Prison a number of those conditions have been
contravened and the company would be potentially
financially disadvantaged. If the minister has not
included penalties in the contract and it doers not say
that if a riot occurs the company does not get a
performance bonus the minister has entered into a
shoddy contract and has not protected the interests of
the taxpayers.
Why does the minister not reveal that information to the
public and Parliament? Why can we not see a definition
of: when is a riot a riot? I believe the reason is that the
company would incur a significant reduction in its
performance-based pay. One only need look at the
press reports of comments made by the Premier. The
Premier has conceded that he believes the situation is so
serious remedial action should be taken.
I refer to an article in the Australian of 12 March
headed 'Gaol in flames after riot', which states:
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Prisoners were lighting 'multiple fires' and rioting at the
troubled Port Phillip Prison, in Melbourne's western suburbs
late last night.
Fire brigade spokesman Trevor Woodward said prisoners
were out of their cells and Special Operations Group police
were on their way to back up firefighting units.
A police spokesman said all emergency services were on
standby.

The annexure refers to the use of emergency
management units such as dog squads for routine
emergencies, so clearly this fits with one of the clauses
in the annexure to the contract. The article continues:
Prisoners were evacuated and the fire was quickly contained.
but he said, 'It appears the prisoners have taken the
opponunity to vent a bit of anger. We have been told multiple
fires are still now being lit [and] some rioting appears to have
broken out

The Premier believes this was a riot because an article
by Tim Pegler in the Australian of 13 March states:
A riot on the night of March 11, 1998, at the private Port
Phillip jail in Victoria has prompted the Victorian Premier,
Jeff Kennett, to warn that contact visits may be banned in an
effort to control drugs being brought into prisons.

Why would the Premier say it was so serious if he did
not believe it was a major incident - at least at a riot
level- and therefore in the minister's tenns or
contract terms have penalties applied to it? The article
states further:
Group 4 corrections services, and a director of the group,
Stephen Twinn. says the 'riot' was actually a passive
demonstration.

Does the minister believe, on the reports he has
received, MrTwinn's assertion that this was not a riot
but a passive demonstration? The article goes on:
A spokesperson for the Federation of Community Legal
Centres says the disturbance was predictable. given the
2 suicides, 10 suicide attempts and a fatal drug overdose at the
prison.

I do not believe the Premier believes it was passive,
with $300 000 worth of damage. It is hard to do
$300 000 worth of damage - that is the cost of
demolishing a luxury house and all its appliances,
which takes some time to do. It is not a minor thing. In
Mr Twinn' s terms it was not a riot but a passive
demonstration. Why would he go to the trouble of
saying it was a passive demonstration? What spin is he
trying to put on this matter? What does it mean for his
company? What penalties will be imposed on him if it
is termed a riot? What will he lose in income for his
shareholders if it is a riot?

Dr Dean interjected.

PORT PHlLLIP PRISON: MANAGEMENT
642

ASSEMBLY

Mr BRACKS - The master of points of order and
legal interjection says this is yet to be detennined. In
the public interest the minister should release details of
the matters that refer to the penalties to the company if
there is an incident and a riot. That is what the public
needs to know.

Many other newspaper articles covered the topic,
including one on 13 March headed, 'Prison riot a
passive protest'. Mr Twinn tried to redescribe the
details of the riot as passive. The details are well set out
in the Herald Sun and Australian newspapers.
We should put aside the ideological aspects of
privatisation and think about issues such as public
disclosure and the public's right to know. The public
and Parliament have a right to assess matters contained
in this issue of public interest. On that case there is a
deficiency because we cannot assess whether there is a
cover-up including the minister, Mr van Groningen and
Mr Twinn, which means we have to redefine this
incident as not a riot, otherwise there are penalties. We
cannot assess it properly because the report is a
sanitised version of the contract, and the public's right
to know is not being accepted by the government.
Therefore, if the government wants to see privatisation
going well it should give us the information. If you
want to see it going badly, keep doing what you are
doing because you are giving privatisation a bad name
by a contract failure, allowing prisoners to be unsafe,
not having proper termination of the contract to build
safe prisons and not having full public disclosure so
that we can assess whether the company is going well.
The best way to help this company is to disclose details
of the contract. That will have checks on it and we can
ensure that there is not a cover-up to protect the bottom
line, which is the case with this government.
The minister is part of the cover-up. Ifhe is not, he
should release details. He should tell us if
Mr van Groningen will go back into his job.
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - In a
democratic community healthy debate is one of the
great virtues, and today we are hearing about the Labor
Party's criticism ofthe government's administration of
prisons in Victoria.

The interesting thing is that in a debate like this we
never hear any constructive policies put forward by the
Labor Party members, mainly because they do not have
any. All they can do is try, week after week, to dredge
up criticisms, most of which are either unfair or
unfounded or are figments of their imagination.
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We need to get down to the facts. I would like to refute
some of the statements made today, particularly one
made by the honourable member for Yan Yean that the
government had not investigated the prisons in
England, including the Wolds prison.
If the honourable member went through the
parliamentary reports he would know that in 1993 I
went through the Wolds prison, which was one of the
first British prisons to be privatised. It is not a matter of
visiting and going for a guided tour; it is a matter of
getting down to the detail of what the prison policies
are. The best people to talk to are not those running the
privatised side of the prison but the people
administering it.
I had long discussions with the Home Office officials
after a full day at the Wolds prison. These are not the
politicians but the people who for donkeys years have
been directly responsible for running prisons in Britain.
They agreed that whenever a privatised industry came
into the picture the result was inevitably unfair attacks
being made by the unions.
When I was over there Group 4 was in the papers
almost every day, concerning not so much the
administration of prisons but rather prisoners escaping
from vans or facilities that Group 4 was then
administering while the prisoners were in transit from
courts, prisons and police cells.
The person who probably brought the whole matter to a
head was Michael Hirst, the former Chief Constable of
Leicestershire, who was then working for Group 4 in its
training areas. He said that the same figures coming out
against Group 4 also come out in the public system but
it does not suit the unions to highlight fairly what is
happening on both sides.
Today I obtained figures to show how the privatised
prisons compare, particularly in the area of drugs, with
the government prisons. If the opposition is trying to
beat up something - and members of the opposition
do that every week when they come in here; they think
they will get incredible publicity, but as usual there is
no-one up in the press gallery listening so they miss
out, and they will miss out in the long run. They should
be fair with their criticism.
In the area of drug use mentioned by the honourable

member for Yan Yean the state average as at
31 December was 6.8 per cent of prisoners tested in
prisons.
Both CORE and the private system have some prisons
that will go over the benchmark. That is to be expected,
but they all stay close to the state average. If the
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honourable member for Yan Yean investigated prisons
overseas he would find that no prison completely
eliminates drug usage among prisoners.

Mr Haermeyer interjected.
Mr E. R. SMITH - Has he a policy on how he
would eliminate it? Of course not. He is trying to get
points up, just as Race Mathews, Steve Crabb and the
present government when in opposition tried in so
many cases to get points up. They took us into their
confidence. but sometimes releasing such details was
not the correct thing to do because it could have a
detrimental effect on the prisoners' lives and those of
their families.
There were requests for disclosures all the time, just as
the honourable member for Williamstown was saying
he had to have complete disclosures. 'Put it all out! Put
out business in con fidence', he said. Who would do
business with the Victorian government or any other
government that would do things like that? I could
imagine the response of Steve Crabb when asked to put
out such figures. Steve Crabb, who was a responsible
minister in his time-Ms CampbeU interjected.
Mr E. R. SMITH - He was a responsible figure at
that time. He did not release those figures because he
realised the detrimental effect it would have on the lives
of prisoners overall. There has to be constant vigilance
over the running of prisons to ensure that the figures for
drug use remain at least at a bare minimum.
In some prisons overseas random testing rates are up to

30 per cent. The low figure in Victoria says a lot about
the way prisons are working out. As recently as 31
December one of the government prisons had a rate of
13.5 per cent when the benchmark for that prison was
8 per cent, while at the Fulham prison the rate was
12 per cent when the benchmark was - I have read the
wrong one; that is not the right figure.
Opposition members interjecting.

Mr E. R. SMITH - One can do anything one likes
with figures. It is probably an exercise in futility to go
through the figures because they are both the same. One
must look at the overall picture. Of course people do
not want drugs in prisons: that is the obvious
conclusion of any administrator of prisons, but it is
known that from time to time drugs do get in.
When talking about the arrival of the prison officers
from England to assist in the administration of the
prisons run by Group 4 the honourable member for

643

Williamstown said, 'Send the British back!.' I took that
comment in the spirit in which it was meant, but if that
sort of a comment had been made about any other
nationality the honourable member for Yan Yean
would at once have been on his feet screaming out
'racist'. I know what the honourable member for
Williamstown meant. He meant he was not typifying
the Brits. However, had there been a member on this
side of the house as sensitive as the honourable member
for Yan Yean when he said what he did it would have
been an excuse for that member to leap up and scream
'racism'. I think the members on the government
benches are far too mature to do that, but it is
interesting that the lead speaker for the opposition on a
subject such as corrections always resorts to such
tactics as bringing forward charges of racism so that the
whole place ends up in the mire.
This debate has to be conducted in a spirit of
equanimity, and that is the way it was going until the
honourable member for Yan Yean called out this racist
comment. It needs to be put on the record: the
honourable member for Williamstown said, 'Send the
Brits back'. I know how he meant it, but the honourable
member for Van Yean did not. As I said, ifit had been
any other nationality the honourable member for Van
Yean would have been on his feet screaming out
'racist'; that is typical of him.
The honourable member for Williamstown accused the
Minister for Corrections of being the prisoners' friend.
He said that all of those in Group 4 and this 'dreadful'
minister were the prisoners' friends.
William Wilberforce, who was known in history as the
prisoners' friend, took that as a great compliment. and
in that context I suggest that although the honourable
member was trying to be derogatory he was in fact
describing the true qualities of Bill McGrath, because
Bill is a fair man on both sides of prison administration.
It is amazing that there has been very little comment
from the opposition on that aspect. I take the expression
'prisoners' friend' as an accolade. As I said in relation
to Steve Crabb and Race Matthews, all govemments
have to administer prisons as fairly as they possibly
can.
When Race Mathews was Minister for Police and
Emergency Services a fire broke out at Pentridge Prison
and prisoners were burnt to death. After such an event
the community and politicians worked together, as
should occur in this case. Not the member for Van
Yean! He will do anything to get a cheap shot at the
government. He is into that.
He criticised the period of teething problems, as it has
been called from time to time. There is probably a
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better phrase than that to use but in the lead-up to
establishing a privatised prison and going through a
complete change of style inevitably there will be a
period that has to be gone through while things are
being sorted out. I would be the first to scream if I
thought unfair activities were going on. I certainly keep
my hands on the pulse of events in Victorian prisons.
The events at Port Phillip Prison have been unfairly
described, beaten up and played for all they were worth.
If these things had occurred in a government prison,
nothing would have been heard of it. Michael Hirst told
me when I was over there that people never hear of
such things because it does not suit the unions to say
what is happening in government-run prisons. The
government should publish figures showing the
comparison between the two types of prisons, and I will
seek talks with the minister to enable that to happen.
We have to be fair. This is a revolution, taking
prisoners away from the dreadful, inhuman facilities at
Pentridge and in many cases taking them out of the
division where the criminals who carried out the most
outrageous crimes were kept. Outside that was the stone
wall where in the old days prisoners on hard labour had
to smash up rocks.
All that has gone. For the opposition to turn the actions
of this government in establishing prisons that have
facilities of world standard into a cause for false
accusation is absolutely pathetic. No wonder the
opposition did not want the media to hear what was
being said about that, because the government is doing
a very good job of providing prisons offrrst-class
standard compared with others anywhere in the world.
To say the government is making prisons into luxury
hotels- for goodness' sake! If members of the
opposition think Victoria should go back to prisons of
the standard ofPentridge, why don't they say so? As I
am sure you, Sir, saw for yourself in your visit to
Pentridge, the conditions there were utterly outrageous.
In a debate such has this I would have thought and
hoped the opposition would suggest policies. To have
an opposition such as this one, so devoid of policies and
interest in developing them, is a sad indictment on the
Labor Party. When the coalition was in opposition with
the Honourable Pat McNamara as the corrections
spokesman and his team around him, the opposition
acknowledged what was fair and criticised what was
not, but it was done with a sense of fairness, not with
the intention of taking every available opportunity to
harp about what is going wrong and coming up with
nothing constructive.

I had hoped members of the media would be present in
the gallery to hear this debate, but they are not because
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they know the opposition is regurgitating what has
already been reported. The material under discussion
today is not new; it has been gone over by the
honourable member for Yan Yean in his
address-in-reply contribution and has been run in the
newspapers.
If improvements are to be made members must listen to
the people who are running the prisons - the Group 4
people, who have a high reputation throughout the
world. The honourable member for Yan Yean pays no
regard to that. When I was in Britain Group 4 was run
by Don Keens, and I gather that he is now running the
prison at Fulham. These are quality people. Don Keens
was plucked out of Group 4 by the Wackenhut
corporation because of his credibility; he was paid so
much he could not afford not to go. That is an example
of the calibre of experienced administration people who
were chosen.
It is regrettable that certain things have happened at
Port Phillip Prison, but the government is investigating
the issues and is formulating new policy in
collaboration with the manager of the prison, Group 4.
The bottom line is that the public wants to know that
everything possible is being done to improve the
situation.
The Minister for Corrections said today and in earlier
public statements that the government will do
everything possible to overcome the problem. No
minister is more dedicated than the Minister for
Corrections. The opposition would rather raise
nitpicking points than formulate policy. We should
work together and develop a system that will work.
Ms CAMP BELL (Pascoe Vale) - The arrival of
15 Group 4 managers and supervisors from the United
Kingdom is a response to a crisis at Port Phillip Prison,
but it is an inadequate response according to prison
staff, the Metropolitan Fire Brigade, the Victoria Police
and the Victorian community, which is gravely
concerned about the poor management.
The Port Phillip Prison opened with great fanfare in
August 1997 but is now the subject of serious
allegations of improper management. The nine months
gestation period delivered a riot on 11 March, an
alarming number of suicides, major design faults that
were obvious from the start, an unacceptable number of
self-mutilation attempts, 4 out of 14 units with no
fIretighting equipment, drug trafficking that makes
Russell Street look clean, rampant drug dealing, chronic
understaffing, inadequately trained staff, protection
prisoners being placed in mainstream units and the
complete breakdown of the management of the prison.
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Everyone acknowledges these issues apart from the
government, but some government members now say
privately that they are extremely concerned about what
is happening at the prison. The government has its eyes
closed, but it is time they were opened.
Port Phillip Prison contains some of the state's most
hardened prisoners as well as many prisoners who are
on remand. It contains 14 murderers who between them
have killed 27 people and raped 40. It is extremely
important that those prisoners are not allowed to run the
prison.
On 11 March a riot involving 46 prisoners caused
$300 000 worth of damage. It resulted from the
complete breakdown of the management of the prison,
yet the Minister for Corrections says it is a teething
problem. I advise the minister to see a dentist, have a
general anaesthetic and have those teeth removed and
replaced. The problem at this prison requires major
surgery; it is not a teething problem.
The breakdown in discipline at the prison was well
documented by GeoffWilkinson, Mark Butler and Jim
Tennison in a Herald Sun article of20 March. The
article reveals that prisoners received $10 to go to bed
on New Year's Eve, prison management circulated a
customer satisfaction survey asking prisoners to
nominate their favourite prison officers, drug dealers
inside the gaol threatened the lives of other prisoners
and forced their friends and families to pay drug debts
into T AB telephone accounts and standover tactics
resulted in vulnerable prisoners being forced to give up
everything from drugs, money and cigarettes to running
shoes and television sets.
These matters are well documented, not just in the
Herald Sun but in other newspapers. The scandal is
known Australia-wide. After the riot at least 8 of the 36
prisoners transferred to Barwon from Port Phillip tested
positive for drugs. A prison officer's arm was broken
by a drug affected prisoner he was escorting to the
medical centre.
Numerous incidents indicating the breakdown of
management have been documented. I shall document
some of the concerns highlighted by the Metropolitan
Fire Brigade, the Victorian Police Prison Squad and the
Special Emergency Support Group that responded to
the riot. Those key emergency response units are
gravely concerned about the breakdown of discipline
and management of the prison. On 17 March the
Herald Sun reported:
The Metropolitan Fire Brigade responded to the aJlegations
with a strict new directive for staff attending private prisons.
Documents obtained by the Herald Sun allege safety
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protocols were breached as soon as firefighters arrived. Two
roller doors between the gaol and the outside were opened at
the same time to let in trucks, the report alleges. Inside,
firefighters saw a panicked prison officer drop a set of keys,
one of which had to be retrieved and returned later. Inmates
near the initial fire were in a 'raucous state' when firefighters
arrived and prison officers claimed the inmates were high on
drugs.
Agitated prisoners lit fresh fires and used plastic furniture to
block the water jet from fire hoses. 'When we U-turned to
retreat to the gates where a warden was waiting we were
again missiled with various items including plastic bottles
which, when broken, gave off an odour like kerosene' one
firefighter said.
They retreated to a safer area and watched prisoners climb on
stacked furniture to the upper storeys as inmates below
smashed glass and rushed a door ...
Under the MFB's new directive fire crews must be supported
by two primary appliances (trucks) a teleboom, rescue unit
and an inspector.
'No entry is to be made into the prison complex by any
appliance or firefighter until the attending inspector is
satisfied by prison management that the safety of firefighting
personnel can be guaranteed', it states.

This is occurring in a prison that we are told by the
minister is being well run! The Metropolitan Fire
Brigade is concerned about staff safety. It is concerned
about its duty of care to staff. Why is the minister not
carrying out his statutory obligations to staff and
prisoners at the prison?
Why is the minister not exercising the same duty of
care as the fire brigade? The Victoria Police Prison
Squad submitted a lengthy report on the riot and
expressed concerns about the high level of contraband
entering the prison. The Herald Sun reported that prison
squad detectives are understood to be investigating how
prisoners obtained alcohol at the height of the riot. If
the minister is not getting incident reports clearly
outlining what is occurring at that prison and the public
is relying on Victoria's media to keep it infonned, he
needs to follow up the matter to ensure that incident
reports are both thorough and public.
The Special Emergency Support Group is concerned
about a missing key at the prison. The minister denies it
was lost and has not acknowledged that a corrections
officer is no longer employed at the prison following
that loss. Prisoners at Port Phillip have keys to unlock
their cells. That is totally unacceptable, and both the
minister and the public should be aware of the situation.
The minister's response has been to appoint
Mr van Groningen, who has overseen the state's private
and public prisons, to investigate the riot and
management of the prison. That is about as efficient as
putting the Premier in charge of an inquiry to look into
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the scandal surrounding the taxpayer-funded credit
cards. It is unacceptable for Mr van Groningen to head
the inquiry. His appointment is of concern not only to
members of the opposition but also to Mr Ari Frieberg,
a noted criminologist from Melbourne University. In
the Australian of 21 March 1998 Mr Frieberg states:
The office of the commissioner has been partly responsible
for the creation of this prison system and it is clearly an
interested party.

But the minister persists in ensuring that Mr van
Groningen beads the inquiry. I hope the
Auditor-General notes the strong conflict of interest
between Mr van Groningen' s running the state's private
and public prisons and his being in charge of an inquiry
into the Port Phillip Prison.
The honourable member for Van Yean, the shadow
Minister for Corrections, has outlined in detail the
deaths that have occurred at the prison. For those of us
who read newspapers they probably warrant just a line
or two and the publicity is over. However, the families
whose husbands, brothers and sons have died at the
prison are clearly disturbed and want and deserve
answers. There have been four hangings, one overdose
and an attempted overdose yesterday, and two other
deaths. The federation of community legal services has
documented 10 attempted suicides.
The organisation of staffing at the prison is totally
inappropriate. Group 4 knowingly put 134
inexperienced, untrained corrections staff of a total of
176 into Port Phillip Prison. From the outset it was
clear even to blind Freddy that you could not have the
prison staffed with 134 inexperienced officers. The
union is doing the job the minister should be doing
when it says the prison must have more staff, an
emergency response team within the prison, better
training in self-defence and restraints, the provision of
riot gear such as batons and shields, greater cell security
and a higher ratio of prison officers to inmates when
cells are unlocked.

In conclusion, I point out that the minister has a
statutory obligation to ensure the safety of staff and
prisoners but is knowingly putting the lives of officers
and inmates at risk. In doing that he breaches his duty
of care. He cannot continue to say these are teething
problems. Nobody believes him, and I doubt he
believes it himself. The staff and prisoners at
Port Phillip deserve better.
Dr DEAN (Berwick) - I have been listening to the
honourable members for Williamstown and Pascoe
Vale. The one thing I agree with the honourable
member for Pascoe Vale about is that deaths in custody
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are an increasing Australia-wide problem. It was good
of her to make that point because the two previous
opposition speakers made no attempt to put the problem
into context and make the points that need to be made
to inform the public. It is appropriate for the opposition
to criticise but it is inappropriate to make its criticisms
in a vacuum without mentioning matters about which
the Australian and Victorian public should know. I will
return to that.
The honourable members for Williamstown and Pascoe
Vale spoke about the arrival of the 15 managers. I
raised a point of order on that matter. I do not intend to
go over it again, but I was flattered by the honourable
member for Williamstown saying that he wanted to dub
me the Member for Points of Order. As it is only the
second or third point of order I have raised during my
time in Parliament I take it as a compliment.
The Speaker ruled that the motion is an urgency
motion. I begged to differ, but he is the Speaker. He
makes those rulings, and I will abide by his decision. It
was regarded as an urgency motion because of the
15 people coming to assist in the administration of the
prisons. My point was that that is not a matter of
government administration, but the Speaker held that it
IS.

It is an important issue, as is the subject of the whole
motion, but what does it really show us about the way
private prisons work in a privatised system? What it
really shows us is that in a privatised system if there is a
problem you can reach out across the world and in a
matter of days bring in resources unavailable to a public
prison system. There is no way the public system under
the previous government or when it was operating
under this government could have suddenly flicked its
fingers and had 15 experts come in and rectify the
situation.
It is understandable that it is something opposition
members have not thOUght of because they are not
interested in the reality of the problem and how it is
being solved. All they want to do is knock the system.
The reality is that a matter needs to be rectified, and the
rectification process under the privatised system is
better and more efficient than it ever was under the
public system. If ever there were a demonstration of
that it is the company's reaction to the problem. The
opposition's motion does not show that a private prison
system cannot work, that it cannot rectify its problems,
that it flounders and that there is no accountab:1ity. It
shows the reverse.
Within a very short time 15 experienced managers have
been brought in to look at the problem. Under [he
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previous public system they would have come from
other Victorian prisons. You would rob all the other
public prisons in Victoria to try to fmd 15 managers and
while you brought them in to fix one problem the
remaining prisons would fall apart. That is something
the opposition cannot get its mind around - the
availability of resources to a privately operated system.
The opposition also claims that there is no
accountability, that under the private system if
something goes wrong it is never fixed. Let us look at
the facts. Within a very short time of the problem
occurring not only have 15 managers been broUght in
but an inquiry has been initiated and there has been an
immediate reaction by the minister.
In his press release today the minister has named five
immediate responses. The issue arose only a short time
ago, so it is a very quick response. Where has it all been
hidden under the carpet? Where is the private system
not working? Where is there no accountability? All the
facts show that the issues are being addressed.
The honourable member for Williamstown found the
matter difficult to deal with. He talked about a contract
failure and said the provisions of the contract were
terrible. But they are not, because the contract
provisions say that if there is a contract failure there
will be an immediate inquiry. The honourable member
went on to say that the government had not called it a
riot and had not taken away the company's bonuses. He
is a little too quick. The bonus is paid 12 months from
now, and the inquiry is to find out whether it was a riot
and whether the bonuses should be paid. The
investigation is under way and we will have to wait for
the inquiry to determine the matter to the fullest extent.

Mr MacleUan interjected.
Dr DEA..~ - Yes, their meetings are constant riots,
so I suppose their defmition of 'riot' is quite confusing.
If this situation occurred under the public system the
government might be accused of going into correction
mode and trying to hide the facts. It would say, 'We
will have an inquiry and in the end we will do
something about it'. Under the private system an
inquiry is initiated, contract provisions come into play,
and bonuses to the people running the system are at
risk. The real effect is not to say, 'Look, you must not
do this again' or 'Read the report six times'. The real
effect is that the people who are running the system
have the potential of being given a financial kick in the
pants. The difference between the private and public
systems is that rather than being less responsive and
less accountable the private system is already proving
to be more responsive and more effective.
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On the issue of the sanitisation of the contractual
principles it is clear that there is now more information
available to the public about the sorts of systems and
requirements that the managers have to accede to and
comply with. One of them is counselling. That is
something they must do under their contract and is
something for which they are accountable. I can assure
the house that prisoners' friends groups, community
groups, the media and the opposition will ensure that
those matters are abided by.
The opposition's response - if the government makes
any move to step into a modem world, to step into the
future, it will bag it - is becoming a little monotonous.
Every time the government has tried to fix a problem,
move into the future and do things better and more
efficiently the constricted dinosaur opposition, which
has no creative brains in its midst, immediately screams
all sorts of abuse.
There is always a settling-in process, whether it be in
relation to gas, electricity or the grand prix, yet the
opposition responds with abuse. Later we find the
Leader of the Opposition says, 'We will not wind back
electricity reforms; I think we will leave electricity the
way it is going. We will not wind back gas; we should
leave that where it is. We will not change the grand prix
after all; we will leave it where it is' .
Time and again the opposition screams, because it is
not creative and does not have the capacity to
understand what a modem world is about. Yet when the
innovations work - electricity prices fall, the private
system shows improvement and is working better than
it ever was - the opposition falls silent. The memories
of the people of Victoria are not that short. In 1996 they
said, 'You screamed about everything that happened,
yet this thing is working and we are going to vote these
people back in again' . I would have thOUght by now the
opposition would have learnt that the strategy of
screaming about something that might work in the end
and later saying, 'Whoops, we won't change it' is not
the best policy for getting itself into government.
The opposition presents its case and deliberately
ignores facts it oUght to reveal to the Victorian public if
it is to have any sort of credibility. It ignores the tact
that the death rate in Victorian prisons over the
government's period in office is one of the lowest of all
states. It is lower than the rates in Queensland. New
South Wales, Western Australia and Tasmania. The
opposition is simply saying to the government, 'You
are not running the system', without letting the
Victorian public know that death rates would not be a
bad statistic for them to have in the back of their minds
when they are comparing the criticisms.
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The opposition has completely ignored the fact that
although deaths in custody are a growing problem
Australia-wide, Victoria is handling the problem best. It
ignores the fact that Turning the Tide has introduced
programs dealing with drugs into not only schools but
also prisons. Although that is very important it is
skipped over. The opposition ignores the fact that
although in today's world community drugs in prisons
are a major problem and drug use is running at
approximately 30 per cent of inmates, spot testing done
in the four months Port Phillip Prison has been in
operation has revealed a rate of around 8 to 9 per
cent - and the world experience shows that 8 to 9 per
cent is a fantastic score; that it is almost unachievable.
The opposition ignores the fact raised by the minister
that when the opposition was in power drug use was
running at approximately 24 per cent in Victorian
prisons. Those facts are just skipped over as opposition
members criticise what the government is doing. They
make wild allegations and use emotive terms such as
'drowning in drugs'. I think that term was used by the
honourable member for Yan Yean. What an atrocious
thing to say when all the statistics show that it is not the
case.
I presume the opposition will do what it has always
done - chase ambulances. The opposition's claims are
extraordinary if one reflects on what happened at
Pentridge Prison. For example, there was fire at
Pentridge Prison and four or five prisoners were burnt
to death. I think that was in 1987, when the Labor
government was in office. Are members of the
opposition really serious in suggesting that the
disturbance at Port Phillip Prison in any way compares
with what was going on in Pentridge before the
government got rid of it? What was the opposition
going to do about Pentridge? Was it going to pull out
from public funds tens of millions of dollars to build
new prisons? It would have had to admit that by doing
that it would plunge Victoria further into debt. If the
opposition was not planning that, was it going to leave
prisoners in Pentridge, because that was the only thing
it could do? Was it planning to leave them there and
have similar absolute disasters occur?
The honourable member for Yan Yean has been in the
new prisons. He can compare their facilities with those
of Pentridge. I defy him to say that the facilities in the
new prison are not as good as those in Pentridge when
it was run by the former government. He could never
do so. All he can do is be petty and talk about the
structural problems. Those problems will be fixed and
the prison system will start operating as we anticipate it
should. I hope three or four months from now someone
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will say in this place, 'We haven't heard much about
prisons from you for a while'.
The DEPUlY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.
Ms KOSKY (Altona)- The honourable member
for Berwick referred to petty problems. He has failed to
realise that in the past eight months there have been
seven deaths in the Port Phillip Prison - seven people
are no longer alive. There have also been four hangings
because of the number of hanging points in the cells.
Dr Dean inteIjected.
Ms KOSKY - The honourable member for
Berwick had his opportunity and made a bad go of it,
and now wants to continue. The Port Phillip Prison,
which is in my electorate, has been fraught with
difficulties from the beginning. It is in a bad location
and is not accessible to people who want to visit
prisoners. The privatisation process generally is fraught
with difficulties.
The United Kingdom firm that was appointed to run the
prison had a bad reputation previously, and that bad
reputation continues in Australia. It is not true, as the
honourable member for Glen Waverley said, that the
private firm had a good reputation. It has a cheap
reputation, to which I will refer later. The government
said that there were no problems with Group 4 running
the Port Phillip Prison. The minister said that
privatisation would improve the conditions for
prisoners. That has not happened.
The government continues to compare the prison with
Pentridge and not with the other public prisons that it is
currently running and for which it still has
responsibility. The minister kept his head buried in the
sand when the problems at the prison arose. Today he
managed to put out a press release about modifications
to cells - after seven deaths at Port Phillip Prison. I
consider that to be seven deaths too late.
If the minister spoke to a wide range of people who
have information about the prison he would be aware
that there have been major problems. A solicitor I know
who deals with many prisoners at the prison mentioned
to me about five months ago that there was no
searching of visitors as they entered and left the prison,
so there was no searching for drugs. He remarked on it
at the time and said that the prisoners thought it was a
great deal because they could get easy access to drugs
through visitations. That has been happening for some
time and it continues. The minister has not responded to
those concerns.
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Mr MacleUan interjected.
Ms KOSKY - The minister's job is to look after
prisons. The buck stops with the minister.
Mr MacleUan interjected.
Ms KOSKY - The maUer has been reported to the
prison by a number of the solicitors who auend the
prison regularly but the minister has not responded to
those concerns. The reason that Group 4 does nothing
about the concerns is because it is understaffed, it does
not have the capacity to do the searching that is
required all the time, it does not want to be sued for
searching people or for wrongly handling visitors, and
it does not want exposure of the amount of drugs - Mr Andrighetto -

You can't have it both ways.

Ms KOSKY - I am not defending the reasons that
Group 4 puts forward for not wanting to search visitors
when they enter and leave the prison. I certainly do not
want drugs in prisons to the extent they are there.
Group 4 does not want exposure of the amount of drugs
present in the prison because it wants its bonus. It does
not want major exposure of the fact that it is not
running the prison as it should be run.
Recently John van Groningen, the Correctional
Services Commissioner, was appointed head of the
team that will investigate what is happening at Port
Phillip Prison. The minister has pulled his head out of
the sand and realised that something is wrong. We
know that Mr van Groningen has been moved from his
duties in acknowledgment that he has not managed his
current position well. The plan is probably to have him
head the investigation team and then move him to a
liule desk in a side room.
The major problem is that Mr van Groningen has not
been aware of what has been happening at the Port
Phillip Prison. There are major contradictions between
what he has said and what the deputy director of the
prison has said. I will refer to just a couple of the many
contradictions. An article published in the Age of
Saturday, 21 March, quotes Mr van Groningen's
comments about the prison and states:
'I was aware of the fact that they had some problems getting
people to go off at the right time, and I am aware that it took
longer than normal to lock up,' he says. What he's not aware
of are reports that the 'compensation' they received for
returning to their cells was $5 in extra phone credits and a soft
drink - apparently part of prison operator Group 4's 'quality
of life benefits'.
'I can't categorically say it didn't happen,l'll definitely look
into it, but 1 would expect by now that would have come to
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notice,', says van Groningen. 'I find it difficult that three
months down the line we haven't any evidence of that. '.

The evidence is a memo from the deputy director of
Port Phillip Prison, Mr Tim Clifton, to all staff on
29 December 1997, some three months before Mr van
Groningen's recent comments as reported in the paper.
I refer to a couple of paragraphs of the memo that relate
to the issue. It states:
The problems associated with telephones and power certainly
made things more difficult. With this in mind, I had decided
to organise for an amount of money to be placed in the
telephone account of each prisoner, as an one-off
compensatory payment for the disruption ...
Therefore the prisoners in Scarborough South and Gorgon
units who stayed out in protest had no bearing upon this
decision. Although to expedite the movement of prisoners
into their cell, I did inform them that this money would be in
their accounts the following day.

Mr Haermeyer- What a farce!
Ms KOSKY - Who really knows what is going on
at the prison?

Mr Haermeyer - Obviously not the
commissioner!
Ms KOSKY - I suggest Mr van Groningen does
not know. He will continue to have the wool pulled
over his eyes while he is heading up the investigation
team and trying to make changes at the Port Phillip
Prison. In the Age article of 21 March I referred to
earlier, Mr van Groningen is quoted as follows:
The reduction, says van Groningen, has been due to drastic
changes to prison visits: random strip searches of visitors,
maximum one-hour visits to medium and maximum security
prisoners, mandatory strip searching for all prisoners in and
out of visits and use of a contraband-proof one-piece overall,
worn by inmates at visits ...

In a memo of 8 January, a couple of months prior to
Mr van Groningen's recent comments, Mr Clifton
states:
Whilst we do not expect staff to strip search all prisoners after
visits, a minimum of20 per cent should be done as a matter of
course, excluding target, suspicion and those who are
generally non-compliant.

Isn't that interesting? Mr van Groningen has no idea
what is happening at the prison. The people at Port
Phillip Prison are basically running the show as they
like and giving the government very liule infonnation
about how things are going, so that the company can
get its bonus and pretend it has met the contract
conditions. We know the contract is not very clear. The
company called a riot a disturbance and said there are
no major problems at Port Phillip Prison.
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We know there are major problems. For example, drug
use and drug trading is a major problem at the Port
Phillip Prison. One death occurred as a result of a drug
overdose. We are informed that before the riot the
prisoners were enjoying the effects of the drugs they
had taken, which had a strong effect on the nature of the
riot.
The prison should be managing prisoners to ensure the
safety of the prisoners, the staff who work in the prison
and the community. It is not doing that. Basically the
prison has become a holiday farm, certainly for
Group 4, which does not provide the security that
Victorians expect and have enjoyed from prisons in the
past.
The government is hell-bent on privatising everything
and is not interested in any criticisms that are directed at
the services that have been privatised. Major concerns
were raised about the privatisation of prisons prior to
the government embarking on this path. The
government will not acknowledge that major
difficulties exist. They are not teething problems; they
have existed for some time.
The government is not being properly informed by
Group 4 or Mr van Groningen, who does not know
what is occurring in the prison. The government is not
listening to what people outside the prison are saying. It
is not listening to solicitors or comments about the
group's previous record in the United Kingdom, where
judges made very negative comments about Group 4 's
experience. Mr Stephen Twinn, who previously worked
in the UK, was moved away from the prisons area there
because of bad experiences in those prisons. That was
acknowledged in the UK. The government has not
acted on history and should have known that difficulties
would arise as a result of appointing Group 4 to run the
Port Phillip Prison. As I said, the government refuses to
listen because it is hell-bent on the privatisation of
prisons as well as other services.
When difficulties arise the government and the minister
attempt to walk away from any problems saying, 'It is
not our fault; it is the fault of the private company.'
They have very little room to move. The people who
have been criticised in the UK have come to
Victoria - probably for further criticism - to sort out
a major problem at Port Phillip Prison. Inexperienced
staff have been appointed. These people are coming to
Victoria not to sort out the problems but to cover up the
problems that exist.
Independent advice should be sought about what should
happen at Port Phillip Prison. It should not be an
in-house investigation. Independent advice is available
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in Victoria. It is an absolute insult to staff and
experienced personnel in Victoria - staff who have
major experience in running prisons - to say they
could not assist in improving the situation at Port
Phillip Prison. My electorate is concerned - -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.
Modon negadved.

STATE EDUCATION SYSTEM
Mr ELDER (Ripon) -

I move:

That this house commends the government and the Minister
for Education for revitalising and transfonning the school
education system, which, having been left neglected and in
tatters by the previous Labor government, is now equipped to
deliver students a quality education in a superior learning
environment, as a result of numerous reforms and
improvements.

Let me characterise what type of education system
operated under the previous ALP government. Don't
forget that this is New Labor that is trying to redress the
fact that it lost the last election when it ran a strong
education policy and was rejected by the people of
Victoria. The people of the electorate ofCarrum told
the former Minister for Education, Mal Sandon, what
they thOUght of his education policies and he lost his
seat.
Let us look at what characterised the previous Labor
government. Under the Labor government a union
representative sat outside the minister's office in the
Department of Education and everything was run past
that union representative. Senator Kim Carr, a member
of the Socialist Left, was adviser to the former minister,
and we know that his policies were still immersed in
the 1970s.
When the coalition came to government there was a
$670 million backlog of maintenance work. It included
blocked toilets, roofs that leaked and exposed electrical
wires - the list goes on. The government has
addressed that $670 million backlog.
Cheques were paid to teachers out of the funding of
other departments because of the massive liabilities that
the former government had accrued. Some contractors
went broke because they had to wait for 90 days to get
cheques from the Department of Education in payment
for work they had done.
There was a centralised system which meant that
schools had no say about the way they delivered
education from the local level, and edicts were
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delivered from the minister's offices in the
Rialto building - the mother ship in Melbourne that
was telling schools how to operate. There was union
domination oflocal administrative committees that
were intimidating principals so that they could not be
educational leaders. There was no accountability
framework so one could not tell whether a school was
doing well enough because there were no benchmarks
with which to make a comparison. It was absolutely
disastrous for students and communities involved in
schools.
The minister at the table says one school had 22 excess
teachers. One school had 40 excess teachers because
the fonner government would not move teachers to
schools where they were required following decisions
made within the education bureaucracy under the
direction of the minister and the union because they
were propping up support in some Labor seats.
Under the advanced skills teachers program teachers
were appointed not because of their skills and abilities
but because they were closely aligned with the union or
the ALP, and schools could not even assess them as
advanced skills teachers because they could not ring
referees to determine their suitability for these
positions. Many of the teachers were union hacks who
were promoted, and this caused disharmony within the
schools.
I will take up some matters raised by the Leader of the
Opposition during his contribution to the
address-in-reply debate when basically he denigrated
the achievements of students in Victorian schools in
respect of the VCE.
The bottom line for the government and for any school
system is high standards of student learning. The
government has set about trying to achieve that aim,
and it is ironic that the Leader of the Opposition chose
to denigrate the achievements of government schools at
a time when the government's reforms are beginning to
work. The honourable member quoted Janet
McCalman, who is an academic, although not one of
note, to knock government schools. She is nothing but a
hack of the ALP. He used her advice to knock the
achievements of Victorian government schools. He
compared the results of some northern and western
suburbs schools in the state system with those of the
most privileged schools in Melbourne. The alma mater
of the Leader of the Opposition and his deputy is
Melbourne Grammar. They are the boys from
Melbourne Grammar who set out to knock the northern
and western suburbs, and the opposition leader's
comparison was based on the most superficial
information available. Fortunately, as a result of
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government initiatives we can now compare the values
schools add to the learning of students in Victoria. We
take into account the ability levels of students in each of
the schools at which we are looking.
Central to the notion of school effectiveness is the
concept that we need to measure the value-added
contribution of the school. Gross achievement levels do
not provide an accurate indication of the contribution
because of the disparities between the background
statistics of the students and the different schools from
which they come.
Therefore Professor Tim Brown, professor of statistics
at the University of Melbourne, developed for the
Board of Studies an index of the value added by
schools to the learning of their students. He came up
with the tertiary preparation index, which was
published in the Herald Sun and caused some
controversy because schools do not like their
achievement levels being compared with those of other
schools. However, the results were published in the
Herald Sun and the government decided to allow
parents and other people in the community to decide on
the quality of education being delivered by schools.
The information relating to the tertiary education
ranking scores, known as TERs, was sent to parents
throughout Victoria and highlighted the scores achieved
by each of the school's VCE students and their ability
levels as assessed by the general assessment test. It is
interesting that 138 of the 489 secondary schools
providing VCE in 1997 added value, according to the
Brown index, and can be ranked according to the extent
that their students perfonned above expectation in their
TERs.
This gives a much more realistic and comprehensive
picture of the achievements--

Mr Mildenhall- On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, it is quite clear to me and opposition members
that the honourable member for Ripon is reading from a
document. I ask that it be made available to the house.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Will the
honourable member for Ripon advise whether he is
reading from a document or copious notes?
Mr ELDER - I am happy to make my speech
notes available to the house at the conclusion of my
speech. In fact I will move for the incorporation of a
table since the honourable member is so interested, and
I look forward to his cooperation in allowing me to
have the document incorporated in my speech.
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To obtain a comprehensive look at what government
schools are doing other than the narrow views offered
by this little-known academic lanet McCalman we have
done a comparison between Melbourne Grammarattended by the Leader of the Opposition - as well as
Methodist Ladies College, Scotch College and
University High School on the one hand and three good
government schools in the northern and western
suburbs on the other. We will not allow the opposition
to get away with denigrating schools in the northern
and western suburbs of Melbourne. We have done
comparisons with schools such as Debney Park
Secondary College, Westall Secondary College and
Collingwood Secondary College. These schools have a
high number of disadvantaged students and students in
receipt of the education maintenance allowance and
large numbers from homes in which English is not the
main language, yet all three have achieved outstanding
results. The honourable member for Broadmeadows
may come in here and knock the schools in the western
and northern suburbs of Melbourne but we will not
allow it because they are doing fantastic things.
Let us examine the results from a sample of the
489 schools in the Brown index. On the tertiary
preparation index the ranking for Debney Park
Secondary College in Flemington was 7. The alrna
mater of the Leader of the Opposition - Melbourne
Grammar - ranked 37. Therefore the value adding that
is going on in Debney Park Secondary College far
outweighs what is going on at Melbourne Grammar.
Methodist Ladies College was ranked no. 20 on the
tertiary preparation index, while Melbourne Girls
Grammar - a girls college only recently established
after much opposition - ranked no. 25.
Collingwood College had a tertiary preparation index
rating of 30, whereas Scotch College - the school of
the Premier and many other members of this place,
predominantly from the other side - ranked no. 31; so
Collingwood College, a school in a northern suburb,
ranked far higher than Scotch College on the tertiary
preparation index.
Westall Secondary College ranked no. 33, and
Melbourne Grammar ranked no. 37. University High
School ranked no. 42. That shows the extent of the
value adding being carried out in schools in Victoria as
outlined by the Brown index put together by Professor
Tirn Brown of Melbourne University.
There are now benchmarks against which we can
compare the results of schools. They tell us how
wonderfully Melbourne Grammar or MLC is going,
and the tertiary preparation index shows that far better
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results are being achieved in schools than the
opposition will give credit for.
The system of Premier's awards in VCE began in 1992,
when only 20 per cent of government schools were
receiving awards. Let us look at what has happened
there: because of value adding the percentage of awards
gained by government schools rose from 20 per cent in
1992 to 34 per cent in 1997. That is an outstanding
increase in the number of students in Victorian state
schools receiving prizes at the Premier's awards.
We are proud of that fact because we understand that
Victorian state government schools value added and we
know that the Leader of the Opposition, although he
does not like to own up to it, went to Melbourne
Grammar, so he has a predisposition to that school. He
wants to praise it to the house and at the same time
knock the schools in the western and northern suburbs
of Melbourne. We will not allow that to happen, so let
us examine what happened before, when the ALP was
in government in Victoria. For 10 years under the ALP
government we had no information from which to do
comparisons of the way schools were travelling
because the then government bowed to the Australian
Education Union and said, 'We will protect ineffective
teachers in schools and not allow parents to have this
information' .
As a parent of two students in the Victorian state school
system I want to know what is going on and what my
children are achieving. I will not let any government
stand in the way ofthat happening. The opposition was
kowtowing to the Australian Education Union. It would
not provide detailed information about student learning
to parents, and would not allow schools to measure it.
We are doing something about that, and this low-life
academic whom the opposition quoted and whom it
obviously has on its staff, wants league tables of the
worst kind. The opposition has opposed at every turn,
everything the government is doing in state education.
It is trying to stop initiatives like the learning
assessment project and VSAM, which diagnostically
test students in Victorian schools. The LAP test did not
tell us anything new when my own children sat it, but it
confirmed some fears that my wife and I had that our
daughter was underachieving in some curriculum areas.
As a result, we discussed the matter with our daughter's
teacher, for whom we had the highest regard, and set in
place programs that would assist our daughter. In a
relatively short period of time the turnaround has been
significant. Without our having that knowledge we
could have let our child fall behind in the education
system and we would not have been any the wiser
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because, as the opposition wants, everything in the
garden would have seemed rosy.

An opposition member interjected.

Mr ELDER - You oppose every initiative the
government puts forward! The people of Victoria told
you at the last election what they thought about you.
The Auditor-General applauded the achievements of
this government in this area. In fact, the Schools ofthe
Future: Valuing Accountability, Special Report no. 25
of December 1997 said outstanding things about what
this government is doing in schools in Victoria.
The Leader of the Opposition also raised the matter of
retention rates. He is trying to say that retention rates in
Victoria are lousy but does not give any detail or
statistics to support that.

Mr Mildenhall- What sources?
Mr ELDER - I will help the honourable member
for Footscray and name the sources from where he can
get the information and do the comparison so he can
come into this house and show a little more intellectual
depth than he currently shows and talk about education
from the position of knowing what is going on. The
opposition wants to belt out the old cliches without
sound backing.
These are the facts. In 1997 the retention rate from
government schools in Victoria was 69.8 per cent. In
1997 the retention rate for all schools was 76.3 per cent.
The state retention rate in the ACT in 1997 was
106.6 per cent. That is an anomaly because students are
going into the system throughout the year because of
the large number of government jobs that exist in the
ACT. The Queensland rate was 70.8 per cent and the
Victorian rate was 69.8 per cent- already Victoria has
the third best retention rate in Australia.
Look at the improvements that have taken place in
comparison with the situation under the former ALP
government. The retention rate in Western Australia
was 66 per cent; New South Wales, 61.4 per cent;
South Australia, 57.5 per cent; Tasmania, 56.2 per cent
and Northern Territory, 43.4 per cent. The source of
these figures is the Australian Bureau of Statistics so if
you want to refute them go to ABS, don't come to me. I
have not doctored these up like the statistics from lanet
McCalman that were presented by the other side. This
material comes from a reputable source, the ABS.
Let us get the full picture on government schools. In the
February census the apparent retention rate for
government schools to the end of year 12 in 1997 was
76.3 per cent. In the August census the apparent
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retention rate to the end of year 12 was 70.9 per cent.
including part-time students, and 68.9 per cent,
according to ABS figures, excluding part-time students.
Interstate comparisons with government schools reveal
that the national average to the end of year 12 in 1997
was 65.7 per cent, again on ABS figures; for
Queensland, 70.8 per cent, and for Victoria, 69.8 per
cent.
The Leader of the Opposition said the Victorian figures
were country miles below those for Queensland, but the
Queensland figure was 70.8 per cent and Victoria's was
69.8 per cent in 1997. He is saying that we are miles
behind Queensland. He ignored the fact that
Queensland has had a higher retention rate than
Victoria at the end of year 12 in every year since 1984
with the exception of 1985, and who was in
government from 1984 to 1992? The state ALP!
Retention rates during Labor's 10 years of government
were lagging behind those of Queensland by a country
mile. That is when the reallag took place - when
Labor was in government. Why doesn't the honourable
member for Footscray get up here and tell the truth,
give the real figures?
The highest apparent retention rate in Queensland
reached 82.1 per cent in 1992. In the same year the
apparent retention rate in Victoria was 77.9 per cent.
That is not a major difference. In other words, the
apparent retention rate in Queensland dropped 11.2 per
cent in five years, and most ofthat drop occurred under
the Queensland Goss ALP government. In the past
12 months the Queensland retention rate has risen 1 per
cent. Who is in government now? The Liberal-National
Party coalition! Under the Liberal-National Party
coalition in Queensland retention rates have risen, and
they dropped under Labor.
In the same period the retention rate in Victoria
dropped by 8.1 per cent. Victoria exceeded the
Queensland retention rate in 1995, and there has not
been much difference since. To put the same point
another way, the gap between the Queensland and
Victorian retention rates has narrowed from 4.2 per cent
under Labor to 1 per cent under this government. The
government has a fantastic record in respect of retention
rates in Victoria. The opposition wants to peddle the lie
that the government has failed in the area of retention
rates but the truth is that the retention rates dropped
under the previous government.
In 1992 when retention rates were at the highest level at
77.9 per cent in government schools in Victoria, the
youth unemployment rate was 22.8 per cent. In 1997
the retention rate was 69.8 per cent and the youth
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unemployment rate was 21.4 per cent, so these are the
statistics that have to be talked about.
The Leader of the Opposition and the honourable
member for Footscray have made great play about class
sizes in Victoria. To get the facts straight I refer
members to an article in the Australian of 11 March
which gave a nationwide comparison of class sizes in
primary schools. It showed that the average class size in
Western Australia was 27.3; New South Wales, 26.9;
Victoria, 26; South Australia, 26; Tasmania, 25.4 and
Queensland, 25.4. The average national class size is 26,
and have a guess where Victoria is - on the national
average. It is up there with all the larger states.
To compare states with states, the average in Victoria
at 26 is better than that of Queensland at 25.5. The
percentage of class sizes over 30 in Victoria is only
9.7 per cent. The state is doing extremely well: 92.7 per
cent of classes in Victoria were under 30.
What has to be understood is that under this
government schools have been allowed to make
decisions at local levels in respect of class sizes - but
the opposition wants to make those decisions. The
government has ensured that there are literacy programs
in the early years, and many propositions have been put
forward by academics that schools should have lower
class sizes in the early years. In 1997 the average
number of students per prep class in Victoria was 23.9;
the average in Australia was 26. Student numbers in
Victorian lower classes in primary schools are much
lower than the national average, and that is because
schools have made a decision at a local level that
literacy has a high priority because it is one of the
building blocks in any education. Schools have decided
to run lower class sizes in the early years of schooling.
That is their prerogative. This approach is supported by
international research which shows that class sizes have
at best a marginal effect on student learning, and that
effect can be important in the early years.
Professor Peter Hill, fonner chief general manager of
school education under the previous government - not
someone who would support this government - now
working at the University of Melboume, had this to say
about class sizes in his inaugural professorial lecture
'School effectiveness in improvement: present realities
and future possibilities':
... in the case of characteristics such as class sizes and per
capita spending ... that the magnitude of improvement in
learning is marginal within the perimeters that can be
contemplated at a system level.

The Office of Standards in Education in the United
Kingdom in a document called Class size and the
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quality ofEducation 1995 supports this research and

says:
There is no simple link between class size and the quality of
teaching and learning. The selection and application of
teaching methods and the form of class organisation have
greater impact on learning than class size.

Victoria is falling behind international research and
research that has been done here in Victoria. I stand by
what we are doing in respect of class sizes in Victorian
schools.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER - Before calling questions without
notice I welcome Mr John Magriotis and Ms Parthena
Foondukidu, who are members of the Greek National
Assembly.
Honourable Members - Hear, hear!
The SPEAKER - They are representing the Greek
Parliament at the Greek community's Antipodes
Festival. I remind honourable members that today is the
Greek National Day.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Firearms: uniform laws
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I refer
the Premier to the Prime Minister's decision yesterday
to ban the importation of semiautomatic weapons in
direct response to the Premier's attempt to undermine
the national fireanns code. Does the Premier endorse
the Prime Minister's decision or does he endorse the
statement of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services today that Mr Howard is 'small-minded'?
Mr KENNEIT (Premier) - I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question and the Prime Minister
and my ministerial colleague for providing the Leader
of the Opposition with another question. One day you
may do some work of your own, but we will probably
have to wait a long time!

Mr Batchelor intetjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Thomastown should cease interjecting.
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Mr KENNETT - I am aware of the generalities of
the Prime Minister's statement last night, but I have not
seen the details of it because I have only just returned
from Sydney. Nor am I aware of the comments made
by my colleague the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. I will check them out and respond in due
course.
Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition should contain himself.

Mr KE~'NETT - I will respond when I have been
fully briefed on the Prime Minister's comments and the
comments made by my ministerial colleague.
Fishing industry: government policy
Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - Will the Minister for
Agriculture and Resources inform the house of the
details of the government's new direction for marine
and freshwater fishery research?
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) - I thank the honourable member for his
interest in this issue. He represents an electorate where
the fishing industry is a significant resource. The
commercial fishing industry in Victoria is worth
approximately $100 million and produces some 15 000
tonnes of seafood annually. It directly employs more
than 1900 people. A further 4500 people are employed
in the marketing chain, with onshore processing and
handling adding tens of millions of dollars to the value
of Victoria's catch.
Recreational fishing also makes a substantial
contribution to Victoria's economy. A recent economic
study estimated that more than $1 billion is spent
annually on recreational fishing activities. The total
value to the Victorian economy is more than
$1.3 billion.
If recreational fishing ceased overnight the Victorian
domestic economy would fall by approximately
$830 million each year. It is also estimated that the
recreational fishing industry generates 27 000 jobs
throughout the state. I refer not only to the purchase of
boats and fishing equipment, but four-wheel4-ive
vehicles, accommodation and everything else
associated with fishing.
It is clearly evident that the Victorian economy is
reliant on a well managed fishing industry that has a
future. Victoria has significant potential to expand its
aquaculture industry in both marine and freshwater
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environments, and I will soon release a new aquaculture
strategy for the state.
Last year I commissioned a review of the Marine and
Freshwater Resources Institute (MAFRl). It currently
operates at three locations - Queenscliff, the Arthur
Rylah Institute at Heidelberg and Snobs Creek.
Victoria's ability to carry out freshwater and marine
research ranging from aquaculture to general fishery
and environmental issues will be further boosted by the
restructuring I have just announced. The new
arrangements will ensure that our research efforts in
aquaculture and environmental issues in both marine
and freshwater areas are world class.
MAFRl has been run as a small statutory authority
aligned to the Department of Natural Resources and
Environment. It will be upgraded, with a different
management structure, and will be brought under the
umbrella that covers 13 other research institutes in
Agriculture Victoria. It will report through the Director
of Fisheries Victoria, Mr Richard McLoughlin.
Those changes will enable the institute to focus on
priority areas including technical advice, aquatic
resource management, maximising sustainable
fisheries, aquaculture production, resource use and the
maintenance of healthy habitats. Through the Fisheries
Co-Management Council we will ensure-The SPEAKER - Order! The minister has now
been speaking for 4 minutes. I ask him to complete his
answer.

Mr McNAMARA - We will ensure that the great
opportunities Victoria has in aquaculture and fisheries
generally can be maximised. I hope the decision I have
announced today will be welcomed by all.
The SPEAKER - Order! I beg the minister's
pardon. He has been speaking for 3 minutes, not 4, so
he has a minute left.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER minister to continue.

Order! I will not encourage the

Crown Casino: property trust
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I refer
the Premier to the fact that the Minister for Gaming,
Mr Roger Hallam, misled the Victorian Parliament and
the Victorian people as to when he became aware of
Crown's proposal to establish a property trust. When
did the Premier become aware of any proposal or
submission about the property trust and did he receive
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any briefing from the Minister for Gaming or any other
person on that proposal?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - It is true that in
answering a question last week the Minister for Gaming
gave an incorrect date. When he went back to his office
he checked and found that something had come over
his desk at a date earlier than the date he gave in the
house, which he corrected yesterday. That is the normal
parliamentary procedure when the house has
inadvertently been given the wrong date. The minister
has done that.
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services in most areas of its activity. In some areas
where contracts are given to non-government agencies
such as the Salvation Anny there may be difficulties in
their delivering the outcomes.
In those circumstances the department, quite rightly,
discusses the situation with the agency funded to
deliver the services and determines what the issues are
and whether they can be resolved. ffin consultation
with the department the agency decides that it cannot
deliver the services required, the funding is resumed.

Harness Racing Board: treasurer
I have no idea when I was briefed, whether I was
briefed or whether I received any paperwork
whatsoever. Those matters correctly go to the minister
responsible. I am not on the cabinet subcommittee and
I do not know whether or not the matters have been
discussed. I cannot give you anything else.
Mr 8rumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition not to ask supplementaries across the table.
Bass Coast adolescent placement program
Ms DAVIES (Gippsland West)- I refer to the fact
that the adviser to the Minister for Youth and
Community Services, Mr Ken Baker, has
acknowledged that there have been at least two
examples in my electorate of the Department of Human
Services handing out funding to private tenderers for
the provision of programs that have subsequently not
been established.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
may not give a lengthy preamble; she must ask her
question.
Ms DA VIES - In the case of the adolescent
community placement program for Bass Coast, where
the program is still not running, will the minister seek a
refund of taxpayers , dollars from the private provider
who took the money but did not actually provide the
services, and if not, why not?
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - The agencies the honourable
member for Gippsland West refers to are agencies from
the community sector or from church backgrounds.
An Honourable Member -

The Salvation Army.

Dr NAPTHINE - My belief is that the agency the
honourable member refers to is the Salvation Army,
which has a good track record in the delivery of human

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) - I refer
to the fact that Mr Michael Brennan, the treasurer of the
Harness Racing Board and a senior partner of Ernst and
Young, played an active role in Ernst and Young
securing a $1.7 million deal with the board and the fact
that last week the Minister for Sport clearly misled this
house when he claimed 'the Ernst and Young quote
was ... $55 000 cheaper'.
The SPEAKER - Order! A question may not
contain that sort oflanguage - 'clearly misled the
house'. The honourable member may not say that the
minister misled the house.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - The minister claimed
'the Emst and Young quote was ... $55000 cheaper'
when in fact it was $700 000 more expensive than the
other quote obtained. Will the minister immediately
correct the parliamentary record, apologise to the house
and stand Mr Brennan down as a board member under
section 45A of the Racing Act?

Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport) - My advice
from the Harness Racing Board on the figures involved
in the deal that was done for the upgrading of the
board's computer system is as I gave it in the house last
Thursday. Mr Brennan took no part in those
negotiations. The process began with calling for the
registration of interest in undertaking a study on the
upgrade, which was narrowed down to five firms. A
consultancy firm chose one firm from those five which
the board then agreed would undertake the review.
That firm was Ernst and Young. It was asked to tender,
or to quote a price. The figure was around $1.2 million
or $1.3 million. It was decided to benchmark that
against Bellamy Miller and Monypenny Pty Ltd,
which submitted a price for the same upgrade that was
some $500 000 higher. With changes to the contract it
still worked out that it was cheaper to deal with Ernst
and Young.
I am satisfied that Mr Brennan has at all times acted
honourably in this matter, and I can see no reason to
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carry out any further investigations than those I have
already undertaken.

Rail: station development
Mr FINN (Tullamarine)- Will the Minister for
Transport inform the house about the progress of
commercial development at metropolitan railway
stations?
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - The
Victorian government is pro-active in the identification
and subsequent development of railway real estate and
has pursued opportunities for commercial development
at railway stations.
Examples of the commercial development program
include the retail development and refurbishment of
the South Yarra station that is due for completion next
month and the proposed development for the Boronia
railway station, which is being pursued actively by the
honourable member for Knox and other honourable
members in the area. It will include the significant
level crossing works which are currently being carried
out and which are well overdue.
Other improvements include new station facilities, car
parking and retail outlets at the Sunbury station - a
matter of enormous interest to the honourable member
for Tullamarine - and the multimillion dollar
development of the Frankston station, which of course
is of significant interest to the honourable member for
Frankston.
Development of railway stations is a win-win situation
for all concerned. Retail food and entertainment
business opportunities can be realised in previously
underutilised station buildings while communities
benefit from the convenience of shops, cinemas and
food outlets. Development of railway stations in this
way provides a new lease oflife to buildings and their
surrounds and makes stations more than just a place to
catch a train. It also makes railway stations safer both in
the reality and in the perception. That should be of
interest and concern to and be supported by every
honourable member.
The government wants to encourage more people to use
railway stations and increase the number of patrons on
the services it provides, and having retail outlets and
convenience stores at the stations does just that. One of
the best commercial developments in recent years has
been at the Traralgon railway station where brand new
modern station facilities, including a tourist information
centre and at least 12 businesses, are now located. That
development is a tribute to the state and local
governments working together with the private sector to
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provide a development that contributes significantly to
the economic growth of the region.
The government will be pursuing further opportunities
for commercial development at railway stations. It is a
magnificent opportunity for the private sector and the
government to be in partnership. It will be of enormous
benefit not only to the private sector but will also be of
significant benefit to the public transport system.

Austin and Repatriation Medical Centre
Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - I refer the
Premier to the fact that the Austin and Repatriation
Medical Centre has been forced into the shocking
financial position where cash reserves set aside for long
service leave, annual leave and superannuation have
been used to pay for daily expenses. Will the Premier
guarantee that this financial recklessness is not
occurring in other Victorian public hospitals and what
action will he take to ensure that this raid on
employees' entitlements is not repeated in other
hospitals?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - Mr Speaker, for a
shadow minister who prides himself on understanding
the hospital system, the honourable member's question
is an obvious example of quite the opposite. If he had
been looking at what has been happening to the hospital
system here and around the country over the past few
years he would have noticed that a number of factors
are in play which are putting great stress on the
hospitals.
Honourable members inteljecting.

Mr KENNETT - The government has never tried
to hide that. What we have at the moment - Mr Thwaites - This is now, not the future.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition has asked his question.

Mr KENNETI - This is a man who prides
himself on an image of some degree of professionalism
yet the reality is quite the opposite. For some years now
the hospitals in the state have been under a condition of
stress. That is because of two overall factors.
Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr 8rumby interjected.
Mr KENNETT - I do not know when these two
on the other side are going to grow up but until they do
they are obviously not leadership potential, even for
their own party. The overwhelming reason why the
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hospitals are under stress, even though there have been
some important innovations in Victoria to try to prepare
the hospital system for the delivery of a perfect
system-Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENJ'j'ETT - That is the objective - do you
disagree with that?

The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier will address
the Chair and ignore interjections.
Mr KENNETT - The reality is that on average in
Victoria we have treated an extra 200 000 patients a
year. That is not a bad start.
Mr Thwaites interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! I have appealed to the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition several times
yesterday and several times today. He has asked his
question and he should have the courtesy to listen. If he
wishes to ask another question, instead of throwing
others across the table, I will give him the call next
time.
Mr KENNETT - As everyone would be aware,
the number of people in the state who have taken out
private health insurance over the past 20 years has
dropped from approximately 72 per cent to 31.4 per
cent. Not only is that a massive drop, but another factor
has come into play recently. Since the introduction of
the surcharge by the federal government, if you do not
take out private insurance-Mr Thwaites - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
under standing order 127 the Premier is debating the
question and is failing to relate his answer to the
question asked. The question is: what are you doing?
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! Government members
may not agree with the point of order but the
honourable member has the right to raise it.
Mr Thwaites - The question relates to what the
Premier is doing about the raid on employees' funds
and the downgrading of their cash entitlements.

The SPEAKER - Order! I believe the question
also related to the crisis situation in which the hospital
finds itself-its financial situation, at least. I do not
believe the facts being given by the Premier are
irrelevant to the question.

Wednesday, 25 March 1998

Mr KENNETT - Quite the opposite. What I am
trying to establish for the honourable member is why
the surplus, or as we describe it the reserves in the
public hospital system, are being eroded. There is
another ingredient in this situation that the honourable
member should understand. The federal government
put in a scheme whereby people are encouraged to take
out private health insurance; otherwise they will pay a
penalty. Many people have taken out private health
insurance yet when they require health care they are
going in as public patients. Even the 31.4 per cent of
people who have private insurance are not necessarily
relying on that private health insurance.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! I would like the Premier
to relate his answer to the question. I can see the
connection but he should relate the answer to the
question.
Mr KENNETT - It is very simple. With extra
pressure and extra patients going into the public health
system there has been extra strain on hospitals and they
have almost all been eating into their reserves over the
past few years. You do not have to be an Einstein to see
that; all you have to do is read the network report to
understand that that is the case. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is very happy to paint a falsehood that
those funds are there for the reasons he gave. They are
the reserves of the hospitals, and can be used in a
multiple of ways where the reserves exist.

The tragedy with the current health agreement is that it
has not seen the federal government honour two
triggers where private health insurance has on two
occasions dropped by more than 2 per cent, as there
has been no compensation.
Mr Thwaites interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! Would the Deputy
Leader ofthe Opposition cease interjecting. I warn him,
and I will not warn him again. He knows the
consequences of that.
Mr KENNETT - He is just not interested in trying
to solve the problem. He is interested in trying to create
a falsehood as to the reason why these reserves have
dwindled away, and the government makes no apology
for that.

Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition, likewise, will cease interjecting.
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Mr KEN~'ETT - In the tenns of the current
agreement, which is for five years, there are two trigger
times that have not been honoured by either the
Howard or Keating federal governments. That has put
the states and territories collectively behind by
S622.5 million. If you are going to be treating more
patients every year - approximately 200 000 extra a
year - but you have got $622.5 million less with
which to do it, then ultimately-Mr Hulls inteIjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Niddrie has been warned three times today and I
will not warn him again.

Mr KENNETT - Unfortunately this is a very
serious question which we on this side of the house are
trying to address, but members on the other side are not
interested at all. I am just making the point that we are
treating an extra 200 000 patients a year and are
delivering good quality health care. However, the
reserves of the funding for the states tmder the current
health agreement are down by $622.5 million.
The states are in the process of renegotiating a new
contract to start on I July. The states are desperately
trying to get the base of the government's current offer
lifted by approximately $625 million so that we can
keep treating people. Given the question asked by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, if we cannot achieve
that the reserves will have gone - and we have been
relying on reserves and new technologies to treat the
same number of patients. Mr Speaker, you will clearly
understand that if the reserves disappear we will not be
able to treat the same number of patients.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETT - I hear what the opposition is
saying. The reality is that we have come to a point right
around Australia, and some states are worse off than
Victoria, where the public hospital system is under
great strain. Mr Speaker, you would appreciate that we
cannot treat that number of extra patients if the funding
is not there. On the best estimates--
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER for Werribee.

Order! The honourable member

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER for Keilor.

Order! The honourable member

Mr KENNETT - Since then we have put in
considerable amounts of extra money - yesterday in
answering a question I said it was more than
$300 million over the whole time, and that represented
about an extra 39 per cent. It is true, and I do not deny
that our reserves have been reduced - the money is
just not there.
Mr Bracks inteIjected.
The SPEAKER for Williarnstown.

Order! The honourable member

Mr KENNETT - The honourable member again
just shows his lack oftmderstanding of what is
happening in the hospital system. Those reserves have
been built up over many years by very good
management. They are there to generate income - Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Werribee is on her last warning.
Mr KENNETT - It is a pity that the opposition
does not show any real interest in this issue or have any
solution. The opposition would have us believe that you
simply throw money at the particular problem. The
states do not have the money - unless the opposition
wants to take us back into deficit. That is a real option
that the opposition is obviously considering. We have
said we will not go back into deficit and that is why we
are pursuing and working with the federal government
to try to get a reasonable outcome to the current
negotiations on the next five-year agreement - to get a
reasonable agreement.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is also on his last warning.
Mr KENNETT - The inteIjection is absolutely
wrong. In the first two years the Victorian government
reduced funding to every department except the police.
The only reason we did it was because of the financial
inheritance that came our way.

The SPEAKER for Williamstown.

Order! The honourable member

Mr KENNETT - There is absolutely no point at
all in trying to enter into a new five-year agreement if in
fact--

Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER - Order! Members on both sides
of the house will cease this rabble interjection. Let us
have a decent question time.
Mr KENNETT - There is no absolutely no point
in entering into a new five-year agreement unless the
base is right. Unless the base reflects what the states
and territories have lost over the five years we will have
no capacity at all to deal with the same number of
patients as are currently being dealt with in the public
hospital system.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have warned the
honourable member for Williamstown three times. I
will not warn him again, either. Opposition members
seem to think it is a great joke. They should just have a
look at themselves.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Mordialloc, likewise.

CFA: fire safety initiative
Mr TRA YNOR (Ballarat East) - Will the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services outline to the house
the Country Fire Authority'S initiative to increase the
fire safety message to the many people in Victoria from
different cultural backgrounds?
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - On Sunday during the
Trentham fires the honourable member for Ballarat
East would have seen at first hand the effort of the
Country Fire Authority volunteers in his own
electorate. I am sure he was available at any time to
give assistance in that emergency situation.
The CF A is very much a community-based
organisation and has come up with an initiative. The
initiative came from the CF A station at Springvale and
I would have thought the honourable member for
Springvale might have been here to listen to this.

The SPEAKER - Order! There is too much
audible conversation in the chamber. The Leader of the
Opposition is trying to raise a point of order. I ask
members behind him to be quiet for just a while - they
might find it a unique experience.
Mr 8rumby - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the question asked of the minister was about initiatives
taken by the CF A. It is entirely inappropriate that the
Premier, the Deputy Premier and the leader of
government business have left the chamber--
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The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order. The Leader of the Opposition will resume his
seat.
MrW. D. McGRATH- You are low.

The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will address
the Chair.
Mr W. D. McGRATU - Mr Speaker, it is in order
to congratulate the CFA for putting this type of strategy
together. About 550000 people of different
nationalities make up the communities that live in many
of the areas around the outer metropolitan area where
the CFA has the responsibility for providing fire
services. The strategy is provided in the CF A
documentation. It talks about how messages on total
fire ban days, fire preparedness, fire prevention and fire
suppression are given to ethnic communities. Those
issues can become difficult in emergency situations
when the emergency service people attending fires
speak only English and non-English-speaking persons
are involved in those emergencies.
The initiative has been introduced to attempt to
overcome some of the difficulties faced in such a
scenario. I commend the CF A on the way it has carried
forward the initiative. It was driven by the CF A in
cooperation with ethnic communities in municipalities
such as Greater Dandenong, Greater Geelong, Melton
and Wyndham. The document prepared by the CF A
could be instrumental in minimising the potential loss
of life and property in those regions.
This is another ofthe many initiatives of the CFA and
the Department of Natural Resources and Environment
we have seen throughout the summer in an attempt to
minimise the loss of life and property in this state. As
we did yesterday, we should congratulate all those
people.

HOSPITALS: CASH RESERVES
Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - I desire to move,
by leave:
That this house condemns the government for its massive cuts
to public hospitals which have forced hospitals to raid their
cash reserve accounts and pushed hospitals to the point of
bankruptcy and for its fraudulent attempt to push the blame
on to the federal coalition government

Leave refused.
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CREDIT (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
For Mrs WADE (Attorney-General), Mrs Tehan
introduced a bill to amend the Credit Act 1984 and the
Credit (Administration) Act 1984 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES ACTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 February; motion of
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services).

Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - I will make a
relatively short contribution in this debate because it is
a fairly simple and straightforward bill. Legislation was
introduced into the house last year to provide for
industry brigades that are funded by companies to
service plantations and larger industrial workplaces. It
w~s deemed appropriate to bring those industry
bngades under the auspices of emergency services
legislation in this state. which the opposition found
entirely appropriate.
The opposition did sound a note of caution that should
th~ government in any way seek to use those industry
bngades as a means of privatising the fire services in
~his state - to use that as a thin edge of the wedge It would react in an hostile manner. The bill attempts to
enable industry brigades to join and form groups that
would enable them to better coordinate the services
they provide, and to enable them to carry out their role
in a more effective and coordinated manner. The bill
also enables industry brigades to be represented on
regional and municipal fire prevention committees, and
that is again entirely appropriate.
Often plantations that are serviced by industry brigades
occupy very large tracts of land - recentl y a fire raged
through a plantation in the Wandong area-and it is
therefore appropriate that industry brigades servicing
such plantation areas are part of the arrangements for
fire prevention in the areas in which they are based. It is
essential that those brigades should be coordinated with
the activities of the Country Fire Authority, because
although fire brigades may have boundaries assigned to
them fires do not necessarily obey those boundaries.
It is important that where fire brigades are located in
such areas - be they Country Fire Authority,
metropolitan or industry brigades - they are all
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coordinated through the municipal and regional fire
prevention committees that are entrusted with the role
of putting in place contingency plans should
emergencies arise. It is important that industry brigades
are part of that process.
The opposition supports this proposal because it
strengthens the ability of all of Victoria's firefighting
resources to deal with the sorts of emergencies that
occur from time to time. Time and again it has been
pointed out in this house that Victoria is one of the most
bush fire prone areas on earth, and we were reminded of
that only too graphically when some people lost their
homes in the fires around Trentham. That was tragic.
but fortunately the fires did not have the tragic
consequences of the fires in the Dandenong Ranges last
year. The opposition is pleased to support anything that
can be done to harness the available resources to
increase and improve the effectiveness and efficiency
of fire prevention and fire suppression mechanisms.
The second component of the bill deals with the State
Emergency Service and proposes to give the director
the power to deal with the physical fitness of members
or controllers of that service. The SES is unique in that
its director is the only office holder in the emergency
services area who does not currently have power to take
action regarding a member whose physical fitness for
the job is in doubt. Often the SES members have to
carry out fairly strenuous and dangerous work that
requires a lot of teamwork. Members of the
organisation have to be physically fit because they are
involved in dealing with emergencies such as road
accident rescues, wind damage and floods and a whole
array of other emergencies.
Victorians take the State Emergency Service for
granted, yet as is the case with the Country Fire
Authority, it is run by volunteers who do a fantastic job.
I express my appreciation and regard for the dedication
and professionalism of the people who work in the
Craigieburn area unit in particular. Those volunteers are
sometimes called out at 2 o'clock in the morning, often
in the middle of winter in extreme conditions, to deal
with damage to somebody's roof, or wind or flood
damage.
Because volunteers in the Craigieburn area have road
accident accreditation they have to perform the gory
task of extricating people from motor vehicles
following accidents. It is not my cup of tea- I would
hope it is nobody's idea ofa cup of tea. It is an
unpleasant responsibility, but it is one that is taken on
by volunteers who provide a service to the state that the
state could not afford if it had to pay for it.
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It requires some strenuous work, and if any member of
the team for any reason such as lack of physical fitness
is unable to support the team when it is relying on that
person, it places everybody in danger. On most
occasions I would expect that people in those
circumstances would relieve themselves of their
responsibilities towards the SES and recognise that
because of their physical condition they cannot be
relied upon by their team-mates and are unable to do
the job required of them.

However, there are circumstances in which people do
not always recognise that they are unable to perform
certain physical tasks. Often because of their dedication
they believe that if they make themselves unavailable
they are letting the team down. The director of the
organisation must have the discretion to stand those
people aside and deal with them in the interests of the
organisation and the people with whom they work and
those they serve. For that reason the opposition is
pleased to support the bill.

Mr JENKINS (Ballarat West) - I support the bill,
and will speak first to the Country Fire Authority part
of it. The CF A has given a great deal of service to
Victoria since 1944. We are now recognising industry
brigades as a vital part of the Victorian firefighting
network. They have been established throughout the
state for many years and have done an excellent job but
within their own confmes, because to date they have
not been governed by the Country Fire Authority Act.
Brigades such as the APM brigade have a large
number of firefighting officers for the protection of
their plantations along with their mills and other assets.
APM has an excellent understanding of fire services,
particularly through the competitive annual state
championships which are part of the brigade activities.
Other industries have also developed fire services: the
Victorian Plantations Corporation took over equipment
from the former Forests Commission and has now
established industry brigades. Many other secondary
and manufacturing industry sectors also have their own
brigades and have the equipment available but usually
are restricted to the confmes of their own
establishments and assets. The bill will be a great step
forward because the brigades can be locked into CFA
networks for fire command control and suppression.
For many years the industry brigades have had assets
available for firefighting. The former Ballarat Water
Commission had an old green Ford tanker that did an
excellent j ob of protecting their properties surrounding
the Ballarat water catchment area. It also protected the
sewerage farms in the area, and it was common to see
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the Ballarat Water Commission's tanker driving around
putting out its own fires as well as tires on adjacent land
for the property owners who had no other protection.
These days the modern equipment supplied by the
Central Highlands Water Board means modern tankers
have superseded the former water commission's
equipment. These are CF A-designed standard tankers,
and crews are fully trained and readily available to
attack fires wherever they may be required.
This also applies to other industries around the state
such as APM and vpc. They can be tied into the
communications network and can talk to the drivers of
adjacent tankers on a fire front. That was not possible a
few years ago, and it will confirm the efficiency of their
operation.
The changes will relieve much of the stress and
frustration of these tanker drivers not being able to
communicate with the Department of Natural
Resources and Environment, CF A officers and fire
controllers. They will now be able to do that, and the
state will become more efficient in the use of fire
services such as those that were used last Sunday.
Teamwork will be expanded further through brigade
networks. I would like to see it expanded to include the
Department of Natural Resources and Environment
rather than duplicating services fighting the same fires.
For many years I have pushed to have one centre for the
operational control of firefighting, especially in regional
rural areas of Victoria, because it seems crazy in my
own town for officers to be deciding at the outbreak of
a fire whether the CF A or the DNRE will control
activities in the case of a borderline fire. I believe this
idea will be expanded in the future. The establishment
of industry brigades to fight in their own areas will be a
great move forward. I reinforce the idea and
compliment the three organisations in rural Victoria
through Gary Morgan, the chief fire officer from the
fire management branch of the Department of Natural
Resources and Environment; Trevor Roche, the CF A
operations division chief officer; and the industry
brigades that have been deeply involved during the fire
season. This season has been one of the most dangerous
seasons since Ash Wednesday in 1983; it was and still
is much drier than the 1983 season - yet an excellent
job has been done to contain the fires in Victoria.
I compliment all the officers involved, the permanent
staff, the volunteers and supporters who have put
countless hours into fire fighting during this critical
season. I give every one of them a pat on the back. That
support would be forthcoming from every part of
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Victoria, and we can be proud of this year's fire
suppression activities.
Thanks go also to the Metropolitan Fire Brigades
Board, which has assisted where necessary at those
fires. Last Sunday's fire was an example of what can
happen. In my firefighting experience I do not
remember many fires breaking out in mid-March or
travelling as fast as the fire in the Trentham area on
Sunday. We were lucky that the wind did not spring up
in the west during the change and spread the fire across
Macedon, Woodend and those areas as happened in
1983.
I fully support the first part of the bill and wish it a
speedy passage through this and the other house. The
second part of the bill dealing with the Victoria State
Emergency Service Act is, again, a great move forward.
Why should we have to rescue the rescuer? Perhaps the
SES controllers in a particular situation may not be
aware that someone has health problems and is unable
to do certain tasks, and suddenly instead of rescuing
somebody else they are rescuing a member of their own
team. That has happened before, and this legislation
will give the SEC the opportunity to say, 'Sony, you're
not tit enough to cany out this task because of your
wooden leg'. It will be a great move forward and will
protect the person volunteering the services and also his
or her team members. That person can stand back and
do something appropriate - maybe work the radioand do a good job and leave the fit ones to do the rescue
work.
I fully support the changes in the bill. These provisions
are available to other authorities and the SES also will
now be able to use them. These are important changes
to the original act. I support the bill very strongly and
wish it a speedy passage through the house.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I thank the honourable
members for Yan Yean and Ballarat West for their
generous comments in relation, firstly, to the proposed
legislation and secondly, to the emergency services. As
the number of forest industries grows it is important
that there is proper coordination between CF A units
and industry units to ensure that the best management
can be put in place. Good management ultimately leads
to good outcomes, which is what we want to see in the
event of emergencies such as fires. I believe there will
be continual growth of the Victorian forest industry
from both the public and private development points of
view. Because of the size of some of those plantations it
will be necessary for the industries to pull together.

663

I took the opportunity of going to New Zealand to see
how fire services for the forest industry are managed. I
have to say that at this stage New Zealand is a couple
of years ahead of Victoria, particularly in terms of the
number of brigades associated with the industry. The
structure of the New Zealand fire service differs
greatly from that of Victoria: it is managed and
controlled by the municipality, whereas in Victoria it is
controlled and managed by a Country Fire Authority
board which answers to the Victorian government.
From that point of view the coordination between
industry and CF A brigades will bring about good
outcomes. The second amendment gives the chief
executive officer of the State Emergency Service the
opportunity to hear the case of someone who may be
seen as unfit for duty, and if such a person cannot
provide proof of fitness - in other words a medical
certificate - there is a legislative backing for the chief
executive officer to ask that person to stand down from
a controlling position.
This is a small piece of legislation but it is important to
emergency services - particularly forest industries in
their coordination with the Country Fire Authority - to
bring about the best management practices possible. I
thank honourable members for their contributions.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

FIREARMS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 February; motion of
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services).

Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - In commencing
my response to this bill on behalf of the opposition I
would like to move a reasoned amendment. I move:
That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words 'this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until- (a) the government makes a
clear and unambiguous statement of support for the existing
national fireanns code; (b) clauses in conflict with the
national fireanns code, including those allowing more
semiautomatic weapons in the community and relating to the
28-day rule, are referred to the Australasian Police Ministers
Council; and (c) the bill is referred to an all-party
parliamentary committee for inquiry, consideration and
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repon, where public submissions are invited and public
hearings are conducted'.

The opposition is moving the reasoned amendment
because it believes, firstly, that the government has
mishandled this bill appallingly.

Mr W. D. McGrath interjected.
Mr HAERl\1EYER -

No, I did not. Go back and
read the remarks. The opposition believes the
government has tried with this bill to slip through
changes to the national code which the government
agreed to be bound by. Now the proposed legislation
seeks to blow that national code apart and dismantle it
by having Victoria break away from it. Once Victoria
does that the floodgates will open. Queensland is
already looking at this situation. Soon after this
proposed legislation became known the Queensl~d .
Premier said, 'If Victoria is going to get away WIth thIS,
we have some amendments of our own which are in
breach of the national code that we wanted to have a
look at', so it would leave the national code in tatters.
The opposition is not opposed to reasonable
amendments to the act that are consistent with the
national code, improve the workability of the act and do
not put the public's safety at risk. However, if the
.
government believes any part of the national code
needs amendment and there is good cause for that, let It
take the amendment to the Australasian Police
Ministers Council. Perhaps when the minister sums up
on the debate he can tell this house how he took some
of these amendments to the Australasian Police
Ministers Council and got knocked back, because that
is what this is all about - slipping through some
amendment that the minister was knocked back on by
the APMC.
The Firearms (Amendment) Bill is breathtaking in its
cynicism. It is breathtaking in its ham-fisted stupidity. It
is more about politics than gun laws. It is a last
desperate gasp in the National Party's battle for
political survival. It undennines the spirit of the 1996
national gun laws code but does little of real benefit to
genuine sporting and competitive shooters or primary
producers.
The Prime Minister said states that attempt to break the
national firearms code will reap repercussions. In the
long run, because of the way the government is
handling the legislation, the measures in this bill will
bite the government on the nose. They will bite some of
the law-abiding shooters and farmers on the nose.
The legislation does nothing to make the law more
workable and little to remedy the unintended
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consequences of the 1996 Victorian legislation which
this government rushed through the house with minimal
consultation. It does little to remedy the fact that this
government cynically used the legislation as a massive
revenue-raising process.

Mr Andrighetto - You supported the legislation.
Mr HAERMEYER - The opposition supported
the legislation but made the point that it had been
rushed through with minimum consultation. It asked the
government for more time for community debate and
consideration of the legislation. Had that occurred we
might have ironed out some of the unintended
consequences.

The massive increases in licence fees were not part of
the legislation. The Minister for Police and Emergency
Services used the legislation as a smokescreen to
enable him to increase the licence fees by regulation. I
shall deal with that in more detail later.
The Firearms (Amendment) Bill is causing division in
the community. It is an affront to the spirit and letter of
the national code. It is undermining the national code
and is an insult to the memory of those who suffered
from the Port Arthur tragedy. It is designed to arouse
emotion. It is designed to cause affront. It is a cynical
attempt to win favour from what used to be the
National Party heartland. It does little for farmers. It
does little for other people in rural areas. It does little
for sporting shooters. Its intention is to give those
people the impression that the National Party is batting
for them.
It threatens to undennine the uniform laws of the
national gun code and will encourage other states to
break away and do their own thing. National
Uniformity was important in the 1996 federal
legislation. Time and again it was said Victoria had the
strongest and best gun laws in Australia but those gun
laws were being undennined because states such as
Queensland and Tasmania had weaker gun laws.

In attempting to tear up the national code the Kennett
government is causing deep distress to the survivors of
Port Arthur and the families of the victims of that
tragedy. What a price to pay to give the National Party
a few bare bones to toss to its disillusioned heartland. It
will not put back the country train services. It will not
put back the hospitals and hospital beds the government
has closed. It will not put back the country schools the
government has closed. It will not put back the teachers
in country schools. It will not put back the dollars taken
out of rural towns and rural businesses as a result of the
closure of government agencies. To understand the
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effect that had on rural Victoria and Alexandra in
particular one need only look at the cutbacks to the
former State Electricity Commission.
Mr E. R. Smith - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, the honourable member for Van Yean should
be brought back to the bill. His comments so far have
nothing to do with the Firearms (Amendment) Bill.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I thank the
honourable member for Glen Waverley for the point of
order because the Chair was getting ready to get to its
feet. The bill does have parameters. The honourable
member for Yan Yean may draw on some views in
opening, but neither he nor other honourable members
will be allowed to enter into a broad-ranging debate
about issues that are at the periphery of the legislation. I
uphold the point of order and remind the honourable
member and subsequent speakers that they should
speak to the bill.
Mr HAERMEYER - I was addressing myself to
the purposes of the bill and suggesting that they are
other than as stated by the government.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
understands what the honourable member is saying, but
it will not tolerate the honourable member broadening
the debate.
Mr HAERMEYER - As I was pointing out, the
purposes of the bill are other than as stated by the
government. The bill is about politics and the future of
the National Party in the bush. Honourable members
opposite do not want to be reminded of the damage the
National Party is inflicting on rural Victoria.
The bill is dividing the community and is renewing the
grief of those directly affected by Port Arthur. It is
reigniting the passions and emotions in the community
in a way that will make calm debate about meaningful
reform and improvements in the firearms laws nearly
impossible.
The bill challenges the integrity of the national code
and is the thin end of the wedge. States will start to
break ranks and the pain and turmoil the country went
through in 1996 will have come to nought. Not only
will the national code be in tatters, but the Prime
Minister's leadership and his government will also be
in tatters. It may be that is what is intended. We have all
noticed the tiffs the Premier has had with the Prime
Minister of late. The relationship between the Premier
and the Prime Minister is at an all-time low, so maybe
the Premier is seeking to undermine the Prime Minister
by introducing the legislation. If so, this is a cynical act
of gamesmanship.
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The $600 million taxpayers paid out for the gun
buyback will have been for nothing. The sacrifices
made by the whole community through the increase in
the Medicare levy will have been for nothing. The
sacrifice of the thousands of law-abiding gun O\\11ers
who handed in guns that had been in their families for
generations because the legislation changed what guns
they mayor may not own will have been for nothing.
Now the government is saying, 'You didn't really have
to hand those guns in. Sorry, it was all a joke'.
This bill is not just a betrayal of the memory of Port
Arthur. It is not just a betrayal of the pUblic. It is a
betrayal of the decent and law-abiding gun owners who
did the right thing during the gun amnesty. Why is it
being done? It is being done for one reason onlypolitics! Grubby, cynical, desperate National Party
politics!
If we need any further example of that we just have to
look at the Sunday Age of 8 March to see the comments
ofa member of the government which I have not heard
him deny. The article, headed 'Howard "over top" on
gun reform', states:
Prime Minister John Howard's reaction to the Port Arthur
massacre had been 'over the top', the chairman of the
Victorian National Party's firearms task force claimed last
week.
Mr Don Kilgour, the National Party MP for Shepparton, said
banning five-shot shotguns had been excessive and that 'most
of the blokes who are upset have had five-shot autos'.
Mr Kilgour headed the firearms task force that advised
Victoria's police minister, Mr Bill McGrath, on changes to
the state's gun laws.
The task force received 491 submissions and met 200 people:
mainly shooters, representatives of shooting clubs and
farmers in 17 regional centres.

I do not remember anybody in the urban parts of the
state being invited to make a submission to that task
force. To make a submission you had to contact your
local National Party MP and sit down behind closed
doors. That is the genesis of the bill - secret meetings
behind closed doors with National Party members of
Parliament. The article continues:
Mr Kilgour conceded that the task force was biased towards
shooters.

That is where the legislation comes from - a biased
task force loaded up with Yosemite Sarns. The article
continues:
'Of course it's stacked but it's stacked because of who the
National Party represents - the National Party are the only
friends shooters have got in the government'.
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Members of the National Party are saying to their
heartland, 'Stop deserting us. Even though we keep
doing things you don't like and keep kicking sand in
your face, we are your friends'. That is what the bill is
all about. The article continues:
He said Mr Howard had been absolutely wrong in his reaction
to Port Arthur. 'My own personal view is that he went over
the top. Some people have rifles that will take 12 or 20 shots.
I can't support that. The best way of handling it was to
reduce - permitted - firearms to 5 shots'.
The permanent members of the task force were Mr Kilgour
and a member of the personal staff of Deputy Premier and
National Party leader Pat McNamara. It did not hold public
meetings but took submissions by appointment in the offices
of National Party MPs throughout the state.

That is what the government regards as open
consultation on important legislation affecting an issue
that traumatised the nation. That is the way the
government is dealing with this issue - secret
meetings, secret deals behind closed doors.
Mr KUgour interjected.

Mr HAERMEYER - I can understand the
honourable member for Shepparton being upset
because he got blown out of the water. An article in the
Herald Sun of8 March headed 'MP hits gun review'
states:
The Kennett government is embarrassed by a feud between
two senior MPs over its controversial gun laws.
Parliamentary secretary Or Robert Dean, tipped to be the next
Attorney-General, alleged in an angry letter to colleague and
former minister Geoff Coleman that the committee
overseeing the laws was comprised 'almost exclusively' of
pro-gun members.

The article continues:
The letter followed a public shouting match between the two
men in the parliamentary dining room.

That would have been some after-dinner
entertainment!
The leaked letter is embarrassing for Or Dean and the
coalition, which has fought claims its amendments to the
Firearms Act pander to the gun lobby and dilute national gun
laws.
Or Dean claimed the government committee overseeing the

Firearms Act was comprised 'almost exclusively of pro-gun
members'.
'Although I am a member, I rarely attend,' he wrote.
Or Dean's colleagues said they were stunned he had made
such an explosive comment about the Police and Emergency
Services Committee in writing.
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It is true, but, gosh, do not put it in writing!
'They weren't shy with their comments,' the MP said.

That was in response to the confrontation between
Dr Dean and Mr Coleman.
Committee chairman Ross Smith said 'That- Dr Dean's
suggestion - is a ludicrous statement and people should take
no notice of it'.

That is the government whip talking about the 'next
Attorney-General' in his own party.
We are a pro-commonsense committee, and nothing else.
Calling us pro-gun is nonsense and I don't know why Robert
did.

Perhaps Robert will come in later and explain! The
whole thing has been blown out of the water. On one
hand you have the minister and the Premier telling the
public they are not watering down the gun laws and on
the other hand they are running around the bush selling
a different message. The government apparently thinks
if you say one thing in the city and another in the bush
you can get away with it because city people never
read what is said in the bush and vice versa.
By its own admission it is watering down the gun laws.
Members of the government then say to the people of
Victoria, 'No, we are not watering down the gun laws,'
but they want the farmers and rural people to believe
they are. They are trying to have their cake and eat it
too.
There have been secret meetings and deals behind
closed doors and fights in the parliamentary dining
room. The honourable member for Shepparton has
admitted that the only permanent members of the task
force were himself and a member of the staff of the
Deputy Premier. He admits there were no public
meetings and the submissions were made by
appointment in the offices of National Party MPs. That
is how the bill came into being.
Firearms are an important issue of interest to the whole
community. Everybody was traumatised by Port
Arthur. Everybody paid the extra Medicare levy to give
effect to the legislation that followed that massacre.
Where was the open consultation? All we had was
secret, shady, c1osed-door deals. Where were the
meetings in metropolitan areas? Why were public
submissions not called for in the city? I would have
made a submission, but the opportunity was denied to
people in metropolitan areas.
The Labor Party has consulted extensively on all sides
of the debate - not just in the bush or just in the city and
not just the shooters or just the gun control people. It
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was done in the open with no secret meetings or
agendas. All the opposition's meetings were held in
here where anybody could see them taking place.
Anyone who wanted to eavesdrop was most welcome.
That is in stark contrast to the government.

I place on record my appreciation of the assistance
given by people on all sides of the debate, particularly
Target Rifle Victoria, the Victorian Pistol Association,
the Victorian Field and Game Association, the Sporting
Shooters Association of Australia and Gun Control
Australia. If I have left anybody out I apologise.
The Labor Party's position as reflected in the reasoned
amendment is fairly straightforward and up front.
Firstly, it supports the national code. The opposition
believes that both the spirit and letter of the code must
be protected at all times - its integrity must be
protected.
Secondly, if there are to be amendments to the national
code - if someone draws attention to some inadequacy
in the national code that needs to be addressed and it
does not compromise public safety - the way to do
that is to undertake a public consultation process and
then take the matter to the Australasian Police Ministers
Council. That is where the national code had its genesis
and if it is to be amended that is where it should be
done. It is not appropriate for the minister, having been
knocked back by the APMC, to try to sleaze through in
here the very same changes the APMC knocked back.

The opposition's position is consistent with what it has
said from 1987 when Labor first introduced its gun
legislation in Victoria. That legislation was vigorously
and emotively rejected and resisted by the coalition
partners, particularly the National Party. All honourable
members will remember 1988 - the debate, the trauma
in the community following the Hoddle and Queen
Street massacres and the gun laws that were put in
place by the then government.
All honourable members will also remember the
response of the Liberal and National parties, who were
then in opposition, and particularly the response of the
National Party. I have a photograph I have used
previously in the house. It is a pity I cannot get the
photo reproduced in Hansard; if I keep trying perhaps I
will one day. The photo shows shooters marching up
Bourke Street and the Honourable Pat McNamara, the
Leader of the National Party and the current Minister
for Agriculture and Resources, walking side by side
with the president of the Sporting Shooters Association.
If that does not convince honourable members as to his
attitude to gun laws in those days perhaps some of his
extremely inflammatory comments made at the time
will.
On 9 March 1988 the Leader of the National Party
moved a reasoned amendment to the firearms bill that
was then before the house. It is reported at page 404 of
Hansard of that day. He moved:
That all the words after 'That' be omitted ...

Thirdly, the opposition's position is that public safety
has to be the paramount consideration in relation to any
change that is made to the firearms legislation. Public
safety overrides all other considerations in this area.
Fortunately the opposition is not opposed to minor
changes or any rational amendments that will improve
the workability of firearms laws without compromising
public safety. It is not about placing unreasonable
impediments in the way of legitimate, law-abiding gun
owners such as sporting shooters and primary
producers where there is really no overriding public
interest reason, public benefit or improvement to public
safety to be gained by doing that.
The opposition believes gun laws have to have a reason
and achieve something for the public benefit or public
safety. It is not a case of just putting laws in place for
the sake of being obstructionist. That is not really the
issue. Unlike the government the opposition has sent a
consistent message in its response to all sides of the
debate - it is the position it has put to shooters and to
gun control lobbyists and it is the position it has put
publicly.

(a)

the relationship of firearm possession and the level of
violent crime in the community; (b) the causes of the
doubling of all forms of violence since 1982 with particular
reference to - (i) media, cinema and video violence; (ii)
lack of police numbers and powers; (iii) domestic pressures,
particularly financial; (iv) the need for tougher penalties for
violent offenders; and (v) the need to instil social
responsibility and self-discipline at school; and (c) the need
for new legislation based on the New Zealand Anns Act
with an emphasis on education and training as a prerequisite
to obtaining a shooters licence ...

In the debate that followed he advocated that every
secondary school child in Victoria ought to be
educated in the use of a firearm.
Mr Steggall- Do you have a problem with that?
Mr HAERMEYER - I have a serious problem
with that. On the same page the Hansard report further
states:
The National Party strongly believes that it is not appropriate
at this stage to single out 300 000 or 400 000 law-abiding
citizens for penalty, but rather that the problem of those who
misuse firearms, those who behave in a violent fashion with
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any implement, whether it be a fireann or a piece of
four-by-two, a knife or whatever, should be addressed.

He seems to be saying that a firearm and a piece of
four-by-two are one and the same thing. The report
continues, and what the Leader of the National Party is
reported as saying at page 406 absolutely floors me
when he referred to the death of Anita Cobby in New
South Wales. The report continues:
A firearm was not used in that crime but perhaps after I hour
or so with those animals, Anita Cobby might have welcomed
a firearm.

The Leader of the National Party was articulating
self-defence as a reason for owning a fireann. At
page 420 the Hansard report continues:
They have a right to possess fireanns and they have not
abrogated that right ... The National Party supports the system
administered by the New Zealand Labor Party, which
emphasises the vetting of shooters at the licensing stage.
There are heavy penalties for those who break the law - and
the National Party has no argument with heavy penalties.
Under the system that operates in New Zealand, shooters are
licensed for life, and they pay only once for a licence. If a
shooter breaches the law he will lose his shooters licence. and
his firearm and may end up in prison. No law-abiding citizen
can object to such a system.

The minister went on to say:
The National Party supports a reasoned and sensible approach
to the issue. A number of steps can be taken. The government
should support a system of firearms instruction for all
secondary students in the state.

At page 423 the report continues:
The National Party is opposed to the compulsory membership
of sporting clubs and to the clause that gives the government
power through the Governor in Council to nominate the
sporting clubs it shall accept

The government's own 1966 legislation reinforced the
requirement to belong to a club. Again we have the
National Party saying one thing to its own constituency
and doing another thing when in government.
The Leader of the National Party continued:
The National Party would do away with firearms registration
and the permit to purchase.

I thought that was tightened up by the 1996 legislation.
Again this is all about rattling the sabre in the bush and
curling up when you come into the city - it is
kowtowing to the Liberal Party again. He went on to
say:
Action such as the government has taken in recent times will
see it go down the chute very quickly, and I can tell the house
which seats the government will lose first
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He goes on to list a number of previously held Labor
Party seats and he was going to exploit the firearms
issue to try to win seats. So, it is an appalling, cynical
piece of politics.
The current Minister for Police and Emergency
Services is reported in Hansard of 22 March 1988 as
stating in the debate on the same bill:
In all honesty. I do not believe the honourable member for
Bendigo West could suggest that any firearms legislation
would come to terms with the types of atrocities that have
been committed. It is sad that the Labor Party should mention
the Queen Street and Hoddle Street shootings as reasons for
the bill.

The reason for the introduction of the 1996 bill was the
Port Arthur massacre. Again we have absolute
hypocrisy and a situation in which the National Party
says one thing to its own constituency but when in
government does something completely different. Who
would trust the National Party with guns? Why is it
that the National Party has a mortgage on the Police
and Emergency Services portfolio in the coalition? It is
not because it likes the shiny buttons and the blue
unifonns. It is because it wants control of the firearms
legislation. That is why the National Party holds that
portfolio. The National Party cannot be trusted with
our gun laws.

Mr Kilgour inteIjected.
Mr HAERMEYER - As the honourable member
for Shepparton says, they are biased.

Mr MildenhaU - They are stacked!
Mr HAERMEYER - They are stacked, so how
can you possibly trust members of the National Party
with such legislation? To further illustrate the point, I
will again quote what the now Minister for Police and
Emergency Services said at that time:
One of the real concerns of the bill is the increase in fees. The
bill proposes that a one-year licence, for the present fee of
$10, be replaced by a three-year licence for $45. A three-year
licence for the present fee of$30 would be replaced by a
six-year licence for $90. A one-year licence previously issued
for $1 would become a three-year licence for $5; the
three-year licence for $3 would be replaced by a six-year
licence for $10.

I get the impression that he did not like the proposed
fee increases. He went on:
That is a fine situation for the government. If270 000 licences
were issued at $5 each, that revenue would be $1.3 million;
$30000 licences issued at $15 would return $450 000. The
total increased licence fees could return approximately
$1.8 million, a lucrative source of revenue for the
government.
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The coalition of which the National Party is a member
has just increased the licence fees to $32, which is an
increase in the fee of more than 50 per cent and an
increase in the government's revenue by something not
far off $5 million - and the government has used the
cover of the 1996 legislation to do that. Later I will
deal with that in a little more detail.
I will avoid quoting extensively from what the Premier
said when in opposition because his comments are
similar to those made back in those days by some
members of the National Party. In the interests of
keeping the debate on a even keel and fmishing at a
reasonable time I will not go to the comments of the
Premier at that time.
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The move to wind back controls on gun registration, pennits.
the prohibition ofhigtH:alibre centre-fire rifles, and the
storage of weapons and ammunition comes despite strong
signs that the tougher laws have helped to cut gun crime by
almost halfin four years.

Once the jig was up on that the Premier obviously saw
the politics of it, stepped in and said, 'No, that is not
going to happen'. The report the minister had
commissioned from the Fireanns Consultative
Committee lay on his desk. A large amount of money
was wasted in trying to conceal the report from the
community by refusing access to it through FOI or by
any other means. The report exposed the deal that the
Leader of National Party had done at the time.
The recommendations include:

Members of the National and Liberal parties said in
opposition that the laws introduced in 1988 by the
Labor government were opening the floodgates and
would create a massive underground market for
fireanns. Where is it? I do not see it. The effect of that
legislation has not been watered down; it has been
strengthened.
When in opposition the Premier moved a reasoned
amendment seeking an all-party approach and broader
community consultation. Where has that been in respect
of this legislation? It has not been available. Again we
have an example of members opposite saying one thing
when in opposition and another when in government.
It is a shame that the bipartisanship the Prime Minister
and the federal Leader of the Opposition demonstrated
in developing a uniform national code and the
bipartisanship the state opposition is offering the
government for a broad-based consensus approach to
improving the workability of Victoria's gun laws is not
being taken up by the government. I will touch on that
issue again later.
Honourable members will remember the Faustian deal
done prior to the last election between the Leader of the
National Party and the Sporting Shooters Association
of Australia. The Leader of the National Party promised
to get rid of pennits and registration and to ease the
restrictions on restricted and prohibited weapons. He
did not keep those promises - and most members on
this side of the house would say that is fortunate.
Following his appointment as Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, the Leader of the National Party
commissioned a review by the Fireanns Consultative
Committee with the intention of watering down the gun
laws. The review was blown out of the water by an
article published in the Age of 13 November 1993,
which states:

Classification of semiautomatic centre-fire rifle should be
reviewed. Military style semiautomatics should be 'restricted'
firearms.

The recommendation was that those guns should be
restricted, not that they should be prohibited. Another
recommendation is:
A semiautomatic centre-fire rifle, manufactured for sporting
purposes, with a magazine capacity of not more than 5 rounds
shall not continue to be a 'restricted' or . prohibited , fireann.

The report also recommends that:
The present junior pennit be abolished.

It goes on to recommend watering down the eligibility
criteria for possessing fireanns.
Those were the types of recommendations the Leader
of the National Party was going to use as his platform
to water down fireanns laws in this state. Honourable
members can see where the members of the National
Party are coming from and what they are trying to say.
That is the sort of message they were giving to their
supporters then, but as always they went to water when
the Premier stepped in, and the Leader of the National
Party was unable to deliver on the deal he did.
By 1996 a National Party minister had not only
introduced legislation that reaffIrmed the Labor Party's
legislation that the National Party promised to repeal,
but he had put an even tighter fireanns regime in place.
That was clearly as a result of the public pressure and
outcry after the massacre at Port Arthur. Again the
current minister was trying to have his cake and eat it
too. He introduced legislation that disowned everything
that the National Party ever represented to shooters and
primary producers about its position on fireanns laws.
At least he was out there saying, 'We tried to do what
we promised but we got rolled' .
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Mr SteggaU - What's your point on that? Is that a
bad thing or a good thing?
Mr HAER'fEYER - I will get to that. That
position is broUght out graphically in an article in the
Shepparton News of Monday, 20 May 1996, which
quotes the honourable member for Shepparton:
An upset Mr Kilgour said Mr Drane should reserve his
criticism for the Liberal-

the Liberals are his coalition partner and Labor parties, not the National Party, which, through Bill
McGrath, had won the debate in Victoria to accommodate
sporting shooters but had lost out on the national arena
'I think Mr Drane' s comments are ridiculous in the fact that it
was the National Party and the National Party ministers who
tried to get Australia to come into line with Victoria's gun
laws,' he said.
'What makes me really wild with what Ted Drane said is that
Victoria fully supported their stance on the issue'.

The National Party was saying one thing in the
house - in the city - and another thing in the bush.
He continued:
The only reason there is an exemption for farmers on guns
was because the National Party was there.
Somebody has to be a scapegoat and I suppose it is us.

The honourable member for Shepparton was talking
about the laws that his party introduced, which were
the same as those they had threatened to revoke. The
National Party said, 'We tried but we lost'. It is a
pathetic way to explain the growing gap between what
the National Party says it represents and tells its
constituency in the bush and what it does in this place.
An article headed' Bad advice on gun law says
McNamara' published in the Shepparton News of
22 May 1996 states:
Federal government proposals seeking to outlaw
semiautomatic .22 rim-fire rifles and semiautomatic shotguns
have been based on ill-informed advice, Deputy Premier Pat
McNarnara has said.
Mr McNarnara, at a dairy farmers conference in Shepparton
yesterday, said the physical devastation caused by a
.22 calibre bullet fired from a military centre-fire rifle varied
dramaticall y.

The article goes on to slam the gun laws that the
Premier's own deputy leader and his party introduced
in this house. Government members are trying to have
it both ways. They are saying, 'We can't do anything
about it; the federal government is doing it to us. We
can't stop it.
11
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When one looks at this bill one sees the government is
actually saying, 'We can do it; we are in control of the
gun legislation'. The government is breaching National
Party code but pretending here in the city that it is not.
National Party members flip-flop all over the place.
They are trying to have it both ways by saying one
thing when they are in the bush and another when they
are here. That is understandable because they love those
chauffeur-driven limousines- being driven up and
down Main Street in shiny cars - they love all the
perks of office and they are not going to let their
commitment to their own constituency get in the way,
I do not agree with the National Party on gun laws.
There is no secret about that. If these people really
believe their own rhetoric they should not say one thing
when they are in the bush and another in this place. If
they think it makes such a difference in the bush, let
them get the heck out ofthe coalition, let them stand on
their principles, let them move out of the coalition and
stand up in this place and vote in the way they believe
is in the interests of their constituents. They will not do
that. It would be in the best interests of all concerned if
the National Party were to get out ofthe coalition, It
would enable the National Party to survive politically
and represent its people properly. It would ensure that
we do not have a minister in charge of the firearms laws
who takes advice from a stacked committee. Of course,
we know the National Party members will not do that
because they will pay any price - including selling out
their own constituents - to be in government. After all,
their voters have nowhere else to go, do they?
We go back to what the honourable member for
Shepparton said: 'We are the only fiiends they have.
They have nowhere else to go, so we'll rat on them
until the cows come home.' They can be taken for
granted, can't they, because that is what the National
Party is doing - taking its own base for granted.
What about a genuine attempt to fix some of the
problems with the gun laws? That is not part of this bilL
The bill is about throwing a bare bone to the National
Party constituents in the hope that it will keep them
happy. It is not about a genuine attempt to fix some of
the problems associated with the legislation introduced
in this house by the National Party in 1996.
What about trying to do something about the
inadequacies of that legislation with bipartisan and
community support? What about having some
broad-based community consultation? I think the
government would be surprised at how much common
ground could be found on this issue if it did not try to
sleaze it through and do it behind closed doors. The
government would be surprised what can be achieved.
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It would lose some of the amendments that it is telling
us do not represent much change at all, so why put the
national gun laws at risk to do it? The government
would lose some of those amendments but would
achieve some gains in terms of improving the
workability of the gun laws, such as concerns about the
licence fees and the fiasco of the fireanns registry and
the way it is supposed to work. I will deal with that
shortly.
The government has used the national code as a
smoke screen to implement a tax hike. Earlier I referred
to the cries of anguish from the Deputy Leader of the
National Party, now the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, over what were small increases in
licence fees in 1988. What he has done is absolutely
breathtaking. He talks about a $1.8 million increase in
revenue from licence fees in 1988, yet he sleazes
through these changes to the licence fees that
effectively increase revenue from licence fees by
$4.1 million. They are the government's figures and
they are in dispute. I am sure all government members
have seen the correspondence from the Sporting
Shooters Association on that matter. The minister has
increased the licence fee for a category A licence from
$15 to $28 and for a category B licence from $15 to
$32. He has hit the shooters with a savage increase and
says, 4It is because there are new gun laws'. I suppose
one can accept that there may be certain costs
associated with the implementation of the new gun
laws. We will look at whether this is about cost
recovery in a minute. The minister says it will increase
revenue by $4.1 million, but if you work it out you fmd
there are 300 000 shooters licences at $30 each, which
amounts to more than $9 million. The minister has
increased revenue by $9 million, not $4.1 million, so it
is a much more severe sting than he is talking about.
The government claims to be doing this on a partial
cost-recovery basis. It said in its 'Newsgram' in March
1997 that it needed about $3 million extra to administer
the new laws. So it is actually giving itself a $6 million
windfall. This is more than just partial cost recoverythis is tax by stealth. It is using the good intent and the
cover of the 1996 legislation to give itself a big shot in
the arm, a big increase in revenue through increases in
licence fees. The opposition supports licence fees being
set at a level that will sustain the administration of the
laws but not allow for a profit to be made out of it as
well. That is what the National Party is doing.
I shall refer to a letter that the minister elect sent to all
coalition members of Parliament, again as if that
represented the entire community of Victoria. There are
people on this side of the house, Labor Party members
and Independents, who also have constituencies each
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representing 33 000 or 34 000 people, but apparently it
is not important to include those people in the
discussion. With the letter the honourable gentleman
sent a note of firearm licence fees. It goes through the
licence fees that apply in other states. They are as
follows: Victoria, category A licence, $27; New South
Wales: $15; Queensland, $8; Western Australia, $22;
and Tasmania, $4. The only state that has higher licence
fees than Victoria is South Australia. The fees for a
category B licence are: Victoria, $32; South Australia,
$32; New South Wales, $15; Queensland, $8; Western
Australia, $22; and Tasmania, $14.
With the exception of South Australia, in the case of
category A licences Victoria has the highest gun licence
fees of any state in the country. It is all about making a
profit and doing a sleazy, behind-the-scenes exercise to
raise funds. One has to wonder where the money goes:
it is certainly not going into country schools or into
country areas or being spent on the administration of
the Firearms Act. One has to wonder what the
government is doing with the money it is raising
through the shooters. Maybe it is being used to pay for
their credit card expenses.
I wish to address a few specific provisions of the bill,
particularly the 28~ay provision. It was said that this is
about giving the Chief Commissioner of Police power
to use his discretion not to exercise the fu1l28~ay
waiting period on a permit in circumstances where he
considers that appropriate.
I have spoken to representatives of the Target Rifle
Victoria group, who said that one of their international
competitive shooters, Kim Fraser, whom I saw in action
at the weekend in Geelong, was set back 28 days in her
training because during her preparation for a major
international event she was unable to obtain a second
gun after changes were made to the rules
internationally.
I can understand those circumstances but I do not think
the government needs to relax the whole 28~ay
arrangement simply to accommodate a case such as
this. There are other ways of dealing with this situation.

Honourable members interyecting.
Mr HAERMEYER - If the government intends to
relax the 28~y provision it should take that change to
the Australasian Police Ministers Council. The minister
is saying this is not in breach of the national code, but
on 10 May ]996 he attended a meeting of the
Australasian Police Ministers Council that passed the
following resolution:
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All jurisdictions to establish a 28-day waiting period prior to
the issuing of all firearms permits.

The word 'all' is underlined. The minister sat in on the
meeting, and if what he is doing is not a breach of that
provision I will go he. It is quite blatantly a breach.
Now he is playing around with statements such as, 'It is
not a breach of the spirit of the law'. It is certainly a
breach of the letter, and it is undoubtedly a breach of
the spirit of that provision.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HAER.\1EYER -

Take it to the APMC, then!

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I do not want shots to be fired across the table.
Mr HAERMEYER - A number of these
provisions give discretion to the Chief Commissioner
of Police to impose certain conditions with regard to the
gun rules. Generally I would not have much concern
about that; I believe the police have always discharged
their responsibilities in these matters conservatively and
judiciously and have generally done a good job.
However, the minister has issued an instruction to the
firearms registry not to provide any statistics to
members of the opposition relating to registration of
firearms.
The firearms registry comes under the auspices of the
police commissioner, so here we have political
interference to tell the firearms registry - a branch of
the police - what it can and cannot do in relation to
giving information to members of the opposition. Does
this mean that the National Party minister is able to
direct the police commissioner in the discharge of his
duties as spelt out in the act? That is a disturbing
development. The police in this state have always
cherished their operational independence from the
government of the day, and that direction causes me
grave concern about whether the minister will allow
the police the operational independence they require to
administer the act fairly.
The concession to the Victorian Field and Game
Association is interesting. I have met with members of
the association and they were extremely reasonable in
the argument they put. They said, 'Most of our shooters
use over-and-under shotguns, but there are some people
who because of physical disability or size are unable to
use an over-and-under shotgun and therefore need
semiautomatic or pump-action shotguns to compete in
competitive clay target events'. All we require is an
arrangement to cover that'. I asked, 'How many
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weapons does it involve?' and they said, 'Roughly
100'.
Mr Andrighetto- Your leader said 1500!

Mr HAER.1\fEYER - Keep your pants on; we'll
get to that in a minute. That is not a huge increase in the
number of semiautomatic weapons in the community.
However, if one reads the way the legislation has been
written one sees that in referring to what is required for
a competitive clay target shooting licence, section
112(c) of the principal act provides that the applicant
must:
(i)

be a member of a clay target shooting club or organisation
approved by the Chief Commissioner;

That is fine so long as it is not one that has to be
approved by the minister rather than the Chief
Commissioner of Police. Further, the applicant must:
(ii) engage in clay target shooting at an approved shooting
range; and
(iii) either(A) satisfy the Chief Commissioner that he or she is
physically unable to compete in clay target shooting
competitions unless he or she uses a category C
longann which is a semi-automatic or pump action
shotgun; or
(B) be a person who, on 15 November 1996, possessed a
semi-automatic or pump action shotgun registered
under the Firearms Act 1958 for use in clay target
shooting and who was, on that date, a member of a
club affiliated with the Australian Clay Target
Association -

and now the Victorian Field and Game Association.
If all that is sought here is to enable members of the
Victorian Field and Game Association who for physical
reasons are unable to use a pump-action shotgun to use
a semiautomatic shotgun, subparagraph (A) on its own
should suffice. Why do we need subparagraph (B)? The
opposition has sought legal advice on this provision and
has been told that the two should be separated by the
word 'or' rather than 'and'. They do not need to be
satisfied simultaneously. It is currently an either/or
situation.
That means that 1500 to 2000 members of the Victorian
Field and Game Association who on 15 November
1996 possessed semiautomatic or pump-action
shotguns can now have access to those weapons
irrespective of whether there is a requirement that they
be physically unable to use over-and-under shotguns.
That is not what the field and game association asked
for, so the government is trying to slip 1500 to 2000
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more semiautomatic shotguns into the community
through the back door. As I said, that is not what the
association asked for. It is just a sleazy little stunt on the
part of the government. One might also ask why the
field and game association is included but not the
sporting shooters association.
The provision for juniors to try out target ranges is
another area in which the opposition can see the
rationale. It is commonsense stuff.
Mr Kilgour interjected.
Mr HAERMEYER - It is not the way you have
drafted the legislation. It certainly makes sense to have
a provision to enable juniors between the ages of
12 and 18 to take instruction in a clay target shooting
sport under supervision without necessarily having to
go all the way and pay the minister's extortionate
licence fees.
That is certainly reasonable, but to say this is done
without any checks and balances whatsoever is
ridiculous. I have spoken to a number of the shooters
organisations and they have indicated they would
support every provision to issue a short-term pennit
that determined which young people were permitted to
try out on ranges over a three-month period, during
which they could undertake instruction and at the end
of which they would determine whether they wanted to
take on the sport, whether they were any good at it and
whether they liked the sport. It would not be the sort of
open-ended arrangement where any youngster between
12 and 18 can try out at a range for an indefinite
period. That is a totally ridiculous situation.
With regard to pest shooting on Crown land, generally
speaking it is acknowledged that the Department of
Natural Resources and Environment needs to use
shooters on its land to get rid of pests in the same way
that farmers sometimes have to bring people onto their
lands to remove pests. I am not sure that is of major
concern to the opposition.
With regard to firearms in populous places, a provision
allows people to use and carry firearms in a populous
place such as a golf course or bowling green, subject to
the approval of the local police. I can understand the
reason for that, but where are the safeguards that
specify under what conditions these firearms may be
used or carried? It is a very open-ended provision
where, once again, the opposition understands the
rationale and what is sought to be achieved, but what
has not yet been satisfactorily explained to me, as in
most of these circumstances, is why a scare gun cannot
be used.
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The provision in relation to theatrical armaments is one
that the opposition believes makes some sense, has
raised previously and supports. I refer next to the
provision in relation to the public interest. On two
previous occasions when amendments to the fireanns
legislation were debated in this house the opposition
argued that it is impossible for a shooter or fanner to
demonstrate that having a licence is in the public
interest and that what should be required is that they
demonstrate it is not against the public interest. The
government closed its ears and did not take that
suggestion on board. It is good to see that this provision
has finally been brought in.
The opposition sees a number of provisions in this bill
as being positive, but because the government has
staged a fight over this to give the National Party
something to beat the drum about in the bush all these
provisions have been compromised; they have been lost
in the tunnoil.
The right to apply against prohibited person status
relates to a situation where people who have committed
lesser offences, particularly those not involving
violence, should have the right to appeal to the court
that sentenced them over whether they should be
declared prohibited persons. What is missing here is the
codification that defines what is a lesser offence and
what is not. It is necessary to be very careful, because
somebody who flagrantly breaches the law, whether by
a lesser offence or not, is not a person who could be
expected to heed the laws as they pertain to a licence
for a firearm. Care must be taken to ensure that the
people being dealt with are law-abiding people. Once
again, I can see what the government is asking for here,
but the legislation is deficient because it has no
codification for a lesser offence.
Target shooting at private ranges is an extraordinary
inclusion in the act. Effectively the bill provides that
someone who has a couple of acres somewhere can turn
that into a shooting range with no controls at all- just
set some bottles up on the fence and start popping them
off. Where are the controls, where are the safeguards?
Not in the legislation.

Mr Kilgour- We are going to regulate it.
Mr HAERMEYER - Oh, this minister is going to
regulate it. Right! Yosemite Sam will regulate it! The
provision relating to storage conditions for collectors is
not unreasonable. People with smaller collections
should not have to maintain the same sorts of storage
conditions as those of people who have larger
collections. But it is the definition of a smaller
collection that I have some problem with. Fifteen

FIREARMS (AMENDMENn BILL
674

ASSEMBLY

fireanns is a small collection? I think not. What is
inappropriate here is that the same storage provisions
apply to collectors as apply to shooters, primary
producers and competitive shooters. There is a need to
have it defined in terms of a small holdings of firearms,
a lower number than 15. Fifteen is a pretty large
number of firearms for somebody to be holding with a
lower requirement in terms of the storage requirements.
That is another example of a case where the opposition
sees some positive intent but asks how the government
will handle this legislation. It has handled it badly.
These sorts of problems could have been ironed out if
the government had allowed some time for broad-based
conununity consultation and for proper procedure; if it
had tried to broach this sort of issue on a bipartisan
basis, but it has not done so.
The reporting requirement for firearm dealers is
currently seven days and the government wants to
change that to 28 days. The opposition does not see that
as having any major impact other than the fact that a
police officer who turns up at the front of a home after
havingjust been called out to a domestic and puts in a
call would want to have a fair idea of whether firearms
are stored in that home and how many are stored there.
If the requirements that exist at the moment were being
properly implemented that database should not be more
than seven days out of date, but the reality is that the
fireanns registry is so far behind in its paperwork that
the seven-day requirement on dealers is laughable. One
can understand what the dealers are saying. They are
saying, 'We are busting our guts; it is really stretching
us to the limit to put in all of this paperwork in seven
days when the fireanns registry takes forever to process
it'. Under those circumstances that extension probably
makes very little difference.
As I have said, there are provisions in this bill that the
opposition supports where it understands the intent and
thinks that with some discussion it could support the
provisions if they were reworked, and it does not want
to throw out the baby with the bath water.

That is why I have moved the reasoned amendment.
The opposition thinks it can quarantine areas where
decent arrangements can be reached but not areas
where the government is quite clearly trying to stock up
a bit of symbolic bravado by saying to people in the
bush, 'We have not really done you over. Those areas
are simply about breaching the national code'. National
Party members are rubbing the Prime Minister's face in
it and running around the electorate saying, 'Look, we
stood up for you. Those provisions ought to be
scrapped. They ought to go out of it completely'.
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The house should not consider a measure that is in
breach of the national firearms code. How can a
minister sign up to a national firearms code and give an
undertaking that his state legislation will be consistent
with the code but some time later introduce legislation
that will rip up the code? The opposition is offended at
that, and I urge all honourable members to support the
reasoned amendment.
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - All
honourable members are in agreement with the national
firearms code. When he first read them the honourable
member for Van Yean was in favour ofthe
amendments proposed by the Firearms (Amendment)
Bill- the whole lot. Opposition members have
accused the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services of changing his tune, but I do not think I have
ever seen a more blatant change of tune than that of the
honourable member for Yan Yean.
When the minister gave his second-reading speech on
the Firearms (Amendment) Bill on 19 February the
honourable member for Yan Yean supported the bill
but made some minor criticisms of some of its
amendments. The honourable member was asked by a
government member whether he supported the
measure and his response is recorded in Hansard:
Yes, the opposition did support it, and it laid dOMl the
principles on which that legislation was based. It was the
coalition government that was dragged into this kicking and
screaming. However, because of the rushed way the
government introduced the bill and the lack of consultation,
we now find ourselves up to the third set of amendments
because the concerns of genuine competitive shooters in
particular - people such as pistol shooters, field and game
shooters-

I ask honourable members to note that and junior shooters - were overlooked as an unintended
consequence of the legislation.

It could not be put more clearly than that. This measure
is designed to make commonsense amendments to the
principal act and it had the support of the honourable
member for Van Yean. On that day the honourable
member had spent considerable time with people such
as Mr Pearson and had given undertakings which he
repeated in this place. The Leader of the Opposition
decided to get political mileage from the issue so he
chastised the honourable member for Yan Yean and
told him to change his tune. In the past few weeks the
Leader of the Opposition has taken a different tack.

The national frreanns agreement is silent about many of
the provisions in this bill. It is interesting listening to
the honourable member for Yan Yean trying to get
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himself off the hook. As recorded in Hansard, the
honourable member went on to say:
If the government had allowed many of these matters to be
considered previously when its attention was drawn to them
during the debate on the amending provisions we would not
be coming back here to debate further amendments to the
Fireanns Act.

The honourable member supported the bill when the
minister made his second-reading speech because he
had given certain guarantees and knew he was being
watched by sporting shooters in the public gallery. He
has condemned himself. He is hypocritical and wants
two bob each way. The opposition's reasoned
amendment urges the government to make a clear and
unambiguous statement of support for the national
fireanns code.
The government supports the national firearms code,
and the legislation is just finetuning the process. I want
the Firearms Act to be administered fairly and
competently. The Victorian Fireanns Registry has
some difficulty in administering some of the provisions
of the act and these measures will clarify the situation
and remove the need for debate or legal advice. The
tireanns registry will have clear defmitions on which
to base its administration of difficult legislation.
I pay tribute to Acting Superintendent David Dettmann
and his staff, who are responsible for administering the
act. I am sure they agree that the proposed amendments
will assist them to better administer the act. The
reasoned amendment further states:
(b)

Clauses in conflict with the national firearms code,
including those allowing more semi-automatic weapons in
the community and those relating to the 28 day rule are
referred to the Australasian Police Ministers Council.

I remind honourable members that the honourable
member for Yan Yean said in this place on
19 February:
... because the concerns of genuine competitive shooters in
particular-people such as pistol shooters. field and game
shooters and junior shooters - were overlooked as an
unintended consequence of the legislation.

The honourable member came up with that conclusion
after listening to the second-reading speech of the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, but he
now has a different view because he wants to curry
favour with his Leader, who is taking a different tack.
How hypocritical! The reasoned amendment further
states:
(c)

The bill is referred to an all-party parliamentary committee
for inquiry, consideration and report. where public
submissions are invited and public hearings are conducted.
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The government supports the first two paragraphs of
the reasoned amendment, but it could not possibly
support the issue being referred to an all-party
parliamentary committee. Fancy a committee with
members of the Labor Party on it hearing submissions
on this issue! No-one with any sense would consider
having members of the Labor Party on an all-party
parliamentary committee such as is proposed in the
reasoned amendment.

Mr Hulls - This is a democracy!
Mr E. R. SMITH - Who would want
mud-slingers like you - marriage breakers. That is the
last thing we would want.
Mr Hulls - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, that is a pathetic comment from a pathetic
individual. I ask the honourable member to withdraw
the insinuation relating to being a marriage breaker.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! The honourable member for Niddrie asks that
the honourable member for Glen Waverley withdraw
his comment.

Mr E. R. SMITH - I will withdraw the comment
about the honourable member being a marriage
breaker. The Victorian legislation provides for a 28-day
period for the purchase of the first and subsequent
fireanns. When a person seeks pennission to purchase a
weapon he or she fills in an application form and
undergoes checks for any past criminal activity. It is a
strict process that takes 28 days to complete. The new
application form considerably reduces the detail
required. Most shooters are prepared to go through with
the requirement of filling out the form, even though
they may do so reluctantly.
Once that is done, if a second application is made and
there is an extraordinarily good reason - that is stated
in the bill, and the honourable member for Yan Yean
read it out - in certain circumstances the Chief
Commissioner of Police has the right to issue the
permit for the firearm within the 28-day period. As
with most applications in most areas, that process
could well take up to the 28-day period, depending on
the application backlog. My commonsense tells me
that it would probably take the 28 days anyway
because of the usual bureaucratic requirements. To get
all uptight about that is symptomatic of the direction
from which the honourable member for Yan Yean has
approached this matter.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I ask the minister and the honourable member
for Yan Yean to refrain.
Mr E. R. SMITH - Western Australia and the
Northern Territory are in exactly the same position as
Victoria. Queensland allows all permits to be issued in
less than 28 days in special circumstances. This
provision is finetuning to allow commonsense to
prevail when an application for a second permit to
purchase is made. If it were subsequently found that
there was an impediment in the person's applying for
the second firearm, it would be picked up at that stage,
and not only would the person lose the permit for the
second fireann., he or she would probably lose the
permit for the first one. The honourable member for
Yan Yean and others who oppose the bill seem to be
indulging in an academic exercise that is beyond me.
The honourable member for Yan Yean also talked
about his discussions concerning field and game clay
target shooting. The provision will affect only about
100 members of field and game clubs. Honourable
members know that field and game shooting could
involve up to 2000 Australians, but this is an
international sporting event rather like the Olympic
clay target competition. There has never been a
problem about exempting those clay target shooters.
Field and game is an international competition. It is
probable that more people take part in field and game
shooting than in clay target shooting. This international
event is being promoted, and Australia has participated
twice - I think it was in 1988 that the event was held
at Geelong and it was held at Mount Gambier in 1994.
Luke Walker from Horsham brought honour to
Australia by winning the junior world championship in
field and game clay target shooting.
The small number of shooters involved will be
carefully supervised and administered. All of them have
earned the right to take part in an international world
championship that to most people is probably equally
as important as participation in the Olympics.
Originally the honourable member for Van Yean gave
it his imprimatur. He merely argued about time. His
first reaction was to agree. It is only since then that he
has gone back on his original agreement, which is
recorded in Hansard.
The honourable member for Yan Yean went on for
quite some time on the subject of junior entitlement.
There is nothing in the national agreement on that; it is
silent on that issue. It is also silent on the issue of

Wednesday, 25 March 1998

carrying a loaded firearm or using a firearm in a town
or populous place.
The honourable member for Van Yean is clutching at
straws. He probably has to placate his leader in order to
retain his position as shadow minister. The Leader of
the Opposition probably thinks the honourable member
for Yan Yean goofed by making all those agreements in
his hurry to lengthen the period of the adjournment of
the debate by one more day and looking for cheap
publicity all the time. Counting back on the calendar
reveals that the debate was adjourned four weeks ago,
which is the period the honourable member sought in
the first place, less one day. Ifthe debate continues
tomorrow it will be exactly four weeks.

On the matter of target shooting on private property the
national agreement is silent, as it is about the issue of a
prohibited person being deemed not prohibited after
application to the court. The government is not trying to
break the national agreement, it is merely finetuning for
the practical realities of the administration of the
Firearms Act.
I have given this bill a tremendous amount of thought. I
have talked to the minister's advisers, the people in the
sporting shooters clubs and my own supporters many of whom are sporting shooters - and
interestingly enough most ofthe provisions are what
they want. We have provided clarification on what
could have been ambiguous phrases in the principal act
and made a simple administrative change. To give the
police their due, where there is ambiguity they have to
err on the side of saying no rather than saying yes. The
bill will make it much easier for them.
The honourable member for Yan Yean also talked
about getting legal advice. I heard the minister, in a
disorderly way, seeking that legal advice, so I will ask
on the record why the honourable member for Yan
Yean will not make his legal advice available. I do not
believe he has any. Ifhe has, let us have a look at it in
the house. Whenever former Labor ministers such as
Steve Crabb, who was involved in this area, had legal
advice they proudly made it available. Although the
honourable member for Yan Yean referred to legal
advice, upon being challenged to make it available to
the house he slunk away and would not provide it. I do
not believe he can.
The government is often accused of discussing this sort
of legislation in the dead of night. I do not know what
time the Leader of the Opposition goes to bed perhaps he goes to bed at the same time as his
children - but most legislation is not debated after
8 o'clock at night. If members of the opposition wanted

FIREARMS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Wednesday, 25 March 1998

ASSEMBLY

to get the media in for this debate - that is usually
their whole aim - they could have no complaints
because today we started this debate at 3.06 p.m. That
is hardly the dead of night, even for the Leader of the
Opposition, who will no doubt come in here and accuse
us of it nonetheless.
What we have heard today is an attempt by the Labor
Party to curry favour. The coalition government wants
to ensure that there is a national agreement on firearms
and wants to stick by it. For those of us who have had
dealings with fireanns - some of us have military,
police or sporting shooter backgrounds - the biggest
issue is safety. No-one wants to see dangerous,
military-type weapons in the community. The
amendments in the bill will not affect that. As in other
countries, exemptions are being given for clay target
and field and game shooters.
The Labor Party is mean spirited, although it claims it
is not. After what we have heard today I am sure we
will not have a Labor government within the next
20 years. The arguments put up by the honourable
member for Yan Yean are spurious. He contradicted
what he said when he first read the legislation. When he
first got up in the house he was under pressure from the
shooting groups and he supported what the government
is doing. Since then members of the opposition have
decided to try to make some political capital out of the
issue and have changed their tune. I support the bill and
wish it a speedy passage.
Ms GILLETT (Werribee)- I am pleased to be
able to make a contribution in the debate today on yet
another set of amendments to the fireanns legislation. It
causes me to wonder, and probably causes the minister
to wonder as well, why we are hear revisiting the
legislation yet again. Why is it that as a community we
have had to go through this process for a second time?
Why is it that the pain, memories, feelings, hurt and
anger all have to be suffered through again by the
whole community - those who shoot and support
shooters and those who do not shoot and support to the
absolute letter of the law the changes that were made in
the framework agreement by the federal government.
Why are we here again having to go through this
process?
I have a theory I would like to offer: the government
bungled the legislation from the very beginning. The
legislation was put in place in an absolute panic and
the government again committed the cardinal sin it
repeats over and over. The government did not listen to
the people who were telling it how to make the
changes work and how to put in place effective
legislation the first time around.
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Mr W. D. McGrath interjected.
Ms GILLETI - I take up the interjection of the
minister. The minister must not only listen, he must act
on the information that knowledgeable and experienced
people give. If the minister had done that the
government would have provided good legislation the
first time around.

In an environment of great passion and feeling from a
range of organisations there is an absolute requirement
to get it right the first time. It is necessary to take the
time to listen. After hearing what people have to say it
is necessary to include and involve them in the process
of developing legislation that is balanced, reasonable,
accurate and workable. In that way it is possible to
regulate in an environment in which everybody feels
that he or she has had a say, been listened to and had
concerns reflected in the legislation and regulations.
I do not know how long it will take or how much pain
the community will have to suffer before the
government realises that the right way to do things is to
take time, listen to people and subsequently act on the
information provided by experienced and
knowledgeable people in the community, while
ensuring that those people feel included and are
supportive of the changes being made.
How has it come to pass that the government has got
itself into this almighty mess again? The government
does not like to listen. The Victorian community has
had to suffer through the loss of the group that probably
could have most effectively helped it through this
difficult and demanding issue with the certainty that it
would have had to be gone through only once - the
Firearms Consultative Committee.
The Premier has clearly demonstrated that he is not an
expert in this field. I am not an expert in this field. I
have never owned a gun or carried a gun and I cannot
see a day when I will ever be interested in doing so.
That does not mean that while feeling the hurt and
outrage the community felt after Port Arthur I would
take it upon myself to come up with a piece of
legislation that was effective without listening to
experts in the field, yet that is what has happened. That
is why as a Parliament and a Victorian community we
have to go through the process again.
It is probably true to say- it has been said to me by
people from shooting organisations - that much of
what is in the legislation is a simple and straightforward
attempt to tidy up that which was unworkable in the
original legislation. They are good and reasonable
people by and large, and having tested and researched it
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myself and because I have close relationships with
members of the sporting shooters communities in
Werribee I accept what they say.
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By and large the proposals talked about in this
amending legislation are practical, simple and
straightforward, and only one change has brought
everybody undone, as it should have. That change was
an attempt to breach by stealth the national agreement.
A person's word is his or her bond whether the person
is someone off the street or a Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. When an agreement is signed off
by all Australian police ministers it must be abided by.

I do not call that competent government, and it is not a
competent way to introduce changes to legislation. By
any stretch of the imagination it is not appropriate to
have a brawl that includes everybody in the
community. It should be of enonnous concern to the
community of Victoria that we have observed an
attempt by the government to break a national
agreement by stealth when through patience and doing
things the right way it could have gone back to the
Australasian Police Ministers Council- perhaps after
the ACT election was over - and achieved the
consensus that is necessary to make the proposed
change.

When the opposition examined the amendments no-one
in the government or in any of the organisations the
opposition consulted mentioned what became apparent
in later weeks - that removing the 28-day waiting
period for second or subsequent weapons would be a
breach of the national agreement. No-one should be
able to support that.

That would have been the responsible and appropriate
way to go about things, but the government chose not
to do it that way. I admit to being at a loss to understand
why the government would choose to create so much
fuss and a situation in which all the anguish of the past
has had to be dealt with again by the community.
Nobody wins in such a circumstance.

It does not really matter that at the Australasian Police

My constituency has produced an Olympic gold
medallist - Russell Mark.

Ministers Council all police ministers except the police
minister for the ACT supported the change - and
honourable members must forgive me for being
cynical, but it may have been the fact that the ACT
minister while going through an election process and
understanding that the constituency would have a
particular view about such a change withheld
agreement because of that process. Changes to national
agreements should be made onl y through organisations
such as the police ministers council, but in this case the
government did not quite have the numbers necessary
to make the change it wanted.
As a consequence of the enormous pressure felt by
members of the National and Liberal parties who hold
provincial, semi-provincial, rural or regional seats
because of their own bungling, the coalition is breaking
a national agreement and trying to use this Parliament
to do it. It must not be supported. There is a right way
to do things and a wrong way to do things. Because the
wrong way was tried the community has been put
through the anguish of unnecessarily revisiting all of
the arguments.
If people were straightforward, told the truth and used
the proper mechanisms for dealing with these changes
the community would not be suffering through the
agony of considering these matters again. The process
has been an absolute debacle. Everybody is upset;
nobody is satisfied - and there has been a massive
argument between the responsible minister, the
Premier, and the Prime Minister.

Mr Traynor - He was born and bred in Ballarat.
Ms GILLETT - I take up the interjection of the
honourable member for Ballarat East. Ballarat is only
an hour up the road. We could take an inclusive
approach and as a region share credit for the production
of an Olympic gold medal shooter.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I am glad that one has been sorted out amicably.
Ms GILLETI - Yes, it has been sorted out
amicably. It is amazing what can happen, Mr Acting
Speaker, when people listen and are prepared to be
inclusive and generous. The alternative is angst and
pain in the community. As I said, in all the discussion
on the highly emotive issue of guns we must not lose
sight of the fact that there are some gun owners of
whom we can be enonnously proud. We are
enonnously proud of the one we have in Werribee, but
he would not support the proposed changes, and he is
on the public record as having said so. That also needs
to be taken into consideration by the government.

In closing I make this appeal: it is not in any way,
shape or fonn in the interests of the cornmunity to try
to turn a group of responsible citizens into criminals. I
have said previously in this place that that is what was
attempted by the federal government when it
introduced its Industrial Relations Act. The
introduction of the original fireanns legislation in the
Victorian Parliament had the same consequence: an
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attempt was made to create a criminal class out of
perfectly decent citizens. It must not to be supported.
All honourable members know how sensitive these
matters are and are concerned that their communities
should be brought together and the understanding by
different groups in those communities of each other's
differences should be increased. A Firearms
Consultative Committee similar to the body that existed
in the past should be formed immediately to help
different community groups understand one another's
views in a more tolerant way instead of in an
atmosphere where one side says one thing, the other
says another thing and everybody becomes hopelessly
confused.
Far be it from me to suggest that alternate versions of
the truth are produced in such circumstances. That is
not what the community is interested in. The
community needs a group of experts that represents all
the differing views and can advise it, as was done by
the Firearms Consultative Conunittee established by the
former Labor government.
Mr McLeUan - It is still there.
Ms GILLEIT - I take up the interjection. Even if
it is there in name it does not have the credibility or the
support that it had, and it certainly is not listened to by
the current government as it was listened to by the
former Labor government.
Honourable members will remember that the Labor
Pany paid a tremendous price for the former Labor
government's introduction of changes to firearms
legislation. The other day someone from the shooting
community said to me in all earnestness that he
considered it odd that sometimes people did not value
what they had until it was lost. He considered the
legislation introduced by the former Labor government
to be superior to what we have now. Frankly the
government can blame only itself for being caught
between the devil and the deep blue sea. The
government did not adopt an approach of inviting in
the expens, listening to them and asking them what
would be an acceptable outcome.
I only hope that the angst that has been created in the
conununity will soon die down and that the ignorance
that exists in the community will soon be replaced with
information and knowledge. If the government wants to
do what is best for the Victorian conununity I urge it to
take a straight line on the issue and not to sneak in
through the back door.
The Australasian Police Ministers Council is the
appropriate place in which to introduce the proposed
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changes. The government should not try to sneak the
changes through Parliament or create a circumstance in
which the community has to go through pain and agony
again on the issue. I urge the government to give us
back an effective Firearms Consultative Committee so
we can be advised by expens how we should go about
addressing this issue.
Mr KILGOUR (Sheppanon)-It gives me great
pleasure to support the Firearms (Amendment) Bill
because for some time I have been deeply involved in
looking at the problems that arose following the major
changes that were made to the firearms laws in the
wake of the edict of the Prime Minister and I have been
considering how the firearms laws have affected people
generally in country Victoria, and particularly in my
electorate.

When National Party members started to hear about
the problems created by laws made in haste by people
who did not have the full understanding of the issues
that are important to people in rural Victoria who grew
up using firearms on a daily basis as a tool of trade
they found there were impacts on country Victoria that
were not foreseen by those who drew up the
legislation.
I do not apologise for the part I played in trying to make
the government understand that there was a need to
look again at and do some work on the firearms laws to
allow people who have used firearms for many years to
continue to do so. When I heard about the problems
from farmers, landowners and shooters I was pleased to
take the role of chairing the National Party firearms task
force that toured country Victoria and talked to people
about how the firearms laws were affecting them.
Mr HuDs interjected.
Mr KILGOUR- I take up the interjection of the
honourable member for Niddrie, who has no
understanding of how people use firearms in country
Victoria and how the task force process worked. Every
firearms meeting was preceded by advertising that the
task force was coming. Press, television and radio
promotional items provided information that the task
force was coming to talk about firearms and invited
people to attend and make submissions. Approximately
400 submissions were made to the task force at
17 meetings held at Wodonga, Wangaratta, Benalla,
Shepparton, Echuca, Swan Hill, Mildura and other
locations.

The meetings revealed not only that the firearms laws
were causing major problems generally and
particularly for people living adjacent to the state
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border. It had not been taken into account that people
living in Victoria belonged to gun clubs in New South
Wales and vice versa and that the laws would prevent
people in both states from belonging to gun clubs of
their choice just because the River Murray fonus a
border.
I brought the concerns about cross-border anomalies
back to the minister and I am pleased to say that he
consulted his interstate colleagues in an attempt to
establish an understanding that states needed to work
together to provide people with an opportunity of
continuing to belong to gun clubs so that those clubs
could continue to operate effectively.
What has been said about clandestine meetings is a load
of rubbish. We went to Warrnambool and Hamilton in
western Victoria, to Horsham, to Bendigo, to
Leongatha, Traralgon, Sale and Bairnsdale in
Gippsland, and up into the hills to the farming areas
where people could not get to the meetings. We went to
places like Swifts Creek and Omeo to talk about the
problems that existed and how the new fIreanns laws
were affecting them. Everybody in these areas knew we
were there and were invited to come along to talk to us
about the issues, whether they were pro-gun or
anti-gun - and many did.
Following those 17 meetings I was pleased to bring
forward recommendations to the minister to say, 'These
are the things that are concerning the people in country
Victoria who use fIrearms, not the people in the city
who do not use or have any involvement with fIrearms
and who think they can tell country Victorians how to
act with fIrearms' . People from Gisborne, Castlemaine,
Horsham and in the backblocks of the Little Desert use
fIrearms on a daily basis and some of the regulations
were causing them problems.
The legislation is a common sense measure to assist
people in country Victoria. I understand this is a city
versus country argument. I understand that city people
are trying to impose their will on country people
because they do not understand how country people use
firearms. The legislation is an attempt to fIx some
unintended impacts and bring a commonsense approach
to the way fIrearms are used, yet that is not how the
media has run the issue - the media has run the issue
as never before.
A press release issued by the Victorian Farmers
Federation stated that the debate in opposition to the
Victorian government's proposed changes to gun laws
had been unashamedly emotional and misinformed.
The word 'misinformed' was well used because many
people who have entered the argument have been
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misinformed and they have not bothered to read the
second-reading speech or the bill.
The press release went on to state that the VFF
president, Peter Walsh, had described the changes
proposed by police minister Bill McGrath as modest
and little more than a tidying up of legislation
introduced in haste last year, and said the government's
mainly city-based critics did not understand the issues.
The VFF was right in making those assertions because
its members understand the rubbish that has been put
out in the media on the issue.
Radio station 3SR at Shepparton runs the John Laws
show from Sydney and we heard nothing but absolute
lies from John Laws. He said that guns were to be
allowed in towns, that semiautomatics were to be
allowed again and the 28-day cooling otT period was to
be totally scrapped. He did not understand the issues or
bother to fmd out about them. The ignorance of some
people in the media is incredible.
When media representatives asked me questions I
replied, 'What a stupid question to ask. You would not
ask that question if you had grown up in country
Victoria and if you understood how people use
fIrearms.' They all admitted they came from the city
and that they had not read the latest legislation. They
admitted they were taking up the emotive issues being
run by anti-gun supporters.

In the country we face the might of the city press and
have not been given the opportunity of providing any
understanding of how fIrearms are used. We face
anti-gun views on a daily basis. What the 7.30 Report
did was disgusting. It had the audacity to ring up and
ask for information yet it had not bothered to put over
the information contained in the legislation. I
considered those issues as we travelled around country
Victoria and came up with recommendations that I am
pleased the minister has brought forward.
People involved in shooting organisations have had to
put up with a lot of rubbish put out by the media. The
fIeld and game people spoke to government
representatives last Thursday about a number of issues
they wanted to ensure went through in the legislation.
As they left down the front steps of Parliament House
one of the well known anti-gun groups was holding a
demonstration. The fIeld and game people walked up to
the group peacefully and introduced themselves. They
said they would be happy to discuss what those people
were protesting against.
After copping abuse, having a can of drink thrown at
them and being sworn at the fIeld and game people
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walked away because it was obvious there was not
much use talking to people who were supposedly
advocating peaceful aims but were prepared to be
abusive. That is what the gun organisations have to put
up with. People are not prepared to understand how the
field and game people operate.
Shooting organisations are needed to serve the
thousands of people in country Victoria who see it as
their right to belong to organisations such as small bore
clubs that use .22 rifles, large bore clubs that use a .303
rifles and shoot from 600 yards on Saturday afternoons
and field and game shooting ranges. The regulations
were stopping clubs from enticing people to join their
organisations. For example, they were stopping clubs
from inviting local scout groups to try shooting. People
should be able to go to shooting ranges and following a
briefing on firearm laws and safety should be able to try
out the sport under the guidance of a licensed shooter. It
is commonsense to give young people the opportunity
to learn about firearm safety.
When I was 8 years old I was out shooting rabbits on
the banks of the creek at Katamatite with my uncle and
father, who taught me how to handle a .22 rifle, how to
handle ammunition, how to properly store rifles in the
boot of the car, how to get through a fence with a rifle
and how to watch where I was shooting. At 12 I was
going into the swamp and was taught what ducks I
could and could not shoot. I was taught not to shoot
before the sun came up and that perhaps there were
people on the other side of the swamp about whom I
must be careful.
The honourable member for Monbulk also grew up in
the country and had exactly the same experience. The
honourable member for Ballarat was taught how to
handle firearms. That is how people in the country
grow up. I would not expect Labor members to
understand or to know anything about guns. They
would be the last people I would like to see with
firearms.
It was with that level of understanding that I grew up in
country Victoria. Every boy in Katamatite with whom I
went to school, and some of the girls, had a full
understanding of fireann safety. Why can't children
today in scout and local youth clubs go onto a shooting
range and be given the opportunity to learn how to
shoot under the supervision of a licensed shooter? We
should provide that knowledge, and that is what the bill
provides today.

I spent many a Sunday afternoon on a private property
shooting traps because my friends on the farm had
traps. Under current provisions this should not be done,

681

yet it has been done on properties for years with a full
understanding of how to use firearms. The government
has done the right thing in giving those people the
opportunity to do what they have done forever and a
day. If they have private traps on their properties they
can shoot under certain conditions, and I fully support
that right.
Previously the stupid situation existed whereby, living
in Shepparton as I do, if I wanted to become a licensed
fireann shooter I had to go to a farmer or somebody
outside and get them to give me a piece of paper to say
I am allowed to shoot on their property. I could then
apply for the firearm. Yet all I wanted to do was to
shoot foxes or rabbits on Crown land. Why should that
not be a genuine reason to own a firearm? People in
country Victoria have done that forever and a day, and
they should be able to continue to do it. City people do
not understand that point, and their mates in the media
have run these issues emotively over the past month. It
is a ridiculous situation, with opinions being offered by
many people who are ignorant of what we are trying to
do.
I am pleased to see that something will be done about
securing collectors fireanns. Certainly people in my
electorate have had to take extreme measures to ensure
that where a collector has a couple of hundred firearms,
special warning signals are needed on their firearm
collections. I support that measure, but for people who
own only one or two firearms in a collection it was over
the top. I am pleased to see that the bill will give the
opportunity for somebody who has only a couple of
firearms as a collector to be treated in the same way as
somebody who is a licensed shooter with a couple of
firearms.
The reduction of the 28-day waiting period was an issue
that, as a member of the firearms task force, I heard
much about earlier as I travelled around country
Victoria. I put it to people who say this should not
happen - and I don't care whether it is the Prime
Minister - that there are times when people genuinely
need to have a second firearm in less than 28 days.
I have no problem whatever in saying that anybody
who walks off the street for the first time and decides to
be a shooter should fill in the forms and wait 28 days.
Incidentally, the 14 or more pages of forms required to
be filled in was ridiculous compared with the situation
interstate, and I am pleased with the way the minister
handled that provision. He did not wait until the
fireanns report came through; he worked with the
parliamentary secretary to support the shooters to bring
it back to a five-page application. There are times when
we genuinely need to enact our ideas quickly.

FIREARMS (AMENDMENn BILL
682

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 25 \t1arch 1998

I have a problem, however, with the people already
holding a firearms licence wanting a second gun for a
specific reason. For instance, I have a champion trap
shooter in my electorate. Steve Atkins has been sports
star of the year and Australian champion shooter. At
one stage he had a major problem because he sent his
gun to Italy to be altered to help him with his shooting,
and on the return trip the airline staff not only dropped
the case but dragged it for some distance when it was
coming off the plane, and it was absolutely ruined. I
should add that it was not an Australian airline.
Consequently Steve Atkins did not have a firearm to
shoot with at the Australian championship titles.

The sporting shooters will receive the amendments with
an understanding that we are trying to make some
sensible changes that will make the law more realistic
for them in the future. They will see this provision as
giving them an opportunity to recognise that they have
a genuine sport which is recognised through the
Olympic Games. I take the honourable member for
Werribee to task because I heard the comments from
the shooters in Canberra, and they do not mirror what
she said her champion shooter said about the
legislation. They were supporting what would be done
on behalf of competition shooters and gun clubs
throughout Australia.

Under the proposed legislation ifhe were caught in that
situation again he could apply through the local district
firearms officer, the minister or the Chief
Commissioner of Police for a dispensation to obtain a
firearm in time to shoot at the championships. I fully
support that measure. He is somebody who has been
through the rigorous requirements of getting a licence
and who has been shooting for Australia, yet we would
say by not introducing this measure, 'You cannot shoot
in the Australian championships because you have to
wait another 28 days'. It is ridiculous.

The comrnonsense approach should go ahead without
the emotion and the disgusting media hype.

Another story relates to a farmer from the Victorian
country town of Horsham. He came to see us at
lambing time with problems of foxes eating his lambs.
One day he went out to shoot the foxes because, as
honourable members will realise, each lamb could be
worth $100 in another 18 months. Unfortunately his
firearm malfunctioned. He had to send it to Bendigo to
be fixed, but he needed another because the foxes were
still eating his lambs.
Under current provisions ifhe applied for another
firearm he would have to wait another 28 days for it.
How many lambs would have been lost in that 28~ay
period? The proposed legislation would allow him,
through the district firearms officer, to say to the Chief
Commissioner of Police, 'I am a bona fide shooter. I
have a licence and have been through the whole
rigmarole of getting my licence. I have been deemed as
someone who may have a firearms licence, but I am in
trouble. You surely are not going to stop me buying
another firearm in a hurry so that I can continue to
shoot the foxes?'. Under the current provisions he
would be prevented from shooting the foxes.
This is a commonsense bill which we should support.
We are not changing the fireanns laws as we have
known them across Australia; rather what we are doing
in most cases has already been done interstate. We are
providing a commonsense approach.

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr KILGOUR - They have not been interested
in--

Ms Gillett interjected.
Mr KlLGOUR - The honourable member for
Werribee is supporting the growers in her area in their
protest against the toxic waste dump, but she does not
think I should support the people in my electorate who
are concerned about the bill. That is what I am doing I am saying that country Victoria has had a gutful of the
city people telling us how we should handle firearms.
We have grown up handling firearms, and we have
grown up being responsible.
Ms Gillett interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Werribee has already had a
turn. She should contain her enthusiasm. as should the
members directly behind her.
Mr KILGOUR- We have had a gutful in country
Victoria. We are responsible people. I have heard the
anger around country Victoria from people who believe
they have made criminals out of good citizens. They are
not a pack of Rambos out in country Victoria. They are,
have always been and always will be responsible
people. The few things the government has done to try
to tidy up the legislation will help those people, who
will continue to be good citizens of Victoria.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - The
opposition has moved a reasoned amendment to the
bill. It will support the reasoned amendment and, if it is
voted down, it will vote against the bill and call for a
division on it. I want to run through the range of
reasons for doing that.
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At the outset, it took a decade to get a national
agreement on a uniform firearm code. That is the time
it took to get all of the states, governments and political
parties across Australia to agree on a unifonn national
approach to fireanns legislation. This legislation will
rip it apart, so the opposition rejects it. The work that
has taken a decade to achieve will be destroyed by this
measure.
Secondly, the opposition rejects the bill because,
regardless of how passionate and genuine the
honourable member for Shepparton is - and I accept
that he is a man who believes in what he says - there
is no doubt that the legislation compromises, weakens,
diminishes and waters down the uniform national code.
There can be no other interpretation: that is what it
does.
The third reason the opposition opposes the bill is that it
will mean, unambiguously, more guns in the Victorian
community. I will come to the figure later, whether it is
100 or 1000 or 1500 or more, but the bottom line is that
it will mean more guns in the Victorian community.
The fourth reason is that the opposition believes the
process by which this legislation has been developed is
totally wrong; it has been a corrupted process. There
has been no open public process of consultation. This
little deal was done in the backrooms of the National
Party. The only way a person could get to express a
point of view about this legislation was to ring up a
National Party member of Parliament and make an
appointment. There were no public hearings, no public
advertisements; none of the people who oppose these
changes were given an opportunity to put a point of
view. When the member for Shepparton stands up, as
he did a few moments ago, and says he has had a
gutful, it is a pity he could not be more honest and say
that country Victorians have had a gutful of this
government closing schools and hospitals, cutting back
on road funding and decimating country Victoria. This
little saving act of grace cannot put back the schools
and hospitals or put the bitumen back on the roads; it is
an attempt to save the National Party from political
extinction.
When the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
leaves at the next election no National Party member
will replace him. You are finished in the Wimrnera,
absolutely finished.
A government member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - Don't you, Bill? You have given
them away already? Say it.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! There will be
some order restored in the house. I will restore it one
way or the other. Earlier today the Speaker waved a big
flag for everybody to see. He was extremely
disappointed with the behaviour of members on both
sides ofthe house during question time, and I think you
will find that there will be a vastly different approach to
the decorum in this place from that moment on. He has
asked me to follow the same pattern, which I intend to
do. I ask the Leader of the Opposition to refer to
members of this place by their correct titles and to
direct his remarks through the Chair. I ask honourable
members on the right to cease interjecting.
Mr McLellan - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, earlier in the debate when the honourable
member for Yan Yean was on his feet he was instructed
to direct his remarks to the bill, and he was making
similar remarks to those that the Leader of the
Opposition is currently making. He was talking about
roads and hospitals and so on which have nothing to do
with this bill. I request that the Leader of the Opposition
speak on the bill.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I will rule. I
will not uphold the point of order. The point of order
raised against the honourable member for Yan Yean
was taken at a later time when he had started to expand
on some of the issues that the Leader of the Opposition
has mentioned but not expanded on, and the Chair
allowed him to introduce those as part of his
contribution to the debate. As the Chair said then, and I
will say again now if you wish, I will not tolerate
aspects that are peripheral to the debate being brought
into the debate. The debate is to remain within the
confines of the bill and the reasoned amendment moved
by the honourable member for Yan Yean. I do not
uphold the point of order.
Mr BRUMBY - Thank you for that ruling,
Mr Deputy Speaker. The fifth reason for the opposition
moving the reasoned amendment is that the public
unequivocally and unambiguously across Victoria and
Australia wants gun control. The poll of the Herald Sun
last week showed that 66 per cent of all voters in this
state, 60 per cent of people in country Victoria, want
fmner controls on firearms. They do not want
legislation coming before Parliament that breaches the
national code. This proposed legislation unambiguously
weakens the national code.
I come to the sixth reason. I invite honourable
members opposite to read the findings of the Premier's
Suicide Task Force report and its recommendations
about firearms in the community. I make the
self-evident point that this bill contradicts the
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expressed recommendations of that report about the
number of firearms in the community.
I have never had difficulty with responsible gun
owners. When I was a federal member of Parliament I
was invited by either the clay target shooters or the field
and game association to watch and participate in the
shooting of traps. I was impressed by the pride and
enthusiasm of those people in their sport. However, I
stand absolutely behind a uniform national approach to
firearms control. I have watched the history of this state
and this nation develop over the past decade and there
is no doubt in my mind - nor, I believe, in the minds
of most Victorians - that a uniform national approach
is needed.
If it comes to a choice between more guns and fewer
guns in the community the vast majority of Victorians
will choose fewer guns, and that is why the opposition
rejects this legislation, not because it is the easy thing to
do. I dare say our position on the legislation will
probably cost the Labor Party votes in some parts of
country Victoria in some of the seats I referred to
before, so this is not an easy judgment, but it is a correct
judgment, having looked at this legislation and what it
means and taking into account the long-term interests
of Victorian families, kids and communities. I repeat:
where there is a choice between maintaining the
uniform national code and ripping it up, the opposition
will back the uniform code 100 per cent of the time. If it
comes to a choice between more weapons in the
community and fewer, the opposition will choose fewer
weapons.
I have said it has taken a decade for this uniform
national approach to be achieved. We went through the
lessons of the 1980s, we saw the lessons of Hoddle
Street and Queen Street. More recently there was the
lesson of Port Arthur. For 10 years since the 1987
national gun summit held in the wake of the Hoddle
and Queen Street shootings the Liberal and National
parties in this place have been opposed to the
introduction of a national code. You can go back to
what happened in 1987 where the then opposition
leader was Mr Kennen, now our Premier. When John
Cain introduced the legislation, Mr Kennen said he
supported legislation that restricted gun ownership, but
when he was confronted outside Parliament House by
50000 National Party voters who expressed a different
view, he got jelly in his back, changed his position and
became an advocate of weaker gun laws. That is what
happened a decade ago. It took the disaster of Port
Arthur for all political parties throughout Australia to
come together on 10 May 1996 and agree on a national
code.
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It is timely to review what was included in the national
code. It included a ban on the sale or possession of
automatic or semiautomatic weapons, a 12-month
amnesty, a multimillion dollar tax buyback plan for gun
owners and dealers and a new licensing and registration
arrangement. It was an historic agreement welcomed by
all sections of the community.
I invite honourable members to read the debate in
Hansard and the media reports at that time. There were
no references then to the Prime Minister being
'small-minded' or the legislation being 'over the top'.
At that time there was bipartisan national agreement.
The Premier and the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services now say that the agreement, made
across party lines and in every Parliament of Australia,
is over the top, that it went too far and should be ripped
up. The opposition rejects that view. It believes the
sentiments expressed at the time accurately reflect the
view of the Australian nation.
The lead story on the Channel 10 news tonight was
about an overseas firearm incident. The second news
story was about the firearm debate in this Parliament
and the comment by the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services that the Prime Minister was
'small-minded'.l do not agree with many of the things
the Prime Minister advocates, but he has shown
extraordinary courage in taking on members of his own
party and his own constituency to push through a
national firearms agreement.
When I asked the Premier whether he supported that
comment of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services about the Prime Minister the Premier did not
defend the Prime Minister. He was missing in action.
He said he had not heard the comment, but he did not
say he disagreed with the slur on the Prime Minister,
the national Leader of the Liberal Party.
As I said, I disagree with many of the views expressed
by the Prime Minister, but history will record that he
showed great courage in fighting for a uniform
approach to national firearms legislation.

No-one can argue that the bill does not water down the
national firearms code. I heard some of the views
expressed about the 28-day rule. Resolution 7 of the
Australasian Police Ministers Council special firearms
meeting of 10 May 1996 states:
Council resolved:

(a) that a separate permit be required for the acquisition of
every firearm.
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that the issue ofa permit should be subject to a waiting
period of at least 28 days to enable appropriate checks to be
made on licensees in order to ascertain whether
circumstances have occurred since the issuing of the
original licence which would render the licensee unsuitable
to possess the firearm or which would render the licensee
ineligible for that type of firearm.

The resolution further states:
All jurisdictions to establish a 28-day waiting period prior to
the issuing of all firearms permits.

It does not matter how many times you read the
resolution or whether you hold it upside down or look
at it in another way, or even if you remove your
glasses, it says the same thing - and the amendments
proposed in this legislation are a clear breach of the
national firearms agreement.
The honourable member for Shepparton referred to an
extraordinary set of circumstances involving an
international shooter. If the government is trying to
protect against such a situation, it should write the
specific provision into the legislation. The provisions of
this bill are watering down the 28-day rule, which is
confirmed by the government's advertising campaign.
The 28-day waiting period to enable criminal and
character checks to take place and to slow down the
number of fireanns coming into the commWlity will be
removed. If the 28-<iay rule is removed it will be easier
for people to acquire their second, third, fourth, fifth,
sixth or seventh weapons.
The opposition has obtained from the Victorian
Firearms Registry the statistics showing the increase in
firearm ownership in this state and will monitor the
future firearm ownership statistics in the months to
come. The waiving of the 28-day period combined with
other changes that breach the national code will
unquestionably mean more firearms will enter the
Victorian commWlity.
The proposal to drop the 28-<iay rule was initiated by
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services at the
national police ministers forum in 1997. An article in
the Australian of 10 March reports that the South
Australian police commissioner, lain Evans, said a joint
proposal from Victoria and South Australia to waive
the 28-<iay cooling-off period was defeated at that
forum in July last year. The Minister for Police and
Emergency Services shakes his head. I invite the
minister to put what happened on the record. The
minister tested the waters and found the only supporter
he had for that proposal was South Australia. Because it
would not get up he declined to put the proposal.
Minister, you checked the waters and you had no
support. That is the fact.
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The DEPUlY SPEAKER - Order! I again
remind the Leader of the Opposition that his comments
should go through the Chair. Comments across the
table invite interjections and cause disorder. The level
of conversation in the chamber is far too high.
Mr BRUMBY -- The opposition knows the
proposed amendments will lead to more firearms
coming into the Victorian community. The Prime
Minister annoWlced yesterday that import bans will be
imposed on semiautomatic weapons to prevent more
semiautomatic weapons coming into the Victorian
commWlity. The Premier and the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services have said on radio and
elsewhere that the proposed amendments will mean
only an additional 100 weapons in the years ahead.
Those statements are false and dishonest.
There are also conflicting views in the government. A
letter of 19 March from the Minister for Transport to a
constituent states:
While noting your concerns I can assure you that the
proposals do not undermine or weaken the act The changes
will not increase the number of firearms in the community ...

The Minister for Transport says the proposed
amendments will not mean any more firearms in the
Victorian community. That is a lie and is dishonest.
Even on the admission of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services more firearms will come into
Victoria.
Let us look at the facts. If you understand what the
legislation says you realise that the potential number of
firearm owners as of November 1996 who are again
eligible to obtain fireanns Wlder these amendments
totals more than 1500. Those figures can be
corroborated by the relevant sporting associations.
Some 1500 people meet the legislation's eligibility
requirements. Because they owned particular firearms
in November 1996 they are again eligible to obtain
further frreanns under the legislation. Not zero, not 100,
but 1500.
An article in the Sunday Age of 8 March reports
conunents made by the honourable member for
Shepparton, the chairman of the government's firearms
committee, about the proposals and states:
... banning five-shot shotguns had been excessive and that
'most of the blokes who are upset have had five-shot autos'.

Do you think he would say that if he did not think the
legislation would put more guns back into the
conunWlity? He is the person who headed the task
force that held secret meetings in the offices of
National Party MPs, the one who said the blokes who
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have been hit hard are the ones with five-shot autos.
Do you think he would be behind the legislation if it
did not mean there would be more five-shot autos out
there in the community? And there will be! He is on
the record as saying that, and that is the real intent of
the legislation.
I make a profound point about what the Premier, the
minister and representatives of the Victorian Field and
Game Association have said in defence of their figure
of 100. They said that these people are clay target
shooters who are either light in build, disabled or
women who need to use pump-action firearms instead
ofunder-and-overs. I see the honourable member for
Frankston East shaking his head. I say this for
government members because the legislation might be
scrapped after they hear this.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr BRUMBY - I know they are kept like
mushrooms in the dark and do not have the backbone to
ask questions, but I inform them that under the existing
act members of the Victorian Field and Game
Association, the subject of the amendment, who need
semiautomatics for clay target shooting because they
are physically unable to compete without them can
already get licences under section I 1(2)(c)(iii)A of the
Fireanns Act.
When the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
sums up at the end of the debate I invite him, through
the Chair, to explain to the house why it is not possible
for people described on radio and in Parliament as
being light, disabled or women who need
semiautomatic weapons because they cannot use
under-and-overs to use section 1 I(2)(c)(iii)A of the
existing legislation, because that is what the legislation
says. Therefore there is no reason to amend the
.
legislation. The only reason for it is to ~ip more
five-shot shotguns back into the Victonan communIty,
as the honourable member for Shepparton let out when
he was interviewed for the Sunday Age on 8 March.
The opposition opposes the legislation because it
believes the whole process of review has been
inappropriate, improper and corrupt. There has been no
open process. The bill has come to Parliament via the
backroom offices of the National Party. It has not come
here following widespread public consultation. There
have been no advertisements, no opportunities for
consultation. What you had to do was ring up National
Party MPs and go to their offices.
Again the Premier has misled Victorians. On 5 March
he stated on Radio 3AW:

Wednesday, 25 March 1998

... what we are introducing is the result of a review, a
common sense review.

It has not been a review; it has been a closed-shop
agreement reached behind the closed doors of National
Party MPs.

The honourable member for Berwick said in his letter
that he was concerned about the legislation because the
committee was composed 'almost exclusively of
pro-gun members'. The honourable member for
Shepparton, who headed the firearms task force,
admitted to the Sunday Age that the only permanent
members of the task force were himself and a member
of the staff of the Deputy Premier and National Party
leader, Pat McNamara.
In that article the honourable member for Shepparton is
reported as saying:
Of course it's stacked, but it's stacked because of who the
National Party represents - the National Party are the only
fiiends shooters have got in the government.

The fifth reason the opposition opposes the legislation
is because the community wants gun control. I said in
the introduction to my remarks that if it is a choice
between more guns or fewer guns the community has
shown overwhelmingly that it wants fewer guns. A
poll conducted by Quadrant for the Herald Sun found
that 60 per cent of people in the country were strongly
opposed to this legislation. Some 44 per cent said they
would be less inclined to vote for the government
because of the bill.
It is my view that this cynical government move will

backfire. The people of Victoria have made it clear that
after the Port Arthur, Queen Street and Hoddle Street
massacres they want dangerous guns to be taken out of
the community.
The weapons that will be put back into the community
as a result of the legislation are essentially category C
firearms, which are semiautomatic shotguns, or, as the
honourable member for Shepparton wrongly referred to
them, automatic shotguns. I remind the house that when
the uniform national code was debated semiautomatics
were considered. The original proposal was to remove
all semiautomatics from the community. Queensland in
particular expressed concern that genuine primary
producers with feral animal control problems - goats,
pigs, camels, donkeys, all sorts of things - needed
semiautomatic firearms.
Mr SteggaU interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I ask the
honourable member for Swan Hill to contain his
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enthusiasm. I have a long list of speakers from both
sides of the house who can contest the arguments
raised. The level of interjection is too high.
Mr BRUMBY -Importantly, the category C
exemptions, which I supported, were a late addition to
the national code, but they were subject to the strictest
possible controls. The exemption was for genuine
primary producers only, and even then it applied only
to professional shooters or others who could show they
had real, fair dinkum problems.
Mr Perrin inteIjected.
Mr BRUMBY - You are a total moron. Why don't
you read the national code!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Comments
across the table are both unprofessional and
unparliamentary. I ask the Leader of the Opposition to
withdraw his remark and to refrain from responding to
interjections. I again remind members on my right that
they should cease inteIjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - I withdraw, Mr Deputy Speaker. I
am happy to table the infonnation about category C
exemptions for the honourable member for Bulleen,
who has obviously never read the legislation. To gain
an exemption under category C an applicant must be a
primary producer and strict criteria must be satisfied.
That is the only reason category C was admitted.
The bill is the thin end of the wedge. The government
said it will enable people who satisfied the criteria in
November 1996 to again apply for semiautomatic
shotguns, but there are potentially 1500 people across
the community who can apply for those shotguns. The
opposition opposes the bill because it is a flagrant
breach of the original intention of category C
exemptions.
The opposition has moved the reasoned amendment
after looking carefully at the bilL It is evident
government members have not looked at it carefully.
The needs of genuine clay target shooters can be
satisfied under the existing legislation. The change to
the 28-day rule is a flagrant breach of the unifonn
national code.
The opposition regards the legislation as an example of
weak leadership by the Premier, who has caved in to
the demands of a captive National Party that is
desperate to give something back to the bush because it
knows that after closing the schools and hospitals it is
facing political oblivion.
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Dr DEAN (Berwick) - I sometimes I think it
would be useful if we were able to make a video of the
Leader of the Opposition and play it back to him after
he finishes, because frankly I think he would be
ashamed of the way in which he approaches debate in
the house. I have been sitting both outside and inside
the house listening to him screaming, pointing and
yelling words like 'moron'. In a debate on a topic such
as this, where reason and quiet thOUght about what is in
the legislation is important, his approach is not of any
great value - he does himself a disservice. It is very
hard to believe someone who thinks that the only way
he can put his argument is to scream into a microphone.
I do not intend to do anything but quietly, reasonably
and appropriately respond to the issues in the
legislation. There is any other appropriate way to do it.
If the opposition says some portions of the legislation
ought to be repealed it is against them, it has an
obligation to set out and specify each of the areas of the
act it says should be repealed.
The honourable member for Yan Yean, who started off
the debate, referred to approximately 30 per cent of the
act which he said was inappropriate or not effective and
should be removed. Why does he not have the courage
to say, 'This is the portion, this is the 30 per cent ofthe
act I want to see removed, and this is what I want to see
put in its place'? It is important for people listening to
the debate to know where the Labor Party stands.
It is an abrogation of its duty as an opposition to skate
along a fence in the most ungainly way, attempting on
the one hand to pick up votes because of what the polls
say and on the other hand to not offend by saying,
'Look, we are sort of against it but we are not going to
tell you exactly how'.
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr DEAN - I have no doubt that opposition
members will continue yelling and screaming while I
am trying to reasonably and quietly put what the
amendment states, but I do not intend to be diverted as
a consequence of that.
Any legislation, particularly if it is new and
complicated, must be given a time to operate in the
electorate before those who implement it can identify
its problems. That is the difference between theory and
practice. As the Attomey-General's parliamentary
secretary I have had a lot of experience with
complicated legislation that is put into the arena for the
first time. Whether it be legislation on the Credit Act,
introduction agencies or anything else, after
approximately 12 months there is a need to go back to
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the legislation and ask, 'How is this working in the real
world?'.
Ifhonourable members go back through legislation
they will find that amendment acts of about the same
size as the bill were introduced to try to ensure that the
original legislation was frnetuned and any unintended
problems and unintended consequences were fixed.
That is the only just way to go.
The minister stated in the second-reading speech:
We will have to revisit the legislation some time in the next
12 or 18 months, because anomalies will arise.

If the opposition wants to give us a kick because there
are anomalies in the legislation, that is fine - it should
do it. But it should not try to dress it up as if to suggest
it is now the intention of the government to suddenly
diverge and go into a different direction. The facts do
not support that.
Let us look at some of the amendments which have not
been mentioned by anybody on the other side and
which the press seems to have overlooked completely.
They give a clear indication that problems in the act are
being rectified, as would have been anticipated from the
moment the legislation was introduced.
I refer now to the black powder cannon amendment. By
way of example, as an unintended consequence of the
act a particular yacht race in Ballarat could not be
begun in its traditional way because the act disallowed
the use of a black powder miniature cannon to start the
race with the traditional big bang. This was reviewed
because it was not a consideration when the act was
first introduced.
People say the act was introduced in a hurry, and that is
correct. All states introduced their firearms acts in a
hurry because that is what the commonwealth wanted.
It is clear that there was always going to be a need for
anomalies to be picked up, and I am quite sure the other
acts in other states will also have to be frnetuned for the
same reason.
There is also the example of the effects of the act on
people in the theatre industry. Under the act it is not
possible for actors to fire blanks without their obtaining
licences. That is clearly untenable and had to be fixed,
and the bill will fix it. There is also the problem of
starter pistols. An unintended consequence of the
legislation was that debates occurred at Little Athletics
and other athletics meets about whether a starting pistol
could be used without a licence. Nobody in their right
mind would want to see a race starter at Little Athletics
not being able to start a race because he or she did not
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have a shooters licence. That has to be fixed. Another
example is that there has to be a better defrnition of
fixed ammunition.
There is a need to allow partnerships in fireann
dealerships. Under the act corporate bodies and sole
proprietors are permitted but the ability to have
partnerships was omitted. That has to be fixed.

In relation to juniors licences, it has always been the
case that juniors should have the right to try out as
shooters. That is reasonable. If the members of the gun
control lobby cannot see that it is better for a junior to
try out to decide whether he or she does or does not
want to have a licence they must be blind.
Unfortunately the act requires a junior to get a licence
before he or she can try out, which induces juniors to
get licences even though they might decide later that
they did not want one. That has to be fixed.
My learned colleague has already raised the problem of
cross-border disposal- we had a cross-border
acquisition provision but not a cross-border disposal
provision.
Honourable members might say, 'This is all very
boring, Robert, where is the fire and brimstone?'. The
fact is that there is no fire and brimstone in the bill. The
bill is about making methodical housekeeping
amendments to ensure that there are no unintended
consequences. I am sorry if I am boring people, but it is
about time somebody got up and showed people what
the bill act is about.
Mutual recognition between states has advanced over
time and there is a need to update the provisions in the
act. The public interest component in gaining a licence
is the wrong way round. It provides for a need to show
that it is in the public interest rather than not being
contrary to the public interest. Any jurist would tell you
that that has to be fixed because other acts use the other
term.
It goes on. Collectors of ammunition for display now
need licences. That was decided even though it is tough
on them. However, they also need to be able to trade
between each other. The act does not properly allow for
that, so it has to be amended to ensure that they can.
The act provides no right of appeal to the Magistrates
Court on the defrnition of 'prohibited person' . In
response to those on the other side who say that the bill
is soft legislation, I point out that we have the toughest
provisions of any of the states on the definition of
prohibited person. The Leader of the Opposition
suggests that suddenly Victoria has gone weak at the
knees or whatever. Nothing could be further from the
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truth. It is just that such tough provisions should exist,
but people defined as prohibited persons must also be
given the right to appeal to the Magistrates Court on
that definition. If the law is tough, discretion must be
included to ensure that the law is not abused.
The legislation provides that only one person can be a
nominated supervisor on a range. If that person went
overseas or was not there on the day that shooting was
initiated, potentially the range could have to close
down. That outcome was not foreseen and needs
amendment. Perhaps the government could be criticised
for that, but the opposition should not come up with the
nonsense that the government has suddenly turned tail
and headed off in another direction. It is proper and
appropriate to fix it so that more than one person can be
nominated as supervisor.
As for the definition of 'populous place', it happens that
ranges in Springvale and other areas are in populous
places. If a clause in the legislation provides that a
person cannot carry a firearm in a populous place,
suddenly fireanns cannot be carried on a number of
ranges, so the process has to be changed. It is
extraordinary how that provision has been
misrepresented by the press and beaten up by the
opposition. That is their job, and they do it too well.
It is unjust to require firearm dealers to get their returns
in every seven days. It was thought at the time it was
introduced that the provision might work. As the law
was implemented in the real world, it was found to be
not appropriate or fair to require that, so it was changed.
So it goes on. It is perfectly appropriate to require that
heirlooms be displayed in an appropriate way, so that
aspect of the law will be amended.

Other parts of the bill will tighten other provisions on
the other side of the ledger, but the opposition chooses
not to consider such matters. The Chief Commissioner
of Police can at present change the details on a licence.
It could be said that gives him a break, but it is an
anomaly that has to be removed. The anomaly about
the seizure of fireanns on the cancellation of a permit
has to be fixed, and it is. There is a loophole about
acquiring and an offer to buy. People were going
through the offer to buy instead of an acquiring process,
and that has to be fixed.
The common denominator of everything we put into
the bill is justice. We considered what is just. If an act is
not just for the people it affects, they will flout it. It is
not a democracy if an act of Parliament is not just.
People say that they want to be strict on gun owners.
Nobody, not the Prime Minister, members of the
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opposition or even the gun control lobby would say that
all weapons should be banned. No-one has said that
because it would be absolutely ridiculous to do so.
Therefore legislation that is introduced sets out the
parameters by identifying those who can and those who
cannot use guns. By very definition, some people can
use guns. Ifthe Prime Minister's or any state's
legislation provides that certain people are lawfully
entitled to have guns and use them in a particular way,
then you are not entitled to come in by the back door
and try to make it unjust for them to do so. It must be
done properly. If someone is entitled to have a weapon
in particular circumstances, that person is entitled to be
treated justly.
As I said in the newspaper article, the headline of which
defamed me - and I will come back to that
misrepresentation - no-one can or should say that
those people should be unjustly dealt with, therefore the
legislation must ensure that they are not unjustly
treated. The bill provides for those people who are
entitled to have weapons - in clubs, in the bush, in the
city or wherever - to be entitled to be treated justly by
the law. The proposed amendments will remove the
current injustices. As I said in the article, which the
opposition can read, those people who are entitled to
have weapons are not second-class citizens. Nobody in
the community should be considered to be a
second-class citizen - not a gun control person or a
gun lobby person or anybody else. There is no excuse
for treating unjustly or as a second-class citizen anyone
who has a legitimate right to use a weapon. Therefore,
we must eradicate the anomalies to ensure that the
legislation works properly.

When the bill was introduced the honourable member
for Yan Yean knew what was in it. I know that he was
briefed on it by all sorts of parties. For two weeks,
absolutely nothing happened because he knew that the
bill was simply a housekeeping measure and was totally
just. Someone who had not read the bill decided to put
emotion before brains and make a comment, and then
the newspapers decided to go for it. They did not read
the proposed legislation and they did not know about
the provisions but they went for it. They said
scandalous and extraordinary things which built up the
fire, and of course the opposition is now trying to throw
as much benzene on it as possible. For example, instead
of referring to the junior licence as I have just described
it, they said that a consequence of the bill being passed
would be that juniors would be walking around the city
firing weapons in populous places.
I said I would not shout, but one thing that really sticks
in my craw is that to this day they keep saying that we
have either abolished or reduced the 28-day waiting
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period on the purchase of fireanns. That is an absolute
lie. It is a lie because you can say it once - or twice,
because you have made a mistake - but when you are
told what the truth is, as the newspapers have been, and
then say it again you are a liar because you know it is
untrue.

The Victorian government has totally agreed with that.
It happens that the Field and Game Association has
exactly the same national and international clay target
competitions and the same requirements apply.
Therefore the word 'just' must be considered. and it is
just that the same exemption apply.

Everybody who applies for a permit for a licence,
whether as a first, second or third application, must wait
28 days before the purchase of a firearm. The bill
provides only that if there are special circumstances and
the application is passed by the Chief Commissioner of
Police - who is not exactly renowned as someone who
will just sign on the dotted line to get rid of the 28-day
waiting period - a person can have that time reduced.
But everybody who fronts up for a first, second, third or
fourth licence must wait the 28 days unless that
discretion can be used.

We do not want the situation where, on the same range,
target shooting people on one side of the fence have
exemptions and the people right next door who are
doing exactly the same thing cannot get exemptions. If
you put that son of injustice into an act you will have
trouble. The Leader of the Opposition either does not
understand or deliberately misunderstands.

It has been said that that is contrary to the national
fireanns provisions. It is not, because everybody who
lines up for a pennit, as in that fireanns agreement,
must wait the 28 days. There is no reference in that
agreement to what would happen if there was a special
circumstance, which everybody would agree justice
demands should be treated separately. We have had a
few examples of that, including the Leader of the
Opposition getting himself into trouble. It was not
contemplated in the agreement.
Because I am a lawyer I am often regarded as being a
bit legalistic. I can tell honourable members about the
quite simple rule that governs how documents are
analysed and interpreted. If you look at a document and
the matter is not addressed on the face of the agreement
the question the court will ask is what then would the
parties have done had they contemplated the issue. If
you look at the national frreanns provisions and say this
was not addressed - I know it was not addressed
because I have asked the question of the ministerand you ask what would the parties have decided had
they contemplated it, that is what is just in the
circumstances. Everyone will agree that if there are
circumstances such that the chief commissioner says a
shorter period is okay, it should be allowed. That is just.
The other fwphy is about the exemptions for clay target
shooting. You have to look at the reasons for the
exemption. When the Prime Minister and the police
ministers decided there should be an exemption for clay
target shooting, they did so because they considered
clay target to be a special case, that it needed quick fire
and that as the competitions included national events it
should be acconunodated.

The ACTING SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Berwick should be careful
about alleging any person in this house is deliberately
misleading the house.
Dr DEAN - I was being extremely careful when I
said either/or.
The ACTING SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
heard what the honourable member said.
Dr DEAN - I rely on the either/or. Let me put it
this way: if this house is of the view he is not
deliberately misstating the truth, and that is the
appropriate course, he must be negligent in the way he
has tried to accumulate his facts, because out of the
2000 shooters in the clay target association only 70
have applied for exemptions for semiautomatic guns
because the majority of shooters use over-and-under
weapons. In field and game shooting 1500 people are
eligible to do the same clay target shooting. If we use
the same process to see how many people are likely, on
those statistics, to apply for exemptions the figure
comes out at around 100. In fact it will probably be
less. That is why I say it is a minuscule change.
I do not care what the opposition argues or what people
in any area of Victoria argue; my concern is to ensure
that any legislation this government introduces in
Victoria is just and fair in the way it works. People who
are legitimately entitled to shoot should be treated
fairly. If the legislation says they are entitled to use a
weapon they should be treated justly. That is how any
decent, democratic government should operate. It has
been suggested that there is a desire to make life
miserable for people using paintball guns on paintball
ranges. I make it clear that there is nothing in the
legislation that tries or is intended to make their lives
more difficult because that, too, would be unjust.
I want to end on this note: although I have on occasion
raised my voice I want to ask the members who
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contribute to the debate not to follow the example of the
Leader of the Opposition and yell and scream into the
microphone but to calmly and reasonably look at the
legislation and what it does and debate it in a
reasonable fashion because, after all, that is what this
house is about.
Mr LAN GOON (Ivanhoe) - I join this debate to
support the opposition's reasoned amendment and to
oppose the bill if that reasoned amendment fails. I am
extremely pleased to add my comments to this debate
because I represent the electorate oflvanhoe, which
unfortunately has a close association with many of the
victims of the Port Arthur massacre.
Within two months of being elected to this place in
1996 I had the unfortunate task of attending two
funerals, the first of which was for the Mikac family;
Mr and Mrs Mikac had met at the Austin hospital and
had a long association with my electorate and the
surrounding area. Mr Mikac has now come back to my
electorate to live. The other funeral was for
Pauline Masters, who lived in Oriel Road, Ivanhoe,
and was closely associated with St Bernadette's
Catholic Church. This issue greatly affected my
electorate and, as I said, I had the task of attending
those two funerals.
Members of the government may say this is emotive,
but it goes to the heart of the issue as far as I am
concerned. My office has received numerous phone
calls from local residents. A conservative voter told me
that if the government pushes this legislation through he
\\;ll not vote for it again. That is an example of the
phone calls received in my office. I have spoken to
several people with that attitude.
When the incident at Port Arthur occurred it brought
home to me. and I am sure many Australians, that the
issue of guns in this country needs to be addressed.
There are not many occasions on which I agree with the
Prime Minister, but I approve of his handling of the gun
laws and the changes he introduced. One of the points
often missed when discussing the federal legislation is
that the federal opposition and the Democrats also
supported the gun laws unilaterally around the country.
The fact that the two Mikac children were involved in
the massacre at Port Arthur particularly affected me
because I have two children who are the same age. I
will never forget how I felt for WaIter Mikac and all of
the victims of the Port Arthur massacre.
Today we have seen a monumental backflip on this
issue by the state government. I have heard many
government speakers try to explain this backflip, and no
doubt there will be many more tonight who will try to
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do so. What they do not understand is best summed up
by saying that the Prime Minister, a member of the
same party, is against the Victorian government's
proposals on guns. I believe the Premier of Tasmania is
also against the legislation. They are two colleagues of
the same political persuasion as the government. The
government may not want to listen to the opposition but
it should listen to members of its own political party.
The Prime Minister announced last night that
legislation would be introduced in the federal
Parliament to overrule the legislation introduced by this
state government. I fully support his proposal.
The Tasmanian Premier has pleaded that the legislation
be dropped. He emphasises that this is not a political
issue of the ALP against the government or the
National Party; this is an issue of importance to the
country, and members of the Liberal Party both locally
and across the country are against it.
What intrigued me in reading the articles printed in the
press recently condemning the government's backflip
was an article by John Cain, who is obviously well
known to the house as a former Premier. In the Age of
last Friday, 20 March, he gave a detailed version of
what happened in 1987. He highlighted the deviousness
of the National Party in trying to wriggle its way around
the national legislation. The article states:
On 22 December 1987 all state premiers met the Prime
Minister, Bob Hawke, following the Hoddle Street and Queen
Street shootings. There was general agreement around new
controls. Only Tasmania, sadly, wanted to do nothing. It was
a stand that state was to regret.
In January 1988 the Victorian opposition leader, JeffKennett,
after first supporting government measures, reversed his
stand.

This has a familiar ring to it.
His was a shallow response to a strident gun owners' rdlly
outside Parliament House in January 1988. By March of that
year Queensland Premier, Mike Ahem, too, backed away
from his earlier supportive stand at the Premiers Conference.
Both he and Jeff Kennett were heavied by rural shooter
pressure.
It was to get worse. In March 1988 the Kennett-Ied Liberal

Party and the National Party went so far as to use their upper
house majority to disallow regulations prohibiting the
possession of semiautomatic weapons. These had been used
in both Queen Street and Hoddle Street killings. Their
banning was our initiative, strongly supported by the police
chief, Mick Miller.
It was to many of us astounding and alarming that the Liberal
Party would roll over so easily to a small and strident group in
country areas. They seemed fearful of National Party local
electorate pressure. It made metropolitan Liberals appear both
foolish and impotent. Many of them then, and I suspect now,
shared our views about guns.
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I do not know how metropolitan Liberal Party
members representing metropolitan seats will explain
their backflip to their local constituency, but if Ivanhoe
is an example of how conservative voters in the
metropolitan area feel about this issue, they will have a
very hard time.
According to opinion polls in the Herald Sun people in
the metropolitan area do want the legislation to pass.
The Herald Sun also did us all a favour by releasing its
opinion polls on 20 March showing that up to 66 per
cent of people disagree with what the government is
doing. I notice that the figure is 68 per cent in
Melbourne and 60 per cent in country areas, which
gives no credence to National Party people who say,
'We will survive. This is the issue we want to take up
because this is what our constituency wants'.
According to the papers, it is not. This is another prime
example of how the conservative parties sought to
wriggle their way out of supporting the national gun
legislation.
The opposition's reasoned amendment basically states
that the issue should be taken back to the Australasian
Police Ministers Council, where the national gun laws
first commenced. I see nothing wrong with that, and
again I have not heard one government member explain
why they should not go back there first.
Government members want to jump in first; they are
defmitely trying to undennine the process. There is no
doubt that an election is coming up in Queensland, and
the Queensland National Party wants to jump on the
same bandwagon as the Victorian Liberal Party, in a
step-by-step fashion. The Prime Minister can obviously
see that, and he wants to stop it up front. It is obviously
causing great disharmony within the coalition parties
across the country, and I believe the state government
will lack all credence if it passes this legislation before
it goes back to the Australasian Police Ministers
Council.
I also take up the point about lack of consultation. The
Leader of the Opposition and the honourable member
for Yan Yean have described consultation National
Party style where you have to ring up to book in and
see a National Party member to explain what you want.
Clearly there has been no consultation process in the
electorate of Ivanhoe, but it would be interesting to see
the views that would be expressed if National Party
members brought its consultation process to the
metropolitan area. I believe the response would be a
resounding no right across the metropolitan area, and if
there were an open consultation process in the country
it would also get a no. But the government is not about
consultation; it never has been and it never will be. The
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government tells you what it wants to do and does it.
That is not consultation in anyone's book, and the
government will be brought down by this lack of
consultation.
I support the reasoned amendment and, when the
reasoned amendment fails along party lines, as it no
doubt will, I will oppose the bill. I do so not only
because the issue should go before the Australasian
Police Ministers Council, but more importantly because
I believe all politicians around the country gave a
commitment to the general community that they would
toughen up gun laws. Clearly this commitment is now
being watered down. Another monumental mistake has
been made by this government.
We often say that Australia follows America by about
20 years. I certainly hope we will not follow what we
have seen in America with guns over the past 10 years,
and particularly what happened last night, because that
would be alarming. On behalf of my children or anyone
else's children I say that I do not want us to reach the
stage that America has reached with guns.
Waiter Mikac is correct in saying that any watering
down of gun laws will lead to further erosion of the
national gun laws.
I support the reasoned amendment and condemn the
government for even considering watering down the
gun laws.
Sitting suspended 6.27 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.

Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) - I support the
amendments to the legislation. I am happy to say the
change of heart is timely, but it is too little, too late. I
have listened with interest to the Labor Party's
contributions. It is consistently unreasonable in its
attitude to people who own firearms. I vividly recall the
debate on the legislation in 1996. We should have had a
royal commission into the tragedy that occurred at Port
Arthur to determine the reasons for the tragedies of this
type that occur with frrearms.
The Prime Minister's knee-jerk reaction in banning all
semiautomatic weapons was inappropriate. The states
gave barely a whimper of protest, no doubt because
they are tied to Canberra's financial wheel, and readily
acquiesced. The suggestion that they were threatened
with financial blackmail for non-compliance certainly
has some credibility.
The buyback has been an unmitigated waste of public
money. It is estimated that there are 780 000 banned
firearms in Victoria, yet only about 207 000 have been
handed in. The word 'buyback' is misleading because it
connotes that the government was buying something
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back. How can that be when the government was
confiscating lawfully owned property it never owned?
Will Australia be safer as a result? I think not.
It is interesting to note that successive federal Labor
governments allowed the importation of more than
400 000 SKS and SKK semiautomatic military
weapons from the Chinese anny. They are hardly
desirable weapons to allow into Australia in large
numbers. The ABS figures for 1995-96, including the
Port Arthur statistics, show that the Australian homicide
rate decreased by 4 per cent and that firearms were used
in only 20 per cent of all murders.
I now refer to statements from the keys figures in the
debate. On 11 May 1996 the Prime Minister was
reported as saying:
I don't pretend for a minute that this decision can prevent the
recurrence of tragedies in the future.

Mr Simon Crean, the federal member for Hotham, is
reported as having said:
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They (the government) paid me a miserable $100 for the rifle.
I had paid $155 for it, so that put me $55 behind. Then I paid
S60.76 gun confiscation levy on my tax Medicare, that put me
behind $1 15.76, and then I have to pay $443 for a decent
legal bolt-action rifle to replace the one they confiscated. This
is a total of$558.76 to be where I was with a rifle to own and
use.
This is what Mr Howard and Mr McGrath call fair
compensation.
Is it any wonder that there are rumours of fireanns being
buried and hidden et cetera?
The other angle is that the government pays me $100, then
takes from me $60.76 in the buyback levy and then when I
replace my rifle with a so-called legal one, they take from me
approximately $55 import duty and then they grab another
$71.50 in sales tax on the rifle buyback. Smart aren't they?
Most people agree that some high-powered semiautomatic
and automatic rifles in the hands of an idiot or a madman can
be a very dangerous weapon, but pea rifles and shot guns in
law-abiding hands and used, owned and stored within future
proposed new laws, are not dangerous weapons and should
not be confiscated or destroyed.
I have done no wrong and my rifle was not for sale.

As you rightly point out, there is no direct correlation between
the number of firearms owned and the rate of homicide across
countries.

Mr Daryl Smeaton, who at the time was the Director of
Law Enforcement, is reported as saying on
20 September:
This proposal will never prevent criminals from possessing
fireanns and we never said it would.

What has been the point? What did we achieve through
that wonderful change in the legislation? Weapons of
mass destruction such as military-style centre-fire
firearms have no place in private ownership and no
place in the state. If that element of fireann refonn had
been addressed we would not have seen the contempt
and heartbreak that was generated as a direct
consequence of the buyback of all semiautomatics and
pump-action shotguns, with few exceptions. The
summary of statistics relating to the buyback are
interesting.
I will read a short letter a constituent of mine wrote to
the Hopetoun Courier:
Yesterday I drove to Horsham to hand in my beautiful little
Stirling .22 semiautomatic pea rifle, so as to conform with the
federal government's buy up confiscation plan.
With this rifle I had shot only four rabbits, shot no road signs,
shot no magpies, or shot no humans, yet if I had kept this
legally owned firearm in my possession for three more
months I would be deemed a criminal and subjected to huge
fines and gaol et cetera.

They confiscated it and they destroyed it.
This half-cocked brainstorm Howard idea should never have
been legislated.
It is a mammoth mIstake and the greatest degrading of our
democratic right that this country has ever known.
They crushed my rifle and they crushed me.
Last night I rang the federal member Mr John Forrest and told
him off
I told him that the National or Liberal Party will never get
another vote from me.
I was so wild last night that I couldn't eat my tea lost my rifle.

but I still

Another constituent of mine had a fireann handed on
to him by his late father and had never fired a shot in
his life. The weapon was of significant lightweight
construction and under the new fireann legislation my
constituent had to hand it in. He was given a cheque
for $5000 and watched the firearm crushed - a
terrible waste of taxpayers' money.
The frustration that has been endured by gun owners
has been profound. I have received a couple of
communications from Dr lim Lawson from Brighton,
as have other members, I am sure. Dr Lawson sent out
a summary of the banned ftrearm statistics, and they are
quite interesting. Out of 3 million to 4 million banned
ftreanns in Australia only 631 141 were handed in.
Victorians did not hand in an equivalent of about
260000 banned fireanns. Only one-tenth of 1 per cent
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of all firearms handed in in Victoria were automatic.
Shooters are probably replacing guns they handed in for
more powerful ones.

other than a junior licence under this part until at least
28 days have expired, and this would solve the
problem.

There will be some difficulty for firearm owners from
this day on, irrespective of the concessions that are
before us today. When the legislation was first debated
here I pointed out its unfairness and inadequacy. I am
not a great lover of firearms; I have seen many victims
of firearm misuse and I believe we should have strict
controls. A number of returned servicemen have
complained to me that they had failed to fulfil the
requirements or were having difficulty achieving the
prerequisites of gun ownership and they felt it was very
unfair. I have to agree with them.

Another problem concerns interstate licence-holders
who are temporary visitors. A person who is a holder of
a licence issued in another state or territory which
authorises the possession, carriage or use of a category
A or B longarm or hand gun for the purpose of sport or
target shooting and ordinarily resides in another state or
territory is deemed to be the holder of a corresponding
licence. The problem is that there is some mechanical
deviation from that which means that people either do
not need a licence to shoot under supervision or cannot
obtain one under the Firearms Act. The solution would
be an amendment to allow competition as well as
instruction.

It was promised that the current application forms
would be changed. A backlog of forms of the old type
are still in circulation, and they are a nightmare to fill
out. Any member who has assisted constituents to fill
out these forms would agree with me. They are full of
duplication and further exacerbate the feeling of
disenfranchisement. When are the user-friendly forms
going to be put into circulation?
The issue of comparative costs from state to state needs
to be addressed. Why is Victoria the most expensive
state for fireann fees? The figures released by the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services show that
the fee in South Australia is higher than that in Victoria.
I believe that is incorrect and that those figures are
inflated by 20 per cent.
The Department of Justice has also indicated the
different costs of running the firearm registration
program. Full cost recovery is a desirable element but it
should not be there if the initial set-up cost is not an
annual event. The costs should therefore reduce.
I wholeheartedly endorse a number of improvements in
the bill. The reduction of the 28-day waiting period is
an appropriate measure for existing gun owners. If a
person has more than one gun I cannot see how that
person can possibly indulge in any additional mayhem,
because only one firearm can be used at time. I would
hope there are some measures in place to identify
people with existing licences who become a risk to
society.
One area that has been overlooked is that of the
Victorian Amateur Pistol Association and the 28-day
waiting period for junior licences. The Chief
Commissioner of Police cannot issue licences under
either this part or the new amendments to the 28-day
period. The principal act should be amended to indicate
that the chief commissioner must not issue a licence

I wish to refer to a couple of other issues. I know time
is against us, but I am sure the minister has a copy of
the submission released by the Victorian Amateur
Pistol Association and no doubt these issues can be
addressed at a future time.
The other area I have some concern about is
intervention orders. The current act provides for the
seizure of firearms when an intervention order has been
issued against the firearm licence-holder. There is no
provision for police to seize the shooters licence, which
means the person can still obtain access to firearms by
hiring or borrowing. That matter needs some attention.
It is ironic that in 1996 when Parliament first debated
the right of field and game club members to possess
semiautomatic or pump-action shotguns they were
denied that right, yet we are now revisiting that part of
the legislation, which I happen to agree with. But if you
have handed your firearm in and had it crushed there is
a certain irony in being told that you may be permitted
to buy another one - that is, on the basis that the
federal government will not block importation of such
firearms. If it does that, I foresee a major impact on
target shooting for the Olympic Games in the year
2000.
If a more reasonable attitude had been shown to the
legislation when it was first introduced into this house I
believe that the amendments being dealt with today
would be unnecessary. The review conducted by the
National Party was in some ways unnecessary because
the feeling in the country as to what the problems are
has been quite clear. However, I give the party credit
for having the review and I am sure its members
suffered a fair amount of unpleasantness in the process
because a good deal of anger and animosity is being
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expressed by ordinary country people who feel
railroaded by the changes.
I remember the comment made to me during the same
debate in 1996 when a division was called on it. One of
the coalition members yelled at me that I would not be
forgonen on this issue. I think the people in the bush are
the ones you should reflect on, not me.
I commend the bill to the house. In some ways it will
make things a little easier. It will certainly not water
down firearm legislation, but there is a long way to go
before it comes back to presenting what I would call a
reasonable attitude towards country people who are
responsible and law abiding and not the types of
persons who commit mayhem.
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) - In prefacing my
contribution this evening to the debate on the Firearms
(Amendment) Bill I congratulate the government on at
least allowing the debate to proceed to the point where
a number of speakers on both sides of the house have
been able to make contributions. Apart from issues such
as abortion and euthanasia that come before the house
in legislation from time to time this issue causes more
concern and consternation in the community than just
about anything else. It behoves any government of the
day to ensure that when issues like this arise members
on both sides have full opportunity to make
contributions. I certainly hope all members who wish to
contribute to the debate can do so.
Some parts of this bill make sense, and I will be the
first person to acknowledge that. The reasoned
amendment put forward by the honourable member for
Van Yean reflects this point. Certainly the opposition
does not have a problem with the amendments in the
bill that produce legislation that is entirely consistent
with the national gun laws. As an example, the
reporting provision for firearm dealers would not be
the subject of strenuous objection from this side of the
house. However, I object strenuously, as I am sure the
people in the Mitcham electorate object, to the removal
of the mandatory 28-day cooling-off period when
people acquire second and subsequent firearms.
The opposition is entitled to ask what the government
has learnt in the three and a half months since the
Mitcham by-election. In December last year the
government was badly mauled at the polling booths in
Mitcham because it was out of touch with the
community and had failed to listen to community
concerns about the Auditor-General and Workcover.
We heard that the government was prepared to identify
better ways of communicating and listening to the
community, and even of delivering its message better.
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In March the government has made a colossal political
miscalculation. It is not listening to the community. If
the former member for Mitcham were here today he
would cite this bill as yet another example of bad
government from the members opposite. IfMitcham
represents the end of the beginning for the government,
the Firearms (Amendment) Bill represents the
beginning of the end.
I have tried to understand why the government feels
compelled to introduce the bill. It is like wrestling with
a colunm of smoke. The bill defies logic and good
public policy, and it is grossly offensive legislation to
the people I represent. The bill is sadly lacking in merit
and is being guided by a minister who is lacking in
competence and who is acting on behalf of a
government that is sadly lacking direction and purpose.
I ask myself why these changes are necessary. There is
massive confusion in the government. Although there is
contention as to the way the process started, the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services claimed in
the second-reading speech:
It was always my intention to closely monitor their

implementation ...

One would be hard pressed when reading through the
minister's press releases last year to appreciate that
was his intention or that there were ever any problems
with the firearms legislation. An October 1996 press
release entitled 'Landmark Reforms to Victoria's
Firearms Laws' states:
... Victoria's new fireanns act reflected the landmark
resolutions of the Australasian Police Minister's Council.

The Minister for Police and Emergency Services also
stated in that press release that the bill represented the
concerns of the Victorian government about the
presence of firearms in the community. There was no
mention of a review in October 1996.
A November 1996 press release entitled 'McGrath
Praises Shooters' states that the minister said the gun
debate was not about shooters' rights. It then states:
To this end., gun owners in Victoria have been extremely
cooperative and are to be praised.

There is no mention of a review in November 1996.
An April 1997 news release entitled 'New Gun Laws'
states in part:
Mr McGrath said the new firearm laws delivered on the
government's commitment to the full range of resolutions in
the national firearms agreement and meets community
expectations on firearms controls.
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Again there is no mention of any review. An
August 1997 press release entitled 'Firearm
compensation countdown begins - 30 days to gO!'
states in part:
Victorian shooters are to be congratulated in the way they
have complied with the new laws.

Again there is no mention of any review, and there is
not one hint of dissatisfaction on the public record.
Perhaps the minister harboured a quiet intent all that
time to initiate a review. It is like the intention he
harbours each day when he comes into this place to
demonstrate to people inside and outside Parliament
that he is competent, yet he fails in that task almost
every day.

In my time in this place I have wondered about the
value of the minister to the government. It has dawned
on me that as long as he stays in his position every
other minister looks good - they look like Rhodes
scholars alongside the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services! The minister is not setting
benchmarks in policy review, he is setting floorrnarks!
The review that underpins the bill is no more a proper
and fair review than the recent Port Phillip Prison riot
was a passive demonstration. I will not embarrass the
minister with further references to that issue because he
is copping that most days and is very embarrassed by it.
The review is worthless - it has no value or merit.
Government members claim there was a thorough
review and constantly say that media reports were
inaccurate, as if there were some media conspiracy. Let
us look at what we know about the review. It was
headed by the honourable member for Shepparton. He
was assisted by Mr Paddy O'Sullivan, a staffer with the
Deputy Premier and a National Party member, and
included a member for North Eastern Province in the
other place, the Honourable Jeanette Powell, who is
also a National Party member.
The review received approximately 500 submissions
and met with 200 people at 17 regional centres. In the
vast majority of cases they met by appointment with
National Party members. Coincidentally most of the
centres visited are represented by National Party
members and the recommendations were sent to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who is
also a member ofthe National Party. No-one opposite
has interjected to say those claims are wrong and that
everything is the fault of the media. The facts as I have
put them are not disputed.
The review process was dominated by the National
Party. The honourable member for Berwick was the
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only government member to say that the bill may be
unbalanced, and for his efforts he had the wrath of the
Shooters Party and the chagrin of his coalition
colleagues visited on him. The process smacks of a big
rubber stamp.
I refer honourable members to an article published in
the Weekend AU'uralian of a week ago when a
government source was reported as stating that the
changes were not adequately explained to government
members of Parliament. The article states:
'We were just told they were minor changes to the gun laws
to make them work better,' one government MP said last
week.

It is a massive rubber stamp! I refer honourable
members to comments made earlier this evening by the
honourable member for Shepparton when he said that
in every area the review was advertised in the press,
television and on radio. I was intrigued by that
comment so I asked the parliamentary library to go
through the Sunraysia Daily, which covers a large part
of regional Victoria, to see on how many occasions
there was advertising of some grand review.
The review was not advertised in any ministerial press
statement and the library failed to come up with
anything in the Sunraysia Daily that hinted at a review.
The only comment on guns in that paper occurred on
1 October under the heading 'Hectic amnesty end'. It
referred to 100 illegal guns being handed in to police
stations. The statement of the honourable member for
Shepparton does not add up. It is easier to ask who was
not invited to participate in the review.
The residents of Mitcham had no opportunity to
participate in the review of the firearms legislation. The
honourable member for Shepparton said earlier that
everyone in country areas, whether anti-gun or pro-gun,
had an opportunity to respond. The residents of
Mitcham were never invited to contribute any thoughts
to the review. If the people of Mitcham were not able to
make a contribution to the review it stands to reason
that other metropolitan residents were also denied an
effective opportunity to take part in a review. Anti-gun
organisations were not invited and the Victoria Police
Association was not consulted.
I dare say the Chief Commissioner of Police was not
given the opportunity to make a contribution during the
review. The vast majority of Victorians - the
3.5 million or more who live in the Melbourne
metropolitan area - were not given an opportunity to
contribute to this so-called review. There is more than a
touch of the George Orwells about this: that all
Victorians are equal, but those who live in metropolitan

FIREARMS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Wednesday. 25 March 1998

ASSEMBLY

Melbourne are not quite as equal as those who live in
country areas.
I understand why metropolitan Melburnians were not
given the opportunity. A number of shooters reside in
the metropolitan area. The minister referred to them in
his press release of9 July last year when he indicated
would use an advertising campaign to target firearm
owners in the metropolitan area where there was still an
unacceptably high proportion of guns that had not been
surrendered. Those shooters were not invited because
had the advertisement been placed in the metropolitan
press the overwhelming response would have been to
maintain the current gun laws and not to water them
down in any way, shape or fonn.
The vast majority of Victorians are being done a
disservice by this bill because of the removal of the
28-day mandatory cooling-off period in cases where
people require a second or subsequent firearm. It is up
to those members opposite who agreed with this policy,
both in the coalition's emergency services committee
and in the party room, to fess up to it because their
fingerprints are all over this bill; and the people they
represent are entitled to know about this policy when
we go to the election in a couple of years time.
Another serious disservice caused by the bill relates to
the Deputy Prime Minister, Tim Fischer. Mr Fischer is
not my cup of tea as far as politicians go but he has a
very difficult job. During the gun debate that has raged
across the country over the past two years Mr Fischer
has conducted himself with great courage in tackling
head-on those people who feel most aggrieved by what
the government has done. That contrasts with the Prime
Minister's visits to country areas, which have been few
and far between. That the honourable member for
Shepparton said the Prime Minister went over the top is
really a reflection on the Deputy Prime Minister, who
supported the Prime Minister all the way - and it
effectively puts him into an impossible position.
The 28-day mandatory cooling-off period should
remain because the integrity of Victoria's response to
the Port Arthur massacre and the massacres which
predated it relies upon national gun laws being upheld
in full- not in part, not in the major part, but in full.
The reason for that is human nature. All human beings
are capable of unpredictable behaviour. Each of us is
subjected to a vast variety of circumstances as we go
through life. In some cases Victorians are subjected to
intolerable pressures. One need only look at the sorts of
things that go on in people's lives-divorce, family
separation, unemployment, drug problems, alcoholism,
psychiatric episodes and the death of loved ones - to
understand that people are subject to an enonnous
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range of pressures. A vast proportion of government
services and agencies exist for the very reason that due
to the frailty of human nature people respond in strange
ways.
It follows that a person who is judged suitable to hold a
firearm on day one may not be judged suitable at a
future date to hold a subsequent firearm. At day 15, day
115 or day 1015 the person's circumstances may well
have changed to the point where he or she is judged not
a suitable person. The 28-day mandatory cooling-off
period is an insurance policy for all Victorians. This
will not in every case stop someone unsuitable to hold a
firearm from holding one, but it will act as an insurance
policy. Indeed, it increases the chances of a person's
unsuitability being detected because in some instances
the very fact that people want to acquire a second or
subsequent firearm is in itself a sign. I do not believe
people like lulian Knight or Martin Bryant were born
evil. I do not believe that at all times of their adult lives
they had the capacity or intent to go out and take other
people's lives. Circumstances turned them into people
capable of inflicting enormous harm and tragedy on
others in the community.
It is not only the mass shootings I worry about, it is the
incidence of suicide and domestic violence. I accept
that the maintenance of the Firearms Act as passed by
Parliament last year creates some discomfort and
inconvenience for fanners in particular, but it is an
acceptable price to pay for the rest of us. Given a
chance to submit their thoughts to a review, the vast
majority of people in Mitcham would have come down
on the side of maintaining the gun laws as they existed
before the introduction of this bill. For that reason I
support the opposition's reasoned amendment.
Mr ANDRIGHETTO (Narracan) - I am pleased
to contribute to this debate, especially as I am a
member of the bills committee that has been portrayed
as pro-gun. I assure the house that I am not pro-gun. In
fact, I have never had a shooters licence in my life and
have never owned a gun - nor do I intend ever to own
one. I have other interests that occupy my time and
money. However, I am as concerned as anyone in the
community about the use of firearms and firearm
safety - probably more so because of my previous
career, in which saw first-hand the damage that can be
done by firearms. However, I support reasonable and
responsible gun ownership.

The bill provides some amendments which make the
act workable. Unlike the media hype that we have seen
in the press of late - and you should never let the
facts get in the way of a good story! - the bill does
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nothing but introduce commonsense changes which
will make it work better for all concerned.
Tonight I will speak about two issues with which I have
been involved. My colleagues on this side of the house
have already spoken eloquently about other areas of the
bill; I will concentrate on two. The first issue concerns
theatrical armourers. I mentioned this issue once before
when I raised a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services during the
adjournment debate. I asked the minister to take action,
and he did so at that time. Further representations were
made to me by the theatrical annourers and I followed
up the matter with the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and his committee.
The other issue is the right to apply to the court to be
not prohibited from owning a firearm. In the current act
theatrical annourers are mentioned only briefly and
basically by implication. Schedule 3 of the 1996 act
provides for non-prohibited persons to be exempt from
the requirement to hold a licence under part 2 of the act.
Item lOin schedule 3 refers to any actor or person
perfonning in a work for stage, television or film or in
an historical re~nactment. Column 2 outlines the
circumstances in which that person can work with a
gun, providing it is not prohibited:
When carrying or using the firearm which is incapable of
firing fixed ammunition or which has been rendered
permanently inoperable.

The concern of the theatrical armourers was that the
legislation put them out of business because actors
were not allowed to handle fireanns that could fire
fixed ammunition. They fire blank ammunition in
television series and movies. By virtue of the way
blank ammunition works, firearms that fire blank
ammunition have to be able to fire ordinary
ammunition as well. If you block a firearm so that it
cannot fire ordinary ammunition, it cannot fire blank
ammunition. The provision had a serious effect on
theatrical armourers.
The only other mention of actors or theatrical
armourers in the original act is in section 59(3), which
relates to carrying on the business of dealing in firearms
and related items, which states:
In this act, 'carrying on the business of being a fireanns
dealer' includes, but is not limited to(a)

acquiring, disposing of, hiring, lending or transferring
ownership in any firearms, firearms parts or ammunition.

That makes the comments by the honourable member
for Mitcham quite silly because he was talking about
the 28-day cooling-off period. The existing act enables
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a person to get his or her hands on a gun lawfully.
providing he or she has a licence. by simply walking
into a gun dealer's shop and hiring. leasing, borrowing
or lending a firearm - there was no waiting period.
The notion that the act provides a cooling-off period
before anybody in a rage or a temper can get his or her
hands on a gun is nonsense because a person can
simply walk in and hire one and the 28-day cooling-off
period does not apply. I am sure a lot more will be said
about that section.
The act represented a huge barrier to both theatrical
armourers and actors. The most important thing about
this is that actors are simply that; they are not people
interested in owning or using guns for recreation or for
business other than holding them for very short times,
simply to make a movie or a television series such as
Australia 's Most Wanted or even re~nactments such as
those in the film Gallipoli, where real guns were used
to fire blanks on the set.
If an actor wishes to hold a revolver in, say, Australia '05
Most Wanted. to re~nact for the television series a
crime that has been committed and that firearm can fire
live ammunition the current act requires him or her to
have a full licence for that weapon. Imagine how
difficult it would be for an actor if it were a real rifle.
Actors are not interested in obtaining licences to use
firearms such as revolvers and the like.
The provision also causes other problems because
actors are just ordinary people who have domestic
problems like anyone else. Actors who are prohibited
persons by virtue of an intervention order, for example,
are no longer able to work in their trade as actors. The
bill contains provisions to deal with that problem,
which I will come to later.
The pool of theatrical armourers is very small but they
are well qualified and have wide experience. To my
knowledge, of the four of them, three work exclusively
in television and films and the other works in live
theatre. They have about 20 years experience apiece,
and during that time they have never had an accident
involving the misuse or mishandling of a weapon. Their
track record is excellent, and the bill really goes to
getting them back into work and bringing the motion
picture and television industries back to Victoria, rather
than having them shift out of the state to New South
Wales where the armourers are pennitted to work. This
issue does not go to the agreement of 10 May. It is
totally outside the national firearms agreement reached
by the police ministers.
The bill inserts a new section 92A headed' Permits for
theatrical armourers' that prescribes the conditions that
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will be applicable to theatrical armourers. Firstly, they
must be licensed dealers. That is not a concern because
the four theatrical armourers I spoke about earlier are
all licensed dealers; although they do not deal in
fireanns, they ply their trade as theatrical armourers.
As well as being dealers they must apply in the
appropriate way and manner to the Chief
Commissioner of Police for a special annourers permit.
For the record, I make it absolutely clear that it is the
government's intention that the permit run parallel with
the dealers licence and that at this stage the fee is zero,
because it has not been prescribed - the government
does not consider that to be an issue. The concern is
that the armourers who have been doing a good job
over many years, including providing employment and
creating opportunities for Victoria, can ply their trade.
Earlier I spoke about the proposed amendment to
item 10 of schedule 3, which relates to actors handling
guns while working on the set. The following is
proposed to be substituted for column 2 of item 10:
When carrying or using a fireann which is incapable of firing
cartridge ammunition or which has been rendered
permanently inoperable, or when carrying or using an
operable fireann under the supervision of a licensed firearms
dealer or his or her employee.

I make it absolutely clear for anyone interpreting the
section at a later date, should it be challenged, that it is
to apply to a firearms dealer providing he or she has
the special theatrical armourers permit. It does not
apply to a licensed gun dealer in any suburb of the city.
The section is specifically for the purpose of theatrical
annourers and unless the person has that permit it is
the intention of the government that the person get the
right permit before he or she can take advantage of that
section.
I support the proposed amendment because it finally
clears up the law pertaining to people who work in this
very small, specialist but important field. I certainly
wish John Fox and the rest of them the best ofluck for
the future and I hope that they are employed in this state
for a long time.
The other issue I raise is that of the right of appeal of a
person who is defmed as a prohibited person. A
constituent who came to see me said he was in terrible
trouble. He was an elderly man who had been a very
conscientious gun owner all his life. He had been an
office-bearer of various shooting organisations and still
is the treasurer ofthe Australian Deer Association.
Over many years he had been a supporter and
proponent of tougher licensing provisions for those
wanting to own guns. In particular, as a result of
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constant lobbying, he brought about the need for a
course before people should be granted shooters
licences so that they would have knowledge of
weapons and safety training. That has progressed very
well over the years. He has been a strong supporter of
tougher firearm control, even though he loves his sport,
which he does not engage in all that often these days.
He is in strife, however, for one simple reason.
Although he religiously locked away his firearms and
conscientiously separated the guns and ammunition in
the required manner and also ensured that his licences
and gun registrations were up to date, when his
grandchildren visited him on his property of several
hundred acres they went through one of the sheds
during a treasure hunt and found an old slug gun. It was
one of those slug guns you could buy in toy shops in
Victoria 15 years ago which did not require a permit or
licence. The grandchildren began playing with the
firearm in the paddocks without his knowledge.
Unfortunately the police happened to be driving past to
attend a job up the road and they saw the young
children with the rifle, which not work - it fired slugs
when worked - because it had been buried under
rubbish for many years. When the police asked him
what his story was with the gun he said that he
recognised the gun because it belonged to his son, but
he had not seen it for about 12 years - his son had left
home more than 10 years ago - and he was surprised
it was in the shed. If he had known it was there he
would have got rid of it.
He was charged with possessing an unlicensed firearm
and failing to store the firearm. It is not up to me to
question the police action at the time. I am sure they
acted in good faith to ensure the law was followed, but
this man, who is a law-abiding citizen and who had no
prior convictions involving guns, was required to
appear before the comt. I appeared in court on his
behalf during the case. He insisted on pleading guilty.
He wanted to put his hand up because he said he had
done it.
He found that because the case was proven by virtue of
the guilty plea the court had no discretion to allow him
to retain his firearms because immediately on being
found guilty he was deemed to be a prohibited person
and there was no appeal. Strangely, under the act, if an
intervention order is taken out against a person that
person can appeal to the courts to retain a shooters
licence if the intervention order is not because of
domestic violence or does not involve firearms. If it
involves something totally separate, such as the custody
of children, the court has the discretion to remove the
prohibited status from the person. However, when it
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comes to something as simple as a minor crime such as
the one this man was found guilty of, he was not in a
position to lodge an appeal. That was brought to my
attention and I have been lobbying the minister over
this.

Australasian Police Ministers Council on 10 May 1996.
Indeed, the Labor opposition in Victoria said it would
support any national agreement made at that meeting.
and it now is a matter of history that the Victorian
police minister was a signatory to that agreement.

I am glad to see the bill provides that people who are
found guilty of minor breaches of the act that have
nothing to do with their behaviour or attitude when
using weapons or training people will have the
opportunity to appeal to the court, which can then
decide whether the prohibited person status should
remain.

The national agreement went further than many people
expected, but nevertheless national agreement was
reached. Honourable members will recall that in the
days following the national agreement there were
discussions concerning the crimping of some guns so
that they became two-shot firearms. There were
conflicting ballistics opinions, but I thOUght it seemed
sensible enough, especially as it would save the federal
government money in its buyback scheme. It is a
matter of history that it did not come about because the
Prime Minister flatly ruled it out. The national
agreement proceeded unaltered, despite the relative
merits of crimping.

I am sure honourable members are busting to know
what the magistrate decided in the case I have been
referring to! The magistrate decided that the offence
was so trivial that he gave an unconditional dismissal
under section 76 of the Sentencing Act, which means
no conviction. That is the lowest disposition that can be
handed out by the court. However, the man still could
not appeal to keep his ftreanns.
The bill addresses the problem faced by a person who
commits an indictable offence, especially one that has
been tried summarily - such as shoplifting a Mars
bar - which carries a term of imprisonment. Even
though that offence is totally unrelated to an offence
dealing with firearms, under the current legislation that
person would be required to surrender frreanns and be a
prohibited person for at least 12 months. The bill
addresses that problem. I have great faith in the courts,
and I am sure they will look at the interpretation
intended by Parliament.
Not only can a person apply to no longer be deemed a
prohibited person but he or she can apply to have
conditions put in place. In other words, if the court is
not satisfied that removing the prohibited person status
is totally warranted the court can allow the prohibited
person status to remain, but it can be removed for the
purpose of the person's employment. Ifa person is
employed as an actor he or she can still be deemed a
prohibited person, but if the condition is to carry out his
or her trade a partial removal of the status can be
applied. That is extremely important, and I am pleased
to see it. I have full confidence in the ability of the
courts to carry out this matter and to use discretion in an
appropriate way. I support the bill and oppose the
reasoned amendment.
Mr CAMERON (Bendigo West)- I am pleased to
have the opportunity to make a contribution to the
Fireanns (Amendment) Bill. The bill seeks to amend
the Firearms Act 1996, which was introduced as a
result of the national agreement reached at the

Victoria was the ftrst state to introduce the firearms bill
in line with the new national agreement, and it must be
said that the government rushed the bill through and
ignored opinions on it. The government took the view it
knew best and could afford to cast aside the opinions of
anybody or any organisation. At the time the opposition
said the bill was being rushed through Parliament and
there would be problems; interested groups said the
same. But the government ignored everybody. It did not
care less; it knew best and did not care for the opinions
of others. The original legislation - the Firearms Act
1996 - was bungled. The government was told so, but
it did not care.
It is important to examine this bill in two general ways:
firstly, the contents of the bill; and secondly- and
more importantly - whether the changes in this bill
have been properly brought about. I must say that many
of the amendments in the bill are sensible. But the
proposed changes have not been properly implemented
because, as everybody would have expected, some of
the reforms are outside the national agreement made on
10 May 1996. In the minister's second-reading speech
he proclaims loudly that the new bill contains laws
which conform to the national frrearms agreement. That
is the proclamation made by the minister, but as we
now know that is not the case as some parts of the bill
do not fit within the national agreement.
The minister grossly misled Parliament and in the
Westminster system grossly misleading Parliament is a
serious offence. But the government casts that offence
to one side. By his misleading Parliament, the minister
has unleashed a public argument, particularly pushed
by Mr Waiter Mikac who, sadly, lost his family at the
Port Arthur massacre.
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The minister's statement that the bill confonns to the
national agreement is not true. The minister should
have taken any changes outside the national agreement
to the Australasian Police Ministers Council and sought
its approval. Once obtained, the legislation could have
been introduced. The legislation would then have
proceeded without the argument we see now being
raged in the public arena. The police ministers meeting
should resolve any arguments about changes to the
national agreement, as was always understood
following the initial agreement being entered into.
In Australia various pieces of legislation have been the
result of ministerial meetings. Perhaps one of the most
successful in the past has been the companies code,
which is the legislation that applied to companies
before the federal Corporations Law. The companies
code was template legislation and the outcome was
decided by the ministers at a national meeting. In that
forum all ministers agreed to be bound by the decisions
of that meeting regardless of whether they agreed with
the decisions. Such agreements are a new part of
federalism. This national agreement, not necessarily
template legislation, was formed at the level of the
police ministers meeting. Then every state was bound
by the national agreement.
Now the minister pretends in this place that the
agreement applies. He comes into the chamber and
makes statements which are flagrantly false, the result
of which is the enormous argument now raging in the
public at the moment.
The ACfING SPEAKER (Mr Perton) - Order! I
ask the honourable member to temper his language.
'Flagrantly' comes close to 'deliberately', which is
unparliamentary. Ifhe proceeds, I would have to rule
him out of order.
Mr CAMERON - I defer to your wise counsel,
Mr Acting Speaker. Because the government has not
followed the procedure that everybody expected,
Mr Mikac has been able to campaign hard and the
Liberal-National parties coalition Prime Minister has
backed him all the way. Recently we have seen an ego
tussle between the federal and state governments
personified by the Prime Minister and the Premier. That
battle is designed simply to out-tussle each other. One
would expect both parties would act better considering
they are from the same political party. However, the
internal Liberal-National parties struggle has
degenerated into a farce. Both men may seek to
outscore each other, but their conduct on both counts is
regarded by the public as poor.
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The Premiers conference last Friday saw an extension
of the tussle or farce when the premiers, including the
Premier of Victoria, walked out over the health issue.
Nobody believes that the Victorian Premier would
walk out over that issue, given the enormous cuts he
has inflicted on health services and hospitals,
panicularly in country Victoria, and the fact that the
government plans to knock another 1.5 per cent off the
health budget in the coming financial year.
The upshot of this political one-upmanship between the
Prime Minister and the Premier has resulted in a ban on
imponing category C fIreanns as from yesterday. To up
the stakes in the personal one-upmanship stakes, the
Prime Minister says there may even be more
restrictions. The feud must stop and calm must prevail.
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services should
ensure that the changes regarded as being outside the
national fireanns agreement come within the
agreement. He should take it to the police ministers
meetings and argue for change. A competent minister,
were he forceful and persuasive, no doubt would be
able to do that, but it appears that the minister realises
his own limitations and has decided not to so act.
Instead we end up with a Howard-Kennett personal rift
which has nothing to do with fireanns but everything to
do with their own internal one-upmanship battles.
If the government were serious it would overcome the
associated problems and seek discussions with people
concerning the national agreement. It would hold
discussions about the best way to improve the
administration of the scheme. I suspect the government
does not want to openly discuss the administration of
the scheme because of the hefty charges it has placed
on the scheme. The government has passed legislation
in which it increased shooters licence fees. A
category A licence fee increased from $15 to $27 and
the category B licence fee, from $15 to $32. With the
exception of South Australia, Victoria is now the
highest-slugging state when it comes to shooters licence
fees.
When I was recently due to renew my shooters licence I
received a notice setting out the fees payable. I paid the
fees because as a member of this house I appreciate that
if you intend to live in Victoria you must pay through
the nose. All honourable members know that in
Victoria you have to pay through the nose all the way!
Mr McArthur interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perton)- Order!
The honourable member for Monbulk will not use the
honourable member's fIrst name.
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Mr CAMERON - If the honourable member for
Monbulk had been in the chamber earlier he would
understand that the minister was caught out. In his
second-reading speech the minister grossly
misrepresented the facts when he claimed in
unequivocal terms that the legislation conformed to the
national firearms agreement. He should ensure the
legislation conforms to the national agreement by
raising it at the Australian police ministers meeting.
When the Firearms Act was amended in 1996 the
government said the cost of the new scheme would be
$3 million. The government is now collecting
$9 million in shooter licence fees. One must ask
whether the government has used the national
agreement to introduce legislation and the regulations
to make a profit for itself. Maybe it has to make a
profit where it can because it is about to let Crown
Casino off on an $18 million fme for breaching its
agreement. The government may also need some of
that money, because the Premier will pick up an extra
retirement benefit of $250 000 a year when he retires
shortly after the Minister for Education moves in on
him.
The government talks about helping shooters, although
I doubt many shooters believe it. I refer to the Bendigo
Field and Game Club, which has found it is
inadvertently in the fallout area of the Wellsford rifle
range. We hope the rifle range will be used during the
Commonwealth Games in 2006. However, the rifle
range being where it is, the Bendigo Field and Game
Club finds itself in an awkward position.

Mr McArthur interjected ..
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perton) - Order! I
ask the honourable member for Monbulk not to
interject. His interjections may occasionally lift the
spirits of the house, but I ask him not to use members'
first names.
Mr CAMERON - The matter has been around for
a long time. The club is in this situation because the
Department of Natural Resources and Environment
overlooked the possibility that it may be in the fallout
area. Everybody accepted it was a simple error on the
department's part; nevertheless, they agreed the matter
had to be addressed.
When discussions between the department and the club
finally took place the government equivocated as soon
as there was a quote for the relocation of the club
building. It has gone cold on the idea, despite wanting
us to believe that it is rushing out to help the club at
every opportunity. That is far from the truth, despite
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the club going about its business properly. A former
ammunition dump of some 1600 acres will soon
become available, part of which is an appropriate site
for the club. I urge the government to stop its
dillydallying and have meaningful discussions with the
club so the relocation can take place.
I urge the minister to keep to the meaning of what he
said in the second-reading speech and ensure that the
bill conforms to the national firearms agreement. He
should go to the police ministers meeting, and ifhe is a
competent minister he will raise the changes to the
legislation.
Mr McLELLAN (Frankston East)- I will pick up
on a number of the points put by opposition members.
In doing so I will stick to the bill, which will be
refreshing because opposition members have not.
Firstly, I will put a few credentials on the table because
I am probably the only person in this place who has
them. I have been a member of the Victorian Amateur
Pistol Association for many years, I am a qualified
range officer and I am qualified to adjudicate at the
national level and up to the Commonwealth Games
level. I have been a member of the Australian Clay
Target Association. The honourable member for Glen
Waverley and I are the only returned servicemen in this
place.
The moment opposition members come into this place
they become experts. Thank goodness they can read,
because if they could not they would know nothing.
They have never experienced anything in their lives.
Two groups of people are affected: the Australian Clay
Target Association and the field and game
organisations. The clay target association and the field
and game organisations use different ends of the rifle
range, which is stupid. We did not get it right in the
first place because at present one group of club
members cannot shoot with other club members in the
same event with the same firearms. The
second-reading speech addresses that point and states:
Therefore, as a matter of equity, the bill extends the same
rights to use semiautomatic shotguns for clay target shooting
to members of field and game as are currently granted to
ACTA.

They should never have been omitted in the first place.
The 28-day cooling-off period has been spoken about.
Nowhere in the bill or the second-reading speech does
it say that the Chief Commissioner of Police shall grant
a shorter period. It says he may grant it; it does not say
'shall', 'will' or . must'. The chief commissioner has
the opportunity to shorten the period in special
circumstances.
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As the honourable member for Mildura said, a gun
owner can fire only one firearm at a time. I own many
guns. I handed in six or seven during the buyback
period because I wanted to comply with the law, but I
still have several others. I can use only one at a time.
What does it matter if one has to wait 28 days the first
time around? On the other hand, having to again go
through the probity and police checks that are designed
to see whether one is a fit and proper person to be
granted a firearm is nonsense. What does it matter
whether the waiting period is 21, 28 or 39 days for a
licence for a subsequent gun? If the chief commissioner
so chooses he may shorten the period under certain
circumstances. On 19 November 1996 the minister is
reported as saying:
We will have to revisit the legislation some time in the next
12 or 18 months, because anomalies will arise. But, as I said,
it was important that the bill be passed in the spring session to
accommodate the resolutions.

He clearly announced that he would be revisiting the
legislation; it is all there in black and white. The bound
volume is here and if someone wants to read it they
can do so.
I refer to the provisions for juniors. When the original
legislation was passed in November 1996 the
government precluded shooting sports from
developing. On several occasions I have taken scouts,
school groups and groups connected with my young
handicapped daughter onto the range and taught them
what firearms are all about and how to handle them
safely. They have been allowed to have a few shots to
show them what a tirearm does. I would sooner see a
young child taught how dangerous a firearm is, what
should be done with it and how to handle it safely than
see him or her go into a shed somewhere, pick up one
that has not been handed in by somebody who does not
comply with the law, wonder what the hell it is, and
shoot somebody. Children are curious, and there is no
doubt this will happen some time. It is one of my major
concerns.
When Lex Newgreen was the Registrar of Firearms in
Victoria he looked into the matter and he found that
only 42 per cent of all the semiautomatic firearms
imported into the state a decade before registration in
1988 have ever been registered or handed in, so leaving
58 per cent still in the community.
SKSs which are made in China are the most useless,
inaccurate firearms that God ever gave existence to. I
do not know how people use them. I would stand and
look at one over 50 yards. Some 300 ()()() were made
and fewer than 14 have been handed in. Where are the
rest of them? They are buried in backyards, in garages,
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under houses, in roofs, in barns or sheds by the people
who never have complied and never will comply with
the law. That is the bottom line.
I said that when the bill was being debated. I know
what the Prime Minister was trying to do and I know
the intent and spirit of the original legislation, but it has
not been achieved and never will be achieved. It is as
simple as that.
Returning to the question of juniors, I had the privilege
in 1988 of becoming a firearms safety instructor under
the fonner Labor government. Most governments
appoint people who are in the game and know what
they are talking about to instruct and examine people
applying to own or use firearms, and I was one of the
frrst on the peninsula to be appointed. I have licensed
hundreds of people for shooters licences and to own
firearms, and have knocked back many also. If a person
misses the compulsory questions, he or she is out. No
discretion is applied. The principles were clearly laid
down, and though I considered them to be flawed to
some extent they were all we had and people were
educated according to those principles.
Most of the people who came through the process were
very good. You only had to look at the answers to the
frrst five questions to find out if somebody had not
bothered to learn or even read the material on the safe
use and handling of frrearms, much less take any
instruction. Not too many people in this house have the
credentials to speak about what has happened in
Victoria over many years. When the original legislation
was debated, the shooting sports associations said that
juniors had been precluded from it. If they had to have a
permit they could not be taken out onto the range. I
took my son out at the age of 12 and showed him which
end of the gun was which, how it operated, and how to
use it safely. He stood on the pistol range at 50 metres,
scored 164 out of 200 and said, 'What's it all about?'.
He has never been back since. He could outshoot me,
the little stinker, but he has never been back! I took him
to the shotgun range. He stood under the tower, said
'Pull' and blew two of them away. He has never picked
up a shotgun since. Thank God for that, because he
disgraced me.
Some people take to shooting naturall y while others do
not. Some people in the community are opposed to
firearms and others are not. One thing is for sure:
whether your name is Ted Drane or John Crook, a
zealot is a zealot is a zealot! Whether you are for or
against something, you cannot compromise or argue
with or get any sense out of a zealot. Let us get the
zealots out of the debate and start talking about what
the bill will achieve. It will achieve equity for the field
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and game people who are shooting at the same event as
the Australian clay target shooting people but are
precluded by the current legislation.
The Leader of the Opposition and other honourable
members said that suddenly 1500 more people will own
semiautomatic shotguns. The Victorian field and game
figures prior to the buyback scheme being implemented
show that only 10 per cent of the 1500 shooters fire
semiautomatic shotguns; the remainder use
over-and-under guns.l have heard them described on
many occasions tonight, but always as under-and-over.
It is the other way around: you fire the top barrel first.
That shows the ignorance of most of those who have
spoken in the debate. I would be surprised if any
honourable member who has spoken tonight has ever
used one. I spoke with Graham Eames, the
vice-president of the Victorian Field and Game
Association. who said that of the 1500 s<Kalled clay
target shooters only approximately 600 shoot regularly
and only about 10 per cent use self-loading shotguns.
They are only allowed to load two rounds and are
strictly limited to using those guns on the range for the
purpose allowed by the pennit. They cannot go duck
shooting or rabbit hunting because if they do and are
caught they lose their gun and any other firearm owned
by them.
Let us be clear what the proposed amendment will
achieve. As the Premier has said, it will perhaps put
back into the community 100 frreanns of the kind we
all believe have been banned. They are prohibited
weapons unless people shoot those two events and they
can be used only on ranges approved by the Chief
Commissioner of Police, regardless of which state you
are in. They are strictly controlled and the claim we
have listened to today about thousands of prohibited
fireanns coming back into the community is sheer
nonsense. I do not care that self-loading military-type
fireanns such as SKSs are prohibited; nobody in the
country would have complained when they were taken
away because there is little need for anybody to own
them. As I said before, they are inaccurate, not worth
having and might make a good tent peg.
I turn now to one of my pet hates - I have spoken to
the minister about tent pegs on many occasions. I have
been a pistol collector for many years. Under the
current legislation I had to either put trigger locks on
every frrearm I owned or they to weld them all up. I
have friends who own firearms worth up to $4000 or
$5000 each. They are beautiful pieces of work - if
they can be so described. Having to weld them up and
make tent pegs out of them is ludicrous. I am glad this
matter has been addressed. Most of those people have
safes, storage facilities and alarm systems and they are
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jealous of their possessions because they are worth a lot
of money. Some collectors have collections worth more
than $100 000. I am pleased that the matter has been
addressed because under the original legislation you
could not sell these guns. Nobody would want a
welded-up firearm - it is useless.
People talk about the Julian Knights, Martin Bryants
and others. It is tragic that 5 people out of 4 million
people in this country have committed terrible offences.
We should not all be judged by those five people.
When those sorts of things happen you have to protect
the interests of the majority of the community and
unfortunately many people suffer as a result.
The changes are sensible. They are required and they
will go a long way to addressing the anomalies in the
original act that should never have existed in the first
place. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms DAVIES (Gippsland West) - I rise to support
the government's Fireanns (Amendment) Bill. I was
not a member of Parliament during the original debate
on the legislation; I was a mother and a teacher. I had to
watch the anger rip through my community at what was
seen as another example of the state and federal
governments ignoring the views, working patterns and
lives of those in rural areas as yet another set oflaws
was imposed on them from above.
That anger resulted in the infiltration of what I would
describe as very extremist views into my community. I
saw the infiltration of the language of the American
gun lobby and people using rubbish phrases such as
'the right to bear anns' and 'the need to defend our
women against rape and pillage from the north'. I used
to use that language in clear thinking exercises. That
whole period was a dreadful time.
I reject that language and the ideas of the extremists,
and all honourable members should do likewise. The
pain and outrage felt at that time was fairly similar in
intensity to the outrage that was also obvious when the
government attempted to close down schools, sacked
the councils, mooted its failed industrial laws, nobbled
the Auditor-General and reduced Workcover rights. It
is a pity that the same kinds of consultation and
amendments have not happened in those areas, albeit
belatedly, as have now taken place in respect of this
legislation.
The majority of people in my electorate support strict
gun laws. I support strict gun laws. However, many
people in my electorate use guns as a normal part of
their lives. They need them to shoot injured stock and
feral animals. Many people in my electorate are also
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members of sporting clubs, and members of sporting
clubs generally support very strict gun controls. These
people are not stupid, and they are not rednecks or
criminals. The views of these people were pushed aside
in the Prime Minister's rush to prove what a strong
leader he was.
Coalition government members, particularly members
of the National Party, must share responsibility for that
neglect of people's interests. However- surprise,
surprise! - there has now been some belated
consultation and the proposed changes do go some way
towards meeting the concerns of many rural people.
Mistakes are more likely to be made when laws are
rushed through in an environment of heated debate and
conflict. What happened with the legislation is yet
another example of why governments should not rush
legislation.
I support the changes in the legislation that reduce the
bureaucratic complications imposed on people who
must deal with the laws. I have reservations concerning
the section of the legislation that offers a possible
reduction in the waiting period for acquiring a second
and subsequent firearm. I would have preferred that to
remain. There would have been less community angst if
it had remained because that is the main area of the bill
that conflicts with the national firearms agreement.
If it were necessary for it to be changed I would have
preferred the South Australian or Queensland wording,
which specifically refers to special circumstances,
rather than the very open wording in the bill, which
puts it all back in the lap of the Chief Commissioner of
Police.
On the whole the proposed amendments can and will

have positive benefits for the people who are most
affected by the legislation without offering a significant
possibility of harm to other people.
I support the part of the legislation concerning the rights
of members of the Victorian Field and Game
Association to participate in clay target shooting events.
That commonsense change makes the situation more
just and even handed. I support the parts of the
legislation that encourage shooters to be involved in
group sporting events such as clay target shooting. Club
members get to know each other. They are in a position
to understand what is nonnal behaviour among club
members and can keep an eye out for untypical
behaviour.
The gun clubs in my electorate are led by people whom
I regard as highly responsible and valued members of
our community. The leaders of gun clubs are in a much
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better position to exert a positive influence on the
behaviour of a whole range of shooters than any
legislation that is imposed from above.
I support the aspect of the legislation that recognises
that primary producers may need to shoot on properties
other than their own with the pennission of the
appropriate landowners. That seems to be
commonsense because feral animals do not respect
fence lines. Not everybody owns a gun and farmers
who do not have guns may need to have other people
come onto their properties to deal with injured stock or
feral animals. They need to be allowed to do that
legally.
I also support the easing of restrictions on juniors.
Shooting is an Olympic sport and young people I know
who have been involved in shooting events have
achieved a sense of recognition and an opportunity to
excel through their involvement, which has been good
for them as individuals. Kids on farms also use guns
and need to be able to learn to use them responsibly,
under supervision and in the proper place.
Kids are also curious; they want to try out guns. My
kids have tried shooting, as have I. I would prefer for
that curiosity to be able to be satisfied legally because
that is much more likely to give them a respectful
attitude to the law. I would encourage the development
in all children of a respectful attitude to the law rather
than their being given too many opportunities to flout
unenforceable legislation.
I also support the extension of the rights of people to
apply for licences on the grounds that they will be
hunting pest animals on Crown land. Pest animals do
enormous damage to the bush and to native animals and
if people who enjoy hunting can also improve the
quality of the bush I regard that as an all-round benefit.
As a general principle, which I have expressed before,
governments should hasten slowly when making
radical changes. Ignoring community views when
changing the law sets governments up for failure.
Proper consultation combined with a willingness to
wait, be patient, listen and make compromises increases
the chances that the changes will be accepted as
legitimate. In a democracy, decisions and laws that the
people accept as legitimate are more likely than not to
be obeyed willingly. Victorians do not live in a police
state, nor do they want to.
These somewhat belated amendments will help more of
our citizens see the restrictions on the use of firearms as
legitimate and as measures they should abide by. That
is a benefit to the whole community, and that is why I
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support the bill. This example of the value of
community consultation should convince the
government to consult on and amend many of its other
proposed radical alterations to Victoria's way of life.

Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown)-Almost two
years ago the Australian community spoke with a loud
and clear voice on the need for greater firearm safety
following the Port Arthur massacre. It is sadly and
bitterly ironic that on the very day on which the
government is seeking to break the national agreement
that flowed from the national consensus reached after
Port Arthur and make more guns available in the
community, we hear tragic news from America of guns
again being abused to kill young children, to wreak
terror in a school and leave the community of
10nesboro pennanently scarred. It is sad that irony such
as that is a fact of life. Australians will offer their
sympathy to the American community, just as people
all around the world offered their sympathy to
Australians following the Port Arthur massacre.
Following that shameful day for Australia, many
individuals spoke out loud and clear. Following the
national grief the community - the nation - came
together in consensus. That led to a national
framework of agreed principles that defined how
firearms should be treated, owned and used not only in
the Victorian community but in communities around
Australia.
The death of 35 people in Port Arthur and the grieving
that followed resulted in what most Australians thought
at the time was an acceptable outcome. It showed that
there were times when politics could be set aside; it
showed that 10hn Howard and Kim Beazley could
provide strong national leadership; and it showed that
when the chips were down Australians could come
together for the common benefit.
All that is about to be undennined. The bill and the
motives behind it - to allow people to gain guns more
quickly and more easily and to make more guns
available in our community - will undermine the
national leadership and the national consensus and
begin to undermine the drawing-together process that
has taken place over the past two years.
I stand side by side with a community that wants to
make society safer; I stand side by side with those who
want to make their homes safer; and I stand side by side
with those who want to make our streets safer. The bill
comprehensively undermines all that. The Kennett
government wants to start winding back the clock so
we can return to the bad old days. The bill will make
more guns available and will allow more gun owners to
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obtain more guns more quickly. Most importantly, the
bill will break down the national firearms agreement.
Victoria is already awash with guns. Even at the end of
the successful buyback scheme in March 1998 - that
is, this week - there are approximately 708 000
registered firearms in the community. Members must
bear in mind that there are about 3.5 million adults in
Victoria, so on average every fifth person in Victoria
owns a firearm. Look up in the public gallery tonight
and imagine every fifth person sitting there owning a
registered firearm. That means there are a lot of
firearms in the community. Along with members of the
wider community I am concerned that the bill will
undermine the national consensus and increase gun
ownership.
Both the rate of gun ownership and the quantity of guns
are still far too high. Had it not been for the buyback,
they would have been even greater. In all, the buyback
removed 225 000 firearms from the Victorian
community. Prior to the buyback there were more than
880000 registered firearms in the state. During the
buyback 162 000 registered but subsequently prohibited
fireanns were destroyed, along with 18 000
non-prohibited firearms, which leaves the current total
of 708 000. However, the real success of the buyback
scheme was that some 45000 non-registered firearms
were also surrendered. That is not to say all illegal
fireanns have been surrendered, but Victoria is a better
place as a result of that buyback of non-registered and
recently prohibited firearms.
It is important to put some facts on the record. I seek
leave to have incorporated in Hansard two tables, one
measuring the geographic distribution of firearms in
Victoria and the other measuring the frequency of gun
ownership. I also seek leave to have incorporated in
Hansard two figures that show the distribution of
registered firearms within metropolitan Melbourne and
country Victoria.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
understands that the honourable member for
Thornastown has shown both documents to the
Speaker, who has approved their incorporation. They
have also been shown to Hansard for approval of their
technical suitability, and that has been given. Is leave
granted?

Mr W. D. McGrath of the documents?

Can I ask about the source

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I understand
the minister should have a copy of the documents, on
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the bottom of which the source is listed - the Victoria
Police Firearms Act implementation project.

these documents. If the source is the police. I grant
leave.

Mr W. D. McGrath - Earlier the honourable
member for Yan Yean said that 1 had denied access to

Leave granted; tables 1 and 2 and figures 1 and 2 as
follows:
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Table 1 -

Geographic Distribution of Firearms in Victoria
Police District
A

8
C
D
E

F
G

H
I
J
K
L

M
N
0
p

Q
TOTAL

Table 2 -
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Approximate percentage of
Firearms
5.9%
0.7%
3.3%
4.6%
4.7%
5.7%
6.3%
5.3%
5.7%
5.6%
4.4%
5.6%
8.9%
4.3%
1.8%
8.3%
8.8%
100%

Approximate number of
firearms
41842
5 180
23664
32790
33 190
40359
44 362
37211
40238
39970
31420
39524
62873
30528
83726
58976
62148
708000

Number of Firearms per Licence Holder

Number of Registered
Firearms
0
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16-20
21-50
51-100
101-500
501-1000
1001-8000
TOTAL

Number of Licensed Persons,
Organisations and Dealers
61343
54926
40685
25863
15987
9648
5977
3807
2507
1696
1179
817
585
510
306
267
783
816
133
81
13
6
227 935

Source: Victoria Police. Firearms Act Implementation Project

Percentage of Licensed Persons,
Organisations and Dealers
26.9%
24.1%
17.8%
11.3%
7.0%
4.2%
2.6%
1.7%
1.1%
0.7%
0.5%
0.4%
0.3%
0.2%
0.1%
0.1%
0.3%
0.4%
0.1%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
100%

I
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Number of Registered Firearms by PoUce District

Figure 1
District
A
B
C
D

E
F

f--

G
H
I
J
K
L
M

N
0
p

Q

Registered

41842
5180
23664
32790
33 190
40359
44362
37211
40238
39970
31420
39524
62873
30528
83726
58976
62148
Num bel 0' Re g is I e led Flie aim s

Figure 2

m

50

o 00

10 83 800

E2I

40

o 00

10 5 0 000

§

30 000 to 40 000

D

51001030000

rlJrtt~

Source: Victoria Police, Firearms Act Implementation Project
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Mr BATCHELOR- I thank the government for
its indulgence in allowing the official police figures to
be incorporated in Hansard. It should not be a set
arrangement that police figures are prohibited from
being available. They are now available and the
opposition is pleased that is the case.
I consider the bill to be a breaking down of national
consensus. It as an occasion on which because of
events that happened today in America one recalls all
the tragic events that took place at Port Arthur on
28 April 1996. It is of concern to me that the
government should choose to proceed with this
legislation today in stark defiance of the wishes of the
Prime Minister and the federal Leader of the
Opposition. The government should be doing the
decent thing today and withdrawing the legislation.
The government should do that for the reasons I have
mentioned, for the future of Victoria and for the future
of our children. In particular the government should
withdraw the legislation in memory ofWinifred Aplin,
Wally Bennett, Nicole Burgess, Chung Soo Leng, Elva
Gaylard, Zoe Hall, Elizabeth Howard, Mary Howard,
Mervyn Howard, Ron Jary, Tony Kistan, Dennis Lever,
Sarah Loughton, David Martin, Sally Martin, Pauline
Masters, Alannah Mikac, Madeline Mikac, Nanette
Mikac, Andrew Mills, Peter Nash, Gwen Neander, Ng
Moh Yee, Antony Nightingale, Mary Nixon, Glenn
Pears, Jim Pollard, Janette Quin, HeJene Salzmann,
Robert Salzmann, Kate Scott, Kevin Sharp, Ray Sharp,
Royce Thompson, and Jason Winter- the people who
died as a result of the Port Arthur massacre. The
government should offer to withdraw the bill in
memory of those people.
It is significant that the Premier is in the chamber when
I make that appeal in memory of the people who lost
their lives at Port Arthur. The government should
withdraw the bill, which should not go to a vote either
tonight or tomorrow. The government should consider
the facts overnight and when we come back tomorrow
morning do the decent thing and withdraw the bill.
Failure to do that will leave the government condemned
and reflect badly on all members of Parliament. It is for
that reason that I join the debate.

In conclusion I will refer to a newspaper article of
1 May 1996 that describes in human terms the people
who were killed. Tonight there has been mention of the
fact that national consensus is being undermined and
weakened. We have forgotten that the consensus arose
out of a very tragic set of circumstances that involved
real people. An article published in the Age of 1 May
1996 states:
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They came from all walks of life.

Mr Raymond Sharp and his brother Kevin, and Mr Wally
Bennett of Kilmore, were all killed in Sunday's massacre.
They had gone to Tasmania to celebrate a family member's
birthday last Thursday.
Ms Zoe Hall, 28, was the darling of the Sydney law firm
Minter Ellison, where she worked as a solicitor.
She had flown to Hobart on Friday for a three-day break with
another young solicitor, Mr Glen Pears. The pair took a day
trip to Port Arthur on Sunday, where the gunman shot dead
Ms Pears as she sat in a car at the service station.
Mr Pears, was forced into the boot of the BMW the killer was
driving, and taken hostage. He died later at the Seascape
guesthouse.
Ms Elva Gaylard, 48, had spent 30 years working as a nurse
at Geelong Hospital, most recently with the mothers and

babies in the post-natal ward. She was on an eight-day tour of
Tasmania when the gunman's bullet cut her down.

Mr Dennis Lever, who was in his 50s, and Mr Ron Jary, 71,
left Red Cliffs with their wives in a Kombi van for a tour of
Tasmania last week.
The pair were considered elder statesmen in the small
community where Mr Lever ran the town's jewellery shop,
and Mr Jary was a retired horticulturist.
The two men died in Port Arthur's Broad Arrow Cafe, but
only after they had saved their wives' lives by pushing them
to safety under a table.

The article goes on to detail similar events.
The government owes it to those people and to the
community to do the right thing and withdraw the bill.
lfthe government is not prepared to do the right thing
the community will remember that and will do the
wrong thing by it. The government will suffer if it
pushes ahead with this bill. Rather than reap a political
gain by default the opposition would prefer to have the
government take the leadership that has been shown at
the national level. It should withdraw the bill and have
the house deal with more important issues instead of
trying to undermine the national consensus on firearms
in Australia.

Mn McGILL (Oakleigh) - I welcome the
opportunity - although I am somewhat aggrieved at
the limited time I have - to make a contribution on the
Firearms (Amendment) Bill. I trust in the time left
tonight, and hopefully when I resume tomorrow
morning, I can cover three points and contribute to the
debate with a degree of commonsense.
At the outset I want to declare that I am not now and
never have been a gun lover. Apart from tagging along
on a few rabbiting trips as a teenager with a group of
friends I have never been directly involved nor have I
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ever used a firearm. The nearest experience I have had
has been using a laser gun at an amusement centre. I
could not have been more horrified than when I was
watching the news and reading the newspaper reports
about the Port Arthur massacre. I found it sickening,
and it will no doubt leave an indelible imprint on all
our minds.
The three points I wish to cover in the debate relate,
firstly, to the strong Victorian position. I draw attention
to the fact that throughout Australia Victoria is well
recognised as the state with the strongest and most
enviable position on firearm legislation.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUfY SPEAKER - Order! Under
sessional orders the time for the adjournment of the
house has now arrived.

Werribee: toxic waste dump

r:w

Ms GILLETT
erribee) - I ask the Minister for
Agriculture and Resources to indicate whether he will
support the Werribee South primary producers in
opposing the appalling proposal of CSR Ltd to put a
toxic dump in Werribee. I assume the minister is aware
that the Werribee South agricultural precinct supplies
McDonalds Family Restaurants with a significant
number of lettuces similar to the lettuce I gave to the
minister yesterday. The minister will also be aware of
the booming export trade in the vegetables produced
by the agricultural precinct.
I have a media release issued today on behalf of
McDonalds Australia indicating its awareness of the
toxic dump proposal for Werribee and that it is
currently examining the impact of the proposal on its
lettuce supply.
Equally worrying is the correspondence pertaining to
another Werribee South producer who today received a
letter from his export company stating that his onions
arrived in Taiwan yesterday. The exporter states:
The quality was excellent and they wish to reorder as many as
you have available and as soon as possible.
However, our clients in Taiwan and Japan in particular, which
require onions, broccoli and other products from Werribee,
are extremely health and environmentally conscious. Any
thought of toxic substances in the produce they are
purchasing would immediately cease sales. In other words, if
the toxic waste site is to proceed at Werribee as proposed, our
clients would no longer order any product from Werribee or
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nearby areas. The perception alone is all it takes to stop the
marketplace from buying.

The correspondence has come directly to one of the
Werribee South primary producers. and I ask the
minister to make a statement about his commitment to
opposing such an outrageous development in one of
the most important agricultural export precincts in
Melbourne.

Prahran: early intervention services
Ms BURKE (Prahran) - I raise for the attention of
the Minister for Youth and Community Services a
matter regarding early intervention services in the
electorate ofPrahran. Those who have been involved in
early intervention services will recognise the success
they have had. There are three main groups in my
electorate doing some tremendous work in that area.
The frrst one is the Noah's Ark Toy Library in
Windsor, which has been working with children with
developmentally delayed speech and other disabilities.
It has been a tremendous asset to the community not
only in Prahran but throughout Victoria. The library
has toys that advance children's abilities and brain
skills and give them a much more pleasant way of
learning and developing skills than they previously
had.
The second is the Spastic Society of Victoria, which is
well known to everyone in this house. The society's
work has had a tremendous effect on people with
disabilities, not only in the early stages but also later in
their lives.
The third is the organisation called SPEECH in East
St Kilda, which again deals with early intervention. I
bring these matters to the attention of the minister
because the organisations are all doing extremely good
work in assisting the development of children,
particularly those with speech impediments or problems
and other disabilities, and they need ongoing support.
Although the government is helping them in other
areas, I am concerned about the costs of those services
and the fact they have to be upgraded continually
because of the changes in technology. Nevertheless,
those changes are improving the quality of life of the
children and their families.
I seek ongoing support for the agencies. Although
many people think only some things are important, I
wish to support the broader aspects of my community
as well. The early intervention agencies are important
to me and to the families they serve. In particular, they
are important to children with delayed speech
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development and other disabilities. I ask the minister to
continue working with the agencies to develop a better
way of life not only for the children but also for the
families they are working within.

Banks: closures
Ms KOSKY (Altona) - I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Fair Trading. In the past
two months the National Australia Bank and the
Commonwealth Bank have closed branches in
Laverton and Altona Meadows, both of which are in
my electorate. They were the only two branches that
serviced those communities. The Altona Meadows
community is a growth area that large numbers of
families are continually moving into. It also houses two
RAAF bases - the Point Cook base and the Williams
base.
The closure of the branches means the members of
those communities have to travel either to Werribee or
to the Altona Pier Street shopping centre, which is 10
to 15 minutes away by car but a couple of bus trips
away if they have to use public transport. That has had
a major impact on the traders in the area, who are now
having to hold larger amounts of cash than before, and
on local residents. In particular, it has placed
extraordinary pressure on the pensioners who live in
Office of Housing houses and who do not own their
own cars. The post office will provide some banking
services for the Commonwealth Bank and the National
Bank-Dr Napthine - On a point of order on the question
of relevance, Mr Deputy Speaker. I wonder what this
has to do with state government administration. The
issue the honourable member raises may be of concern
to people in her electorate and to the community as a
whole, but I am not sure of its relevance to state
government administration and to the Minister for Fair
Trading.
Ms KOSKY - On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, ifhe had been prepared to wait the minister
would have heard me say that it is an issue involving
community service obligations, which the government
can deal with. To say this is not relevant to government
administration when the matter raised by the previous
speaker, who was also seeking the support of the
government, was allowed, is completely unfair.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! 1 will not
uphold the point of order but I expect the honourable
member for Altona to provide the necessary evidence
of the issue's relevance to government administration in
the minute remaining to her.

Wednesday, 25 Malfch 1998

Ms KOSKY - Given the closure of both bramches
in the area. I seek from the Minister for Fair Tradiing
some indication of the government's stance on
community service obligations and on how small
businesses in Laverton can be helped to continue
operating. I thOUght the government was about
supporting small business, but obvious Iy I was wrong.
The government should ensure the adequate prov'ision
of banking services for smaller communities so that the
banks meet the needs not just of large businesses but of
residents and small business people in small
communities.

Rail: Elsternwick footbridge
Mrs SHARDEY (Caul field) - I ask the Minjster
for Transport to ascertain who is responsible for
maintenance payments for the Oak Avenue underrpass
and footbridge that give access over the railway Line to
the Elsternwick station. The footbridge has fallen into
disrepair and apparently it will cost more than $2.50000
to bring it back to its original state. The local cOllIDcil
claims the PTC is responsible, and the PTe claims that
as the bridge is used by the local community the
council has responsibility.

As the bridge is almost equidistant from or halfu.ray
between two railway stations and it would be possible
for people to reach the Gardenvale station by using the
footbridge over the highway it is possible that thee PTC
has a point. It was claimed that the bridge was
originally paid for by the state government, but there is
a question as to whether, as the footbridge is now used
by the broader community, the local council may be
responsible for its maintenance.
People have been asked to give their views on the
footbridge, and I will quote those of a couple of
residents. One said that the walkway is used all the time
by people to get their lunch and that more people would
probably use it if there were more signage because it is
usually hard to fmd. Another said, •I park over there
and walk to work. It is convenient to park on the other
side', meaning the other side of the railway line.
I ask the minister to investigate this issue and report
back to me.

Murrayville: ground water reserves
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) - I raise for the attention
of the Minister for Agriculture and Resources the
ground water reserves ofMurrayville in the electorate I
represent, which are in zone lOB as defined in the
Border Groundwater Review Committee report for
1996-97 and which are in danger of depletion. A
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number of residents have contacted me and indicated
serious draw-down problems: one farmer experienced a
22-metre reduction in the water level on his ground
water aquifer. The whole of this rural region relies on
ground water for stock and domestic requirements, and
the town of Murrayville is totally reliant on bore water.
The report of the Border Groundwater Review
Committee contains a cursory reference to the
draw-down problem and the fact that new licences in
that region have been put on hold. At the moment the
water usage is unsustainable, and until there has been a
complete investigation and review of the water usage
no further irrigation licences should be issued.
The South Australia-Mallee Water Resources Planning
Committee has released a draft allocation containing a
proposal to increase bore water usage from 10 000 to
57 000 megalitres. A hydrologist addressed a meeting
of this group and indicated that the annual
replenishment for the aquifer is only 5000 megalitres a
year, which is an incredibly low figure compared with
the usage proposed.
A significant number of people from Murrayville met
with the South Australian group but there were no
representatives from Wimrnera Mallee Water, which is
a surprising failure on its part as it is the regional water
supplier. The Murrayville people want an independent
hydrologist's report on the long-tenn future before the
draft is adopted.
I ask the minister to ensure that our South Australian
colleagues do not continue on this path and thereby
deplete water supplies and create an ecological
nightmare such as the one that occurred on the
Condamine River in Queensland.

Coliban Water: Wedderburn scheme
Ms GARBUfT (Bundoora) - I raise with the
Minister for Agriculture and Resources a matter about
the Wedderburn sewerage scheme proposed by Coliban
Water. I ask the minister to intervene with Coliban
Water to ensure that it reassesses its proposal in the
light of overwhelming community opposition.
The concerns expressed to me include the cost, which
is nearly $4000 per household plus $3000 per
annum - an enonnous burden on the residents of
Wedderburn; the fact that 70 per cent of residents are
on benefits; and the fact that the proposed open
pondage system will release odours, be a health hazard
and probably produce mosquitoes. The local doctor has
condemned it in the local paper.
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The existing septic tanks are satisfactory, and if any are
not operating well residents point out that they should
be brought up to standard. There is concern that the
testing of the water quality from the septics is flawed
because of the extended dry weather and that it has not
met the Environment Protection Authority'S testing
requirements. The costs have already been felt and are
having a depressing effect on the town. Because of this
liability 35 houses and 70 properties that are up for sale
cannot be sold.
I have outlined powerful reasons for the minister to take
some action. Proper testing of the quality of the water
coming from the existing septic tanks should be carried
out, and an assessment should be made of further
options to overcome any problems detected.
Wedderburn should not be used as a pawn by the
government as part of its wider plan to privatise water
authorities. The opposition knows that the government
wants capital works paid for by country Victorians so
that private companies will face no further expenses but
will gain the profit.
The changes initiated by the government so far - the
amalgamations of water authorities, job losses, capital
works and putting business people on the board instead
of local representatives - are steps in the privatising of
the system. This scheme is strongly opposed and
obviously needs reassessment.

Gippsland: water shortages
Mr TREASURE (Gippsland East) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Agriculture and Resources
water shortages in the Bairnsdale area, and particularly
in my electorate. The area is suffering from extremely
dry weather conditions and many farmers, particularly
those on non-irrigable dry farms south and west of
Bairnsdale on the red gum plains, are suffering extreme
shortages and are having to cart water from the town
supply in Bairnsdale. Bairnsdale is operating under
strict water restrictions and it is not known how long its
supply will last.
The problem with accessing the water from the
Bairnsdale system is that there is just one outlet -- the
Bairnsdale saleyards - and when trucks are being
washed, as they still are, it is not possible for tankers to
access the water. As a result there are only a few days
in the working week when tankers can fill up with
water.
I ask the minister to investigate through the Department
of Natural Resources and Environment whether it is
possible to open up some of the former mines
department bores in the Goon Nure area which are
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knOMl to contain good standard water to see whether
they can be used to provide water for the surrounding
farms. The Mitchell River has almost stopped running;
the Tambo River has stopped; and Lakes Entrance and
Baimsdale are on water restrictions. Anything that can
be done to ease the water shortage would be greatly
appreciated.
One of the major problems is that local rivers do not
have major storages and during a long, dry spell such as
we are now experiencing there is no storage of water to
alleviate the problem. I ask the minister to look at this
matter with a view to alleviating the shortages.

National Farmers Federation broadcast
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Education an interactive
broadcast which took place tonight using Department
of Education facilities and which was beamed into
nearly 100 schools throughout country Victoria. The
broadcast carried a partisan message from the president
of the National Farmers Federation, Donald
McGauchie, giving his version of events of the Webb
Dock strike-breaking efforts of the National Farmers
Federation.
I seek an assurance from the minister that the
guidelines that schools not be used for political
purposes are adhered to and that the minister has
assured himself that this initiative does not involve
using taxpayers' money to put a partisan view. If the
minister were serious about televising views about the
dispute at Webb Dock he would have both sides of the
issue presented; instead only one has been presented.
Is the minister prepared to offer this service to other
users? Given that it has been offered to the National
Farmers Federation using taxpayers' money by
providing Department of Education facilities to beam a
video into schools, will the minister also allow, for
example, Pauline Hanson' s One Nation party to do the
same thing, because exactly the same principle applies?
If so, it does not matter what your propaganda message
is, you can use taxpayer-funded facilities to get the
message across by using government facilities - in
this case school facilities. The minister should explain
the guidelines.
Secondly, the minister should outline whether any other
initiatives are planned by the NFF or any other group to
use the same video techniques to beam partisan and
one-sided messages on other topics into schools. We
need to know what the guidelines are and what is
planned for the future.
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BaUarat Tramway Museum
Mr JENKINS (Ballarat West) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Transport the Ballarat
Tramway Museum, which does an excellent job in
running historical trams around the BaHarat botanic
gardens and Lake Wendouree. The historic tramline has
been in operation since the 1890s and is showing signs
of wearing out. I have been asked to request from the
Minister for Transport rail or tram tracks - preferably
rail tracks - and sleepers from retired lines to assist in
the replacement of worn track. The provision of track
will help extend the line to the Olympic Rings and to
Forest Street. I ask the minister to investigate the matter
and to ascertain whether rails and sleepers are available
for the project.
I will give him a bit of a hint. The Redan rail siding
was constructed during World War 11 next to a gun
cotton factory and the siding has also been used to
supply freight to the local malt house. The line is no
longer being used - it has not been in operation for
some time - and has gradually become overgrown. 1
ask the minister to check whether this disused line is
available for the museum to carry out its restoration
task.
The museum has offered to provide the labour to
remove the track and the sleepers from the site. I know
the minister is very generous and ever caring about his
portfolio. I trust he will be able to solve the problem for
the tramways museum thereby allowing many more
passengers in the years ahead to travel around this
beautiful part ofBallarat. Last year's Begonia Festival
was a great success. Record crowds travelled on the
tramline, which involved a shuttle service to the
festival. The museum is doing a lot of voluntary work,
and I hope the minister will thoroughly consider this
request.

Hepatitis B immunisation program
Mr LONEY (Geelong North)- The matter I raise
for the attention of the Minister for Youth and
Community Services, who represents the Minister for
Health in another place, is the hepatitis B immunisation
program carried out through local councils.

In October 1997 the Department of Human Services
advised councils that hepatitis B immunisations were
to be included in the schedule of free immunisations.
The recommendation is supported as a good preventive
health measure, but unfortunately the federal
government is again trying to do it on the cheap by
providing no funding and has left local government to
pick up the additional costs.
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In the City of Greater Geelong some 2500 students in
27 schools will be eligible for the program. On three
occasions over a year the immunisation team will have
to visit each of the schools to administer the doses. The
cost to the council works out at $21 per student, but the
subsidy is only $9, so there is a significant shortfall in
the true cost.

In January 1997, as part of the compulsory competitive
tendering process, Geelong tendered out its hepatitis B
immunisation program to Geelong Hospital Pathology
Service. As a result of the change the estimated cost is
now $52 500; the subsidies will total only $22 500. The
City of Greater Geelong will be suffering an annual loss
of some $30000 in providing the service.
This highlights once again how federal and state
governments indulge in shifting costs onto local
government, totally disregarding arrangements that may
have already been entered into. Councils such as
Geelong that contracted out their programs are locked
into predetermined costings and have no flexibility to
deal with the new government requirements.
I ask the minister to take up the issue with the federal
government to see whether councils adversely affected
by the new requirement can be given additional funding
and to ensure that future decisions take account of
pre-existing service arrangements that may have been
entered into under the CCT process so that local
ratepayers are not left holding the bag for a
responsibility of another tier of government.

West Rosebu~T ootgarook: foreshore
management
Mr DIXON (Dromana) - I raise for the attention
of the Minister for Conservation and Land Management
a matter concerning the foreshore committees of West
Rosebud and Tootgarook.
As a result of a number of meetings and community
consultations, the two foreshore committees have
decided to amalgamate. This will provide them with an
opportunity to share their personnel and monetary
resources and their physical assets. Together they will
be able to better meet the recreational and
environmental needs of the area.
The foreshore is a beautiful part of the southern
peninsula, with magnificent bay views, safe and clean
beaches and some relatively untouched stands of
resinate vegetation. It is also a popular camping area
and contains a good light boat ramp that has been
recently paved and dredged. It has been quite popUlar,
especially in the past summer months.
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The amalgamation will present a number of challenges
for the new foreshore committee such as enhancing the
recreational opportunities in boating, picnicking in
foreshore reserve areas, car parking and camping. Areas
of coastal vegetation require enhancing and a lot of
weeds need to be removed. There is a challenge in
maintaining the good standards that have been achieved
by former committees. The two committees have
decided to resign so that the new committee can be
fonned and I commend them on that decision. It is a
selfless act by people who have done tremendous work
in the past.
I ask the minister to report to the community and to me
on the progress of this amalgamation and the formation
of the new committee so that it can begin its new work.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Before calling
the Minister for Conservation and Land Management, I
wish to raise a couple of issues about honourable
members moving around the house.
Firstly, members need to be aware that the Chair will
not countenance members walking between the Chair
and the member who is speaking. It is not acceptable
for a member to bend down in an attempt to get under
the line of sight. Even though it might mean walking
the long way around the house, members should be
aware that that is what is expected and customary in
this place. It is far better for a member to do it that way
than for the Chair to identify and name the member in
what might be an embarrassing situation. However, if
it continues to occur, the Chair will have no option but
to do that.
Secondly, there appears to be some confusion about the
acknowledgment of the Chair as members move in, out
or around the chamber. The procedure has generally
been that members acknowledge the Chair at the end of
the table and that they should not walk backwards and
forwards across the end of the table without
acknowledging the Chair. Given that there are a
number of members in the chamber at the moment, it is
something of which they should take note.

Responses
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - The honourable member for Dromana
referred to a proposal in his area that is the result of a
considerable study of the foreshore in the Rosebud and
Tootgarook areas. Two good committees of
management have addressed both the environmental
and recreational issues on the foreshore along that part
of the bay and have agreed to resign on the
understanding that a single combined committee of
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management will be appointed to represent the entire
area and to provide wider and better opportunities.
The new committee of management is to be known as
the Capel Sound Foreshore Committee of
Management. It will fill the role played by the former
committees of management of the West Rosebud and
the Tootgarook foreshore reserves. The new committee
of management will have six members. I understand
calls have been made for people to serve on the
committee of management and that some 18 local
people have expressed interest. They have been
interviewed and we are now in a position to take the
names to the Governor in Council to establish the new
committee.
I had hoped that the honourable member would have
given the history of the new name, Cape I Sound,
because I am sure other honourable members, including
me, would have been interested in it. I understand it
recognises an early historical name in the area. Perhaps
on another occasion the honourable member may refer
to that.
I endorse the comments made by the honourable
member that the local people recognise the work done
by the former committees of management and their
vision and selflessness in retiring to enable the single
Capel Sound Foreshore Committee to be established in
the best interests of the area. The new committee will
have the support of the honourable member for
Dromana. I wish it well and I look forward to the work
it will do on this important part of our foreshore. I hope
to have the opportunity to meet the comminee and see
its work within the next few months.
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and

Resources) - The honourable member for Werribee
referred to the Werribee site for hazardous industrial
waste. As honourable members will be aware, the
Tullamarine site is expected to be filled by March this
year and Lyndhurst, which is currently operating, has a
restricted licence.
The honourable member will be aware that the
Lyndhurst site is near an agricultural zone. There has
been community discussion and comment on turning
the CSR Ltd-Ready Mix Werribee quarry into a
prescribed waste landfill site. I know the honourable
member opposes that concept, but we need to handle
the process appropriately and ensure the proper
planning issues are addressed.
I am advised it is about 7 kilometres from the nearest
horticultural farm and there is virtually no housing
within about 3.5 kilometres of the proposed site. Work
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undertaken by CSR's consultants included an
examination of any impact on ground water quality,
which examination is part of the continuing
environmental impact assessment. An independent
panel has examined the operation.
At the end of the day we need to find sites for the waste
materials because in many cases they are stored in
unsafe situations. As I said during question time
yesterday, we have a number of industrial chemicals,
including some used in horticulture, that are now stored
in unsafe conditions not only on farms but in urban
areas, often close to schools. I understand we need to do
something about this issue. The Labor Party's
do-nothing approach is no solution to the problem.
The honourable member for Mildura referred to ground
water extraction in Murrayville. I understand
Murrayville landowners have blamed the reduced
ground water levels in domestic and stock bores on
excessive extraction of ground water from the South
Australian side and that a draft ground water allocation
plan for the South Australian MalIee recently leased by
the South Australian environment, heritage and
Aboriginal affairs department has only added to their
fears.
Landowners have raised concerns that the plan seeks to
dramatically increase ground water entitlements for the
South Australian Mallee. In response to the plan,
Murrayville landowners have established an action
committee and have raised their concerns with the
honourable member for Mildura and other local
members.
My advice from the department is that at the moment
there is no proposal by South Australia to increase
ground water allocations. The reference in the draft
plan on the permissible annual volume (PA V) of
50 000 megalitres refers to the proclaimed area and not
to the zone in the designated area of the border zone
covering a 20-kilometre strip either side of the border.
The draft South Australian proclaimed area is certainly
larger than that. The PAV for the zone, in lOA and lOB
of the designated area, is 9000 megalitres for South
Australia and 6000 megalitres for Victoria. Should
either state wish to change the PAV, any application
would have to go through the South
Australian-Victorian border review committee.
At this stage we have no submission from South
Australia to change the PAV. Any change will not
occur without cross-border agreement. The South
Australian-Victorian border review committee is
carrying out a detailed assessment of the Mallee. A
range of issues is involved. Preliminary investigations

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday. 25 March 199R

ASSEMBLY

717

reveal that the full use of the sustainable yield could
lead to a 15-metre decline in ground water levels across
the region. Shallow bores could impede the
development of the resource and efficiencies in pump
depth and should be managed along with any decline in
water levels.

country towns across Victoria. The government has just
handed over $410 million as part of the largest capital
investment program in regional Victoria this state has
ever seen. The program involves a total expenditure of
$1 billion. More than $600 million has been saved as a
result of the restructuring process in recent years.

I understand that a meeting at Murrayville is scheduled
for 7 April. The Department of Natural Resources and
Environment is making a joint submission to the South
Australian government on that water allocation plan.
The deadline for submissions to South Australia is
9 April, only two days after the meeting at Murrayville.
I shall contact my ministerial colleague in South
Australia and ask whether the deadline can be extended
another week to 16 April to enable the Murrayville
meeting to supply information so that the department
can take into account the views of farmers in that area.

Today I met with the chairman of Ovens Water about
treating drinking water in Myrtleford and received
departmental advice on how the process should
proceed. During those discussions the chairman made
the point that over the past couple of years the
efficiency savings arising from the authority
transferring from the old system, with every town and
hamlet having their own water authorities, has resulted
in a 50 per cent revenue surplus. He also said the
authority does not have to physically maintain the water
service to the same extent that it did previously. That
50 per cent saving is going directly into funding the
local contribution of capital works, which could never
have been achieved without the restructuring process
that has taken place. A $25 million cash injection will
not only achieve that water quality standard in a short
period but also have the benefit of providing an 18 per
cent rate reduction in water charges across regional
Victoria.

The honourable member for Bundoora raised a matter
concerning the town ofWedderburn moving to a waste
water and sewerage treatment scheme. She seemed to
be arguing that septic tanks should remain in the area.
That is contrary to every advice we have received from
the Environment Protection Authority, the Department
of Human Services and water authorities. The
government wants to bring all water services up to
standard to enable country Victoria to meet the
demands of the 21st century.
Unfortunately, the honourable member's comments
reflect a view held by the Labor Party that somehow
country Victoria should have a second<lass water
treatment system. In the 10 years that Labor was in
office little occurred to improve water quality in
country Victoria. When we took office at the end of
1992 we were astounded that only 20 per cent of people
in country Victoria had drinking water that was up to
World Health Organisation standards and that only
30 per cent of waste water met the discharge
requirements set by the EPA. That was an absolute
disgrace and a neglect of regional Victoria, which we
have come to expect from the Labor Party. The
government was not prepared to tolerate that when at
the same time Melbourne had for many decades had the
best drinking water in the world. Our program has lifted
regional Victoria to the same level of water quality that
the metropolitan area has taken as its right. By the end
of next year every country town across Victoria will
have WHO drinking water standards and by the end of
200 I every country town will have waste water
standards up to EP A discharge requirements.
It has not been an easy process. It has been one the
government has had to tackle with many old structures.
The real beneficiaries from the process will be the small

That is unprecedented capital investment and price
reduction. The government is sympathetic to
overcoming any anomalies in regional Victoria and is
currently looking at Mortlake in your electorate,
Mr Deputy Speaker, about which you have made
representations. The government is happy to look at the
Wedderburn issue if there are anomalies in that the
pricing range is outside the norm for sewerage upgrades
to see whether those costs can be flattened to accord
with the costs in other towns. Nobody would say that
we should go back to the 19th century standard of water
treatment and maintain a septic tank system which will
not enable those towns to progress. Unless communities
such as Wedderbum have an adequate sewerage
treatment system they will not attract investment in the
food processing industry, capital investment in their
country town, value adding of agricultural produce in
their community, and, importantly, the creation of jobs
and the growth of industry.
If we want to see a resurgence in regional Victoria one
of the most important responsibilities government has
to meet is to upgrade the basic infrastructure. The
government's program over the next three years is
designed to achieve that upgrade, and I hope we hear
plaudits from the Labor Party on achieving something it
never attempted to or could achieve. Finally, there is
nothing on the table about privatisation of country
water. The program is about improving the quality of
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water in the country to ensure that country people
receive the same water quality as those in the
metropolitan area have enjoyed for decades.
The honourable member for Gippsland East raised
concerns he has about the severe drought conditions in
East Gippsland. The government is currently
supporting an application to the commonwealth for the
area to be declared to be suffering exceptional
circumstances and to be eligible for drought assistance.
Over the past couple of years the area has suffered
severely and the government hopes the commonwealth
will respond to that issue promptly.
As to the possibility of opening some of the old bores to
provide water for domestic use and stock, I will ask the
department's water bureau and Southern Rural Water
about that. I congratulate the honourable member on
raising that issue.
The other matter raised by him about future water
storage in East Gippsland is well and truly on the table.
My department and Treasury are considering what can
be done right across regional Victoria. The honourable
member referred to the proposed dam on the Mitchell
River. During a meeting with drought-affected local
farmers the options for the Mitchell River dam proposal
were discussed. The largest proposal considered was
the irrigation of some 650 000 acres - that is, more
than 250 000 hectares - which would almost duplicate
the Goulbum Valley in the East Gippsland area. Given
the tough conditions suffered by the rural community in
East Gippsland that proposal should be considered, and
Southern Rural Water is currently commissioning a
review on that feasibility. The program would be in
place now if the Labor Party had not been elected to
government in 1982. The former Thompson
government approved the construction of the Thomson
River Dam and the year before the election the road to
the dam site was built and provision made in the
1981-82 budget for its construction.
It was one of the first things scrapped in the area after
1982, which is something the East Gippsland
community needs to be reminded of. If the Cain
government had not been elected in 1982, East
GippsJand would have a Mitchell dam, and the farmers
on the Mitchell flats and elsewhere would not be
experiencing the serious conditions they are
experiencing at the moment. They would have plentiful
amounts of water rather than seeing their crops shrivel
in the ground. Living as we do on the second-driest
continent on earth after Antarctica, we need to
recognise that water is our scarcest resource. We need
to examine ways of harvesting more of it and turning
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more of our agricultural land over to productive
farming operations.

Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - The
honourable member for Caul field raised the dispute
between the Public Transport Corporation and the Glen
Eira City Council over who is responsible for the
maintenance and upkeep of the footbridge at Oak
Avenue, Elsternwick. I understand the honourable
member's concern because the matter is affecting some
of her constituents. In the circumstances some
commonsense clearly has to be applied. I will discuss
the matter with the Public Transport Corporation.
However, I understand negotiations between the PTC
and the Glen Eira City Council are continuing, and I
will ensure that they do not break down.
It is important that access over railway tracks is
maintained, whether at level crossings or in this case,
over footbridges. Communities on one side of a track
should not be alienated from communities on the other
side simply because of an argument between two
bodies. I will pursue the matter on behalf of the
constituents of the honourable member for Caulfield,
and I thank her for bringing the matter to my attention.
The honourable member for Ballarat West referred to
the Ballarat Tramway Museum, which is a living
museum in that it runs trams on the historic tracks of
Ballarat, which have been there since the I 890s. The
honourable member has drawn to my attention the need
to replace a part of the track that is virtually worn out.
Because he knows what is going on in his electorate.
which we have all come to expect because he is very
involved in his community, he has identified a siding at
Redan which is no longer in use. He asks whether the
sleepers and the rail from that siding can be made
available to the Ballarat Tramway Museum. I will be
happy to pursue that matter with the Public Transport
Corporation - or more correctly, with the Victorian
Railtrack Corporation. I will obtain an answer for the
honourable member for Ballarat West and ask him after
I have done so to convey the news to the tramway
museum.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Before calling
on the Minister for Youth and Community Services to
respond to the issue raised for his attention by the
honourable member for Prahran and the issues raised
by the honourable member for Williamstown on
education and the honourable member for Geelong
North on health, I will respond on whether the issue
raised by the honourable member for Altona fits within
the administration of the state government.
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The Chair has reflected on the issue and is of the
opinion that it is not an appropriate issue to be raised in
the adjournment debate. However, in his response I ask
the minister to indicate whether he is prepared to pass
it on to the Minister for Fair Trading, who can then
make a decision on whether to offer her support. If not,
the honourable member for Altona may take up the
option of writing directly to the Minister for Fair
Trading to seek her help. The Chair is of the opinion
that the issue she raises does not fit within the confmes
of state government administration.

Dr NAPTlDNE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - The honourable member for
Geelong North raised with me in my capacity as the
representative in this place of the Minister for Health
the immunisation program for hepatitis B. I endorse the
remarks of the honourable member that the hepatitis B
irrununisation program is important and needs to be
supported by all levels of government.
The honourable member asserted that the
commonwealth government had reduced its funding
for the program and that the Greater Geelong City
Council had been left with a funding deficit as a result.
He asked that the Minister for Health take up the issue
with the federal government. I will pass his remarks on
to the minister because it is important that the program
is carried out to the fullest extent possible.
However. I will add with tongue in cheek the caution
that the Minister for Health and the government's track
record in raising with the federal government issues to
do with health funding is not very good. Nevertheless, I
will raise the matter with the Minister for Health and
see what can be done.
The honourable member for Williamstown raised with
the Minister for Education the National Farmers
Federation's use of interactive video broadcasting
systems in explaining its position on the use ofWebb
Dock. He sought certain information from the Minister
for Education regarding the use of the facility. I will
seek that information from the Minister for Education
and ask him to give an answer in due course to the
honourable member for Williarnstown.

Mr Deputy Speaker, you have already commented on
the issue raised by the honourable member for Altona. I
will pass the comments of the honourable member on
to the Minister for Fair Trading and ask her to examine
it in the same good faith in which the honourable
member raised it on behalf of her constituents, who are
obviously concerned about the impact ofthe closure.
Although I agree with your comments, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I am not sure that it is within the province of
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the Minister for Fair Trading to take any action. I will
raise the matter with her to see whether anything can be
done on behalf of the honourable member for Altona.
The honourable member for Prahran raised with me the
issue of early intervention services. Again the
honourable member for Prahran demonstrates her
concern for families in her electorate, particularly
families in need, and for the broader Victorian
community. In the relatively short time she has been in
this house the honourable member has demonstrated
what an active local member and effective
parliamentarian she is. She will make a great
contribution over many years to the Parliament and the
people ofPrahran. I am sure that she is destined for a
long and distinguished career representing her
constituency.
As she said, early intervention services are important to
children with developmental delays and disabilities.
They improve the quality of life of those children both
in the short term and in the longer term by providing
the support and assistance their families need. The
government provides support services for the children
and their families through Specialist Children Services
and by funding non-government agencies that are
colloquially known as early intervention services. The
government allocates a total of $23 million, slightly
more than $8 million of which goes specifically to the
early intervention services.
Since 1995 the government has increased recurrent
funding for early intervention agencies by almost
$} million a year - $995 000, in fact - from an
$8 million base. That represents an increase of slightly
more than 10 per cent in a relatively short time. Earlier
this year I provided an additional one-off grant of
$470 000 for early intervention agencies to help them
become involved in the redevelopment of the delivery
of those services.
In response to the strong representations by the
honourable member for Prahran, I am pleased to
announce tonight that a further $1 million in
non-recurrent funds will be provided to early
intervention agencies across the state. Indeed,
42 intervention agencies will each be provided with a
one-off grant of $24 000, including the agencies
mentioned by the honourable member for PrahranNoah's Ark Toy Library, the Spastic Society of
Victoria, and SPEECH, all of which have excellent
track records in delivering early intervention services.
These funds are provided specifically to address some
of the matters raised by the honourable member for
Prahran - that is, to provide for minor capital works
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and the purchase of new equipment. Often with new
technology there is new equipment that can help young
people with development delay disabilities and new
programs that can be implemented, so the purchase of
equipment is an ongoing expense that is often difficult
for early intervention agencies to meet.
This significant grant of $24 000 to each of the
42 agencies will be well used for the purchase of
equipment, capital works and facility improvements.
Indeed, some of the agencies may have to improve
some of their physical facilities to meet the new
children's services regulations to ensure the health and
safety of the children in their care.
I am pleased to be able to say this government is
committed to providing quality early intervention
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services. We understand how important they are in
improving the short-term and long-term quality of life
of people with developmental difficulties and
disabilities and in assisting their families. Early
intervention agencies across the state have a good
record of assisting those children and their families at
the local level.
The honourable member for Prahran rightly raised this
matter for my attention, and I am pleased to be able to
respond with that additional funding, which will help
the agencies in their very good work.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The house
stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 11.01 p.m.

PETITION
Thursday, 26 March 1998
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) took the chair at
10.06 a.m. and read the prayer.

Adjournment
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) -

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

Firearms (Amendment) Bill
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
We the undersigned ask that the following eight proposed
amendments to the Victorian Fireanns Act 1996 be
withdrawn from the police minister's Firearms (Amendment)
Bill.
I.

Addition of Field and Game to ACTA exemption for
category C firearms.

2.

Junior entitlement to try out shooting.

3.

Target shooting on private property.

4.

Removal of strict storage conditions on gun collection up to
15 guns.

5.

Removal of mandatory 28-day waiting period for gun
purchase.

6.

Right of appeal for a prohibited person to be deemed not
prohibited.

7.

Additional genuine reason (pests on Crown land) for
applying for shooters licence.

8.

Carrying a loaded firearm or using a fireann in a town or
populous place.

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Ms Burke (239 signatures)
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Medical Practitioners Board (incorporating the Report of the
Intern Training Accreditation Committee - Report for the
year ended 30 September 1997
Wildlife Act 1975Wildlife (Closure of Areas to Hunting) Notice
No. I 1998
Wildlife (Control of Hunting) Notice No. I 1998

I move:

That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 7 April
1998.

Motion agreed to.

FIREARMS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 March; motion of
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services); and Mr HAERMEYER's
amendment:
That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words 'this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until- (a) the government makes a
clear and unambiguous statement of support for the existing
national firearms code; (b) clauses in conflict with the
national firearms code, including those allowing more
semiautomatic weapons in the community and those relating
to the 28-day rule, are referred to the Australasian Police
Ministers Council; and (c) the bill is referred to an all-party
Parliamentary committee for inquiry consideration and report.
where public submissions are invited and public hearings are
conducted' .

Mrs McGILL (Oaldeigh) - I will briefly cover
three important points relating to the Firearms
(Amendment) Bill. The first is Victoria's strong
position regarding firearms legislation, the second is the
furore created by the subsequent media attention given
to the Port Arthur massacre and the third concerns what
has emanated from the massacre - an unusual and
obscene situation which no legislation could ever hope
to cover.
We have lost sight of the good work done by Victoria
through the Australasian Police Ministers Council,
which was charged with the responsibility of putting
together national uniform gun laws. In my overview I
will also canvass the views and experiences of my
constituents and cover what I believe is a realistic
position about the proposed amendments being
debated today.
The Victorian government's position was recently
upheld by the president of Gun Control Australia, John
Crook, who was reported in the Herald Sun as stating
that for decades Victoria has led the way in the control
of guns. That is universally accepted, and it was
accepted yesterday by the honourable member for Yan
Yean.
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For several months preceding the massacre at Port
Arthur the Australasian Police Ministers Council had
met and a draft proposal had been prepared. The
council had undertaken to consult further with the view
of presenting a firm proposal in June that year, but the
occurrence in the meantime of the Port Arthur massacre
resulted in the council meeting being brought forward.
Given the good work that had already been done it
would not have surprised anyone that the council would
be able to draft uniform gun legislation, but
unfortunately because of the reaction of the media it did
not happen that way.
Media attention on the massacre was dramatic and the
incident shocked us all. We were outraged, saddened
and at our wits end. We wanted to ensure that such a
thing could never happen again. Unfortunately, in the
process we lost sight of the good work done by the
Victorian government in presenting issues to the police
ministers council.
Almost all the media attention and political activity
following Port Arthur led to the putting aside of basic
commonsense and the good work that had already been
done. The editorial in today's Herald Sun is an example
of how the media cannot get it right. Everyone has lost
sight of the fact that the proposed amendments are
minor. During the debate yesterday it was said that the
government was moving away from national
unifonnity on gun laws, but that is not so. The national
firearms agreement is silent on many of the issues
referred to by the proposed amendments, and if it is not
silent, it is not specific.
The Herald Sun editorial is not correct. It states:
In Victoria. at present, people must be over 18 before they can
learn shooting under supervision at an approved range.

Seeking to justify extending this to children, Mr McGrath
says fireanns groups argue this is 'stifling the future
development of their sport'.

What a load of rubbish! It is beholden on the Herald
Sun to get it right. Guess what! Juniors have always
been allowed to learn shooting under the Victorian
legislation. The Herald Sun has failed to acknowledge
that aspect and in doing so has misrepresented the
issue.
The common sense approach taken by and the good
work already done by the Victorian government
through the police ministers council should have
continued. Most citizens do not have any idea about the
legislation or the good work done by the council. The
council's recommendations were supported not just by
the government or the minister but by members of the
opposition, John Crook and others.
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The arguments about rescinding the 28-day waiting
period relate to second, third or fourth guns. Victoria's
proposed amendment would bring it in line with
Western Australia and the Northern Territory.
Queensland already allows permits to be issued prior to
the expiration of 28 days in special circumstances. New
South Wales and Tasmania do not require the 28-day
period. There are disparate rules applying throughout
Australia.
Constituents who have spoken to me about this issue
are generally older Europeans who have a hunting
background and who have a cultural, generational and
traditional view of guns. Those people are well
respected in the community and generally get to use
their weapons only when taking annual leave. They are
careful in the extreme and hannless to the general
community. They are innocent of any wrongdoing yet
they have been caught up in an emotive and alarmist
response. In the Australian spirit of a fair go they
deserve to be able to enjoy their sport and should have
the protection of common sense firearms legislation.
The proposed amendments go part of the way to
ensuring a degree of fairness in the community. I
conclude by again referring to the work done by the
Victorian government at the Australasian Police
Ministers Council. The government understands the
difficulties created by the Port Arthur massacre, when
the community was at its wits end about how to deal
with the issue.
I am not a gun lover but I uphold commonsense values.
I reiterate that in the normal course of events Victoria
would have put forward a strong, reasonable and
commonsense position that would have been acceptable
to all Australians. I commend the bill to the house.

Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon)- I support the
reasoned amendment moved by the honourable
member for Yan Yean. I remember well the debate on
the Firearms Bill last year when there was cross-party
support for the initiatives proposed in that bill. Many
honourable members said that the strength of the
legislation was the uniform agreement throughout
Australia as proposed by the Australasian Police
Ministers Council. Honourable members opposite seem
to have forgotten that - now they could not care less
about the Australasian Police Ministers Council and
will do their own thing.
Mr Kilgour interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN - The honourable member for
Shepparton says that the Australasian Police Ministers
Council makes no difference. I am sure the council
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would be impressed by his comments, as would the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. The
National Party thinks that it will win back voters by
proposing and supporting this legislation.
The National Party severely underestimates the
intelligence of people in rural Victoria; but they are in
for a big surprise, just as they were in West Gippsland.
The people of country Victoria remember all the things
that have been done to rural Victoria while National
Party members sat quietly on their hands in this
Parliament - the closure of schools, railways,
hospitals, and the list goes on. The people of Victoria
are not stupid, as the National Party seems to think.
When it comes to the next election they will remember
very well the many times National Party members
could have stood up for their constituencies instead of
sitting quietly and hoping all the problems would go
away.
It is only recently that National Party members have
suddenly realised they are out of touch with the views
of their constituents on education and health, and they
have gone into a panic in Victoria; they are totally
ignoring the view of their national leader, Tim Fischer;
he is standing well behind the federal government and
the Prime Minister! How embarrassed he must be at
the moment. How embarrassed he must be to see this
rabble running around in Victoria scared witless about
trying to recruit votes, willing to say anything to try to
save themselves and leaving the poor old national
leader standing there with a totally different point of
view.

The opposition would have been interested to hear
further details about the so-called review the
honourable member for Oakleigh spoke about at length.
A review was carried out in her electorate but my office
received no indication it was on; my constituents were
not given the opportunity to present a view. The only
opportunity my constituents have had was to complain
about the amendments as soon as they were made
public. The people of Essendon are not jumping up and
down supporting this legislation. Honourable members
opposite are not sure whether their members support it;
they live in a vacuum well-removed from where the
rank and file of Victorians reside. We would all be
interested to hear further details about this review.
Perhaps when the minister sums up he can provide a
detailed explanation of how it was carried out.
The review seems to be a fairly delicate subject on the
other side of the house. As it was probably never
carried out that is hardly surprising. The bill will be
passed without any consultation with the community.
This is a sudden knee-jerk reaction from the people
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who last year were quite happy to support in this
chamber the legislation that was agreed to by the
Australasian Police Ministers Council. It is true that
some of them were hoping it would never come to a
vote - and many of them have never forgi ven the
honourable member for Mildura for calling a division at
the time - because they were saying one thing in their
electorate and intended to vote a different way in the
house. If they think the members in country Victoria
are going to forget that, they are in for a big surprise.
There is no need to change the Fireanns Act in the way
this government is going about it at the moment.
If the government is so convinced its amendments are
worthwhile and strongly supported by the rest of
Australia, why doesn't it take them to the Australasian
Police Ministers Council? If it is so convinced they are
worthwhile, presumably the council would agree to
them. It makes a nonsense of the arguments members
opposite have put in this place today. The government
is not prepared to test these amendments at the
Australasian Police Ministers Council; all it wants to do
is rush them through the Parliament without
consultation, without an understanding of what it may
mean in the long term.
It is a sad day for some of the members opposite who
last year came into the chamber and voted one way
enthusiastically and who must now hop back today and
say something else. They will come to have their views
on guns tested fairly effectively in their electorates. The
electorates will let them know quickly what they think
about their jellybacked approach to this legislation.
The people in Essendon do not support the bill. I
strongly support the reasoned amendment proposed by
the honourable member for Yan Yean, which more
closely reflects the views of the community in Victoria
as a whole.
Mr JENKINS (Ballarat West)- I have never been
a gun owner; I have never been a registered shooter. I
do not mind admitting I did some shooting as a lad to
kill dogs attacking my father's sheep. I also had a bit to
do with firearms throughout my national service
training - the .303, the Bren gun and the Owen
machine gun - and became quite proficient as an
operator of those weapons.
There are six types of shooters in Victoria: sporting
shooters, competition shooters, Saturday morning
shooters, duck opening shooters, farming shooters, and
whackers. The first five categories are genuine solid
citizens within our community; I have every respect for
the sport they have taken on. Why shouldn't they take
on a sport? People play basketball, hockey and cricket
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and others go shooting as a sport. Many people take up
shooting as a hobby and do a service to our
community, especially in the country. The city slickers
know nothing about life in the country. It is the
sporting shooters who go out shooting rabbits and
foxes on Crown lands, and often for farmers.
Competition shooters belong to rifle, pistol and clay
target clubs. Those clubs have been covered
throughout this debate. Again, members of those clubs
are very dedicated and conscientious sports people and
good citizens of our community. Not many people
know about the Saturday morning shooter. Two or
three groups from around BaHarat have been going
shooting on Saturday mornings for about 30 years
now. Approximately 20 to 30 shooters take off with
their fox terriers to shoot foxes on farms throughout
the Western District. The Saturday morning shooters
provide a great service to the fanners; they shoot in a
voluntary capacity to get rid of the foxes and the
vermin that are ruining farm land. I compliment the
work these shooters do in the area. They also shoot on
Crown land and get rid of many feral animals,
including wild cats.
The duck opening shooters go out one day a year at the
beginning of the duck hunting season and thoroughly
enjoy the sport. An 80-year-old gentleman came into
my office last week and asked me what I was doing
about firearms. He said, '1 go out once a year. I am not
too good a shot these days because my eyesight is
failing, but I manage to get two or three ducks and I
enjoy eating them'. The farming shooters protect their
own properties and the animals on their properties by
shooting stray dogs and foxes.
The whackers are fast disappearing off the scene. They
are the ones who go out shooting up road signs,
shooting holes in water tanks and taking pot shots at
eagles just for sport. Some 15 or 20 years ago they were
prevalent throughout Victoria. However, there has been
a blitz on that activity and many of those people have
now had their guns crushed, which is the best thing that
could have happened. I have mentioned how well
respected the genuine shooters are. I have had very few
complaints about their activities.
The 28-day mandatory cooling-off period applies in the
Northern Territory, Western Australia, Queensland,
South Australia and Tasmania. A ministerial statement
from the Premier of South Australia, John Olsen, dated
24 March says in part:
The local, and some of the nation media's statements also
continue to be inaccurate, and misleading, despite the
information given to them by governments.
It is this confusion which I want to deal with today.
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I want to deal with it because it is causing deep concern in the
community where there should be none.

That statement is from the Premier of South Australia.
Further on he states:
Yet there was criticism of Victoria when it decided to
introduce changes to bring it into line with those of other
administrations.

I would be happy to read the whole statement, but time
does not permit. Premier Olsen's statement shows that
South Australia is changing its gun laws.
The honourable member for Shepparton mentioned
competition shooters being affected by the 28-day
waiting period. He mentioned a classic scenario where
a competition shooter may require a replacement
firearm in less than 28 days. I refer to the fires around
Trentham last Sunday when farms were burnt out. I do
not have any evidence of weapons being burnt in those
fires, but what if a fanner lost his gun in a bushfire on
his property. Should he have to wait 28 days to buy
another gun to shoot his burnt and injured stock? It is
ridiculous. The purpose of the change to the 28-day
waiting period is to cover emergency situations such as
obtaining a permit for a second firearm because the first
may be damaged. I could mention many other possible
scenarios. I cannot understand the hype about the
change.
There have been permits issued in less than 28 days in
South Australia in the past 12 months. I again refer to
Premier Olsen's ministerial statement:
At present South Australia provides for a discretion to waive
the 28 days. Since September 1996, 24 permits have been
issued in South Australia in less than 28 days. Two were for
national championships. The others were for employment or
urgent agricultural reasons.

I rest my case on the change to the 28-day waiting
period.
Another change concerns the black-powder provision
for the firing of cannons. The Ballarat Yacht Club has a
tradition of firing a miniature cannon to signify the start
of the yachting season. Recently the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services witnessed the event. The
black-powder provision will allow those sorts of
cannons to be fired.
In conclusion, I comment on the speech by the Leader
of the Opposition, who found time to criticise the
honourable member for Shepparton. I quote from
yesterday's Daily Hansard, in which he is reported as
saying:
The honourable member for Shepparton referred to an
extraordinary set of circumstances involving an international
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shooter. If the government is trying to protect against such a
situation, it should write specific provision into the legislation.

That is exactly what the changes are about. The
government is bringing in amendments to legislation,
which the opposition is struggling to make an issue of,
much less the overall debate on the firearms issue. This
is good and necessary legislation, and I wish it a
speedy passage through both houses.

Mr THWAlTES (Albert Park) - Just over
10 years ago I was at work in Queen Street, and I well
remember the fear everyone in the office felt when
shots suddenly rang out and the rumour went around
that there was a gunman in the building. As it turned
out, the gunman was in the building over the road.
No-one knew what the consequences of the shooting
would be, and at one stage everyone was hiding under a
table. I was with the then police minister, the
Honourable Race Matthews, who telephoned his
headquarters to find out what was happening. He was
told to get under a table and out of sight.
About half an hour later we looked outside and saw the
body of Frank Vitkovic on the ground. He had jumped
out of a window after killing eight innocent people.
The community was outraged as a result of that
horrific event in Queen Street. It followed the shooting
a few months before in Hoddle Street, when seven
people died at the hands of Julian Knight. Neither
Julian Knight nor Frank Vitkovic had a criminal
record. They were not in the class of criminal the
Premier talked about when he said the government
wanted to keep guns out of the hands of criminals. To
all intents and purposes they had, until that date, been
law-abiding citizens, but their actions caused terrible
damage.
The resulting community outrage led to a national gun
summit. There was consensus that something had to be
done to protect members of the community - but that
consensus was destroyed by the Liberal and National
parties. Immediately after the event, the Liberal Party
supported a consensus approach to gun control, but a
few short months later, after pressure was put on it by
the gun lobby, it rolled over. That was a case of weak
leadership, and today we find ourselves in exactly the
same situation.
Following the Port Arthur massacre the whole country
agreed on the need for national gun control. That was
agreed to by this government and all other governments
around Australia. But again, a few months later, when a
bit of pressure was put on it by the gun lobby, the
government rolled over. It is another example of its
weak leadership.
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The reasons we have been given for the changes to the
legislation revolve around the so-called right of gun
owners to carry guns and the genuine difficulties that
some of them may face. But that ignores the rights of
innocent people who are the victims of guns. It ignores
the fact that over the next decade tens if not hundreds of
innocent Victorians are likely to be killed by guns. We
ought to be more concerned about the rights of those
people than about the temporary inconvenience some
gun owners may suffer because of the strict regulations
that are now in force.
We do not want to go down the same path as America,
where gun use is widespread and more than 10 000
people die every year from the injuries they cause. One
of the purposes of the national gun agreement, which
the government is now undermining, is to reduce the
number of guns in the community. That is the reason
behind the 28-day wait before permits for additional
guns are granted. Delaying the issuing of those permits
puts a brake on the proliferation of guns in the
community. However, the changes will make it easier
for guns to be stockpiled, so there will be more guns in
the community - and that means the rights of innocent
people will be infringed.
Who are the people who invariably suffer from the use
of guns? They are victims of domestic violencewomen who are shot by their husbands or de factos and
children who are shot by family members - and
tragically, they are often young people who kill
themselves. Most of the research shows that one of the
most prominent reasons for the increase in youth
suicide is self-inflicted gun injuries by young men in
country Victoria. By watering down the gun control
regime, the government is increasing the likelihood that
more young men in country Victoria will kill
themselves. Young men who have their futures before
them but who experience temporary periods of crisis or
trauma will be able to kill themselves more easily if
guns are made more readily available.
All this is unnecessary! We had an agreement that was
supported right around Australia, but because of a lack
of leadership this government is allowing the agreement
to be watered down. It took a decade to get the
agreement and it is tragic that we are going to lose it
because of the government's short-term political
purposes.
The justifications that were used by the government
when it introduced the bill may have some validity, but
the problem is that the bill is much broader than the
justifications that have been given. The bill will allow a
much wider use of guns than the government has
admitted. A good example of this is the provision
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relating to the carrying or using of guns in towns or
populous places. The government says the provision
will allow guns only to be used on golf courses in a few
country towns if there are problems with birds.
However, the provision will allow people to carry
loaded guns in places like my suburb, St Kilda, or in
Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong and places right around
Victoria, and that will put lives at risk. The bill contains
no provision that says these guns can be used only for
getting rid of birds or the like on golf courses. The
government argues that permits for carrying guns in
these areas will be granted only by the Chief
Commissioner of Police. However, the bill grants
discretion to delegate the authority to any police officer.
As a result people will be able to walk into the local
police station to obtain that authority and will be able to
carry a loaded gun around the town. What good is that
for Victoria?
This provision will lead to innocent people being put in
danger. It will remove the rights of innocent Victorians
who will be at risk of being victims of increased gun
usage. If the government were genuine about this
provision it would have drawn it up in a much more
constrained way. The provision will mean open slather.
People will be able to carry guns in city areas as well as
in Ballarat, Geelong, St Kilda and other places for no
good purpose other than to win a few lousy votes for
the National Party!
Country people are not fooled by this provision. The
government cannot buy their votes by making these
amendments to the legislation when the government
has closed their hospitals and schools. The opposition
has moved a reasoned amendment, which is extremely
reasonable and which I support.
Another issue that deserves attention is the argument by
the government that some members of the shooting
fraternity need to be able to use semiautomatic weapons
for clay target shooting because they are physically not
able to compete in competitions using the firearms that
are currently legal. That argument is a fraud. Under the
current legislation people with physical disabilities are
able to obtain specific licences to carry semiautomatic
weapons.
That provision is contained in section 1 1(2)(c)(iii)(A) of
the act. However, the government is using subterfuge to
allow up to 1000 or 1500 extra semiautomatic weapons
in the community based on an argument that does not
stack up. If the government were honest it would admit
that this problem is already covered.

Mr Rowe inteIjected.
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Mr THWAITES - The honourable member for
Cranbourne asks, 'What if they all join a clay target
shooters association?'. Why don't they join? If that is
so easy, let them join! Why does the government have
to open up the legislation and destroy a national
agreement? The government appears to be bending
over backwards to ensure that every demand of the gun
lobby is met while ignoring the rights of Victorians
who may be the victims of gun carnage.
Mr TREASURE (Gippsland East) - I shall make a
brief contribution to this important debate. It is
important to put on the record what the government is
doing in this instance so that it can be understood that
its reforms are not part of a weakening of gun control
but are about making the whole issue more workable.
After the Port Arthur disaster 18 months ago we all
remember that the media went into a feeding frenzy. It
was most unfortunate that rational argument was
pushed aside with great regularity. 1, like many other
people, heard on talkback radio and read in the media
the statements of those who tried to put rational
arguments for sensible gun control. They tended to be
branded as rednecks and were not listened to. As a
consequence there was a hard push from Canberra to
get the agreement through quickly and the states were
pressed to pass legislation as soon as they possibly
could.
As a result the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services rightly said that we would need to revisit the
act as time went on to do some finetuning. I commend
the minister because he was prepared to see how the
legislation went and how it was accepted by the public
with a view to making it more workable, yet still
compatible with the views of the Australasian Police
Ministers Council and in line with the legislation in
other states. This is what the debate is about today. It is
not about letting guns loose in the community; it is not
about weakening the gun laws; it is about fmetuning the
act so that the gun laws are more workable, practical
and acceptable to law-abiding shooters who want to
take part in their sport in a sensible way without
endangering the public or interfering with anybody
else.
It is not about letting loaded guns be carried down the
main streets of our towns, as the honourable member
for Albert Park suggested. In fact, it will be only in rare
circumstances that one would see some careful,
controlled culling of certain pests within a town
boundary, and that would happen only after the police
had given permission after careful scrutiny of what was
proposed.
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Recently in my electorate an orchardist whose property
is located well out of town but within its defined
boundary had problems with flocks of birds stripping
fruit from his trees at the time of harvest. Because the
provisions in the act were too stringent he was unable to
obtain the necessary permission to shoot the birds to
protect his livelihood. These are the sorts of issues we
need to address. We need these provisions finetuned to
ensure that gun laws are workable, but public safety in
those instances is paramount.
I will comment on a number of points in relation to the
proposed amendments to the Fireanns Act that I feel
are very important. Members of the media and others
have commented about the emotional side of the issue.
Very few members of the media have bothered at any
stage in their summing up or reporting of this issue to
explain the government's amendments and how they
will affect the shooting fraternity and the public in
general. It is important today to set the record straight. I
commend speakers on this side of the house who have
done so in a positive and definite way. It is important to
infonn the public of what this legislation is about and
how the amendments in the bill are to be enacted.
A great deal has been said about junior shooters. Under
the proposed legislation junior shooters will be
encouraged to participate under proper supervision and
in circumstances that are clearly defmed in the act. That
is important. It is a little like the case of young drivers:
an advertising campaign has been devised to encourage
parents to teach young people how to drive and survive
on the road safely. Similarly, older people need to take
responsibility for young people learning how to handle
fireanns so they are given good guidance. It is equally
important that young people be given an opportunity to
learn so that if they want to continue further they can do
so with the benefit of knowledge and good safety
practices that can only be learnt by supervised
participation.
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through with a perfect score and win the world
charnpionship- I think for the fourth or fifth time.
Adrian explained to me recently that had he been using
a conventional shotgun or any type of shotgun other
than a self-loader the impact on his shoulder of having
fired so many shots over two or three days would have
been excruciating because of the concussion on the
shoulder over that period. However, he is now able to
bring his shotguns back into Australia regularly and
continue to compete here in local events as he does
internationally, and the legislative reforms have made
what he does much easier. He can continue to compete
and carry on the excellent name of Australian shooters
that has been earned over a number of years.
Collectors should receive some consideration. Although
one might question why somebody would want to
collect frreanns or just memorabilia, there are people
out there with extensive collections. Recently I visited a
home in Paynesville where I was shown a military
collection. The collector had everything from vehicles
and clothing to all sorts of military memorabilia from
the First World War, the Second World War and the
Vietnam War and intends soon to open up a museum in
the area. He has done a lot of work to preserve
Australian military history and has the support of the
local RSL. I believe that his contribution through the
collection will be beneficial for a district that is popular
with tourists, and it will continue to contribute to the
community over the years. It would be a pity to see that
memorabilia lost to the public and to the community in
general; that would be a loss that would affect the
public more than the man himself.
It must be emphasised that reforms are for the common
good. The reforms are about finetuning - about
getting it right. Any government that is not prepared to
revisit what it has done over a period of time, to refonn,
to amend, to improve and finetune, will end up with
legislation that does not meet the needs of the public
and is irrelevant, which means that the government
itselfruns the risk of becoming irrelevant.

The legislation has treated a number of groups in the
shooting fraternity unfairly. One that has attracted
considerable attention is the group using self-loading or
semiautomatic shotguns. It is critical to allow shooters
in various categories such as trap and skeet shooters to
participate and use the particular fireanns necessary for
those sports.

That will not be so with this government. It has always
been at the cutting edge, prepared to address issues and
get the job right without procrastination and with
confidence. I believe that is the case with the Fireanns
(Amendment) Bill.

I am proud to say that Adrian Cousins, world champion
in his category of clay bird shooting, lives in Bairnsdale
in the electorate I represent. The last time he won the
world championship in the United States of America he
achieved a perfect score of some 600 clean shots. He
was talked into entering that competition at the last
minute, and such is his skill that he was able to go

The minister's actions have been most commendable.
He was put into the difficult situation of having to push
the proposed legislation through quickly and make it
confonn to the requirements of the police ministers
council. These amendments to the bill do that. They are
not outside the spirit of what the police ministers
council agreed on or what other states are doing. There
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is uniformity, conformity and commonsense. It is
important that the government prevail and get this one
right.
I am not saying that perhaps some time in the future
further small amendments may not be necessary; I am
not saying everything is perfect. Once again, it is about
good government We on this side of the house are
prepared to listen to our public, to amend legislation, to
get things right and to keep getting them right To
expect things to be static, to say the world never
changes, is to live in a dream world. The world is never
static; the needs of the community are never static:
these things change with time and they will continue to
do so. That is only natural.
I commend the minister on his excellent work and I
commend the government on introducing these
amendments. I believe they will meet with acceptance
throughout the community because they do not weaken
gun laws or make public places more dangerous; they
maintain standards and make the legislation more
workable and sensible.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I thank honourable members
for their contributions to the debate on the Firearms
(Amendment) Bill, although some members have told
half-truths. When summing up the debate on the
Firearms Bill on 19 November 1996 I said, as reported
in Hansard of that date:
I know the bill is not perfect; I am the first to admit that. It has
meant very hard work for a lot of dedicated people in my
ministry, the government and the police force to reach this
stage. It is necessary to put the legislation before Parliament at
this time to accommodate the 10 resolutions agreed by the
Australian Police Ministers Council. It was of the utmost
importance that the resolutions be ernbodied in legislation.
We will have to revisit the legislation some time in the next
12 or 18 months, because anomalies will arise, but, as I said,
it was important that the bill be passed in the spring session to
accommodate the resolutions.

They were not then conceived because due process had
to be followed. The honourable member for
Shepparton conducted a series of public meetings
around the state, and my parliamentary secretary
examined the legislation in other jurisdictions and
gathered all the correspondence that came into my
office on the subject. It was through that process that
the bill was introduced.
Since its introduction some people have made a
concentrated effort to discredit the amendments by
describing them as undermining the national
agreement. I have always said and will continue to say
that these are finetuning amendments to give legitimate
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firearm owners the best opportunity of complying with
the act.
It is interesting to read the legislation in other
jurisdictions, including the qualifications to the 28-day
and semiautomatic firearm provisions affecting field
and game club members. Whatever one has to say
about the Port Arthur massacre, one should consider the
exemptions to the Tasmanian firearms act, which state:
Exemptions
155( I) The commissioner, subject to any specified condition,
may exempt a person or class of person from any provision
of this act relating to the possession or use of a firearm or
ammunition (a)

at an approved shooting gallery, approved rifle club,
approved pistol shooting club or approved range; and

(b)

subject to any conditions the commissioner considers
appropriate.

(2) The commissioner must not exempt a person or class of
person under subsection ( I ) unless satisfied that the
activities to be undertaken by that person or class of person
do not require a licence or permit.
(3)

Subsection (I) does not apply to a person who is the owner,
manager or operator of a shooting gallery.

(4) The commissioner, subject to any specified condition, may
exempt a person or class of person from a provision of this
act relating to the possession or use of a firearm or
ammunition.
(5)

An exemption is to specifY(a)

the person or class of person to which it relates: and

(b)

any condition to which it is subject.

This legislation has been on public display for four
weeks, After the first article in the Herald Sun
outlining the amendments, the honourable member for
Yan Yean spoke about the time provision and
suggested that something be done for juniors and field
and game club members. Yet after giving his initial
support, for whatever reason he ran ofT with the hares
and tried to create the grand illusion that the
amendments undermine the national agreement.
We have followed due process. The writer of this
morning's Herald Sun editorial should have checked
his facts. He said the legislation will give 18-year-olds
the right to use firearms. But the right for 12 to
18-year-olds to use firearms has always been available
under the 1958 act, and it was also put in the 1996 act
to allow them to gain junior licences. We are saybg
that, to avoid wasting the time of instructors, juniors
should be able to go to rifle ranges with them and learn
to fire the firearms. If they feel comfortable with that
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they should undertake the gun safety training course
and apply for the junior licence. This is commonsense
legislation that gives people the best opportunity of
complying with the act.
There has been a lot of hysteria about the changes to the
28-day waiting period. It does not matter whether it is
28 days or 10 days, because the same checks will be
carried out by the Victoria Police. The bill does not
alter the waiting period following the first application
for a firearm. In reality, it will take approximately two
weeks by the time one undertakes the safety training
course and is advised of the results. Once the results go
to the fireanns register, one has to make the licence
application by mail. That will take another 2 or 3 days
to arrive at the firearms registry, and the officer
responsible will have 28 days to consider it and return it
by mail to the applicant, which could take another
3 days. So one is probably 100iGng at 35, 36 or even
45 days, from start to finish, before a first application is
granted.
We are saying that, rather than the second process
taking the full 28 days, if after the checks have been
made the police commissioner feels that a person has a
justifiable case - such as a farmer whose firearm is
broken but who needs to protect ewes and lambs that
are being attacked by foxes - he or she can apply for
and receive a second licence in less than 28 days. Also,
if for whatever reason the firearm of a genuine shooter
is broken or lost, he or she may be given a licence
within the 28 days after going through the appropriate
checks. That is a commonsense, proper and sensible
outcome by which people can comply with the
legislation.
The legislation is not, as has been portrayed by the
opposition, a political exercise. It has been an exercise
in coming to terms with commonsense and allowing
people who are legitimate firearm owners the best
chance to comply.
Let us examine a claim by the Leader of the Opposition
that the Victorian government debated but lost its
argument on the 28-day rule at the last Australasian
Police Ministers Council meeting. That is a
misrepresentation of the facts.

Honourable members intefjecting.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - Deliberately misleading!
The background is that I had a telephone conversation
with Graham Ingerson, the then South Australian police
minister, about preparing a motion for consideration at
the July 1997 APMC meeting. When the background
papers were prepared and considered we found a
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difference between us in that the background papers to
the motion which would have been moved by South
Australia implied that approval for a permit to acquire,
other than for a person's first firearm, should be
automatic and immediate. That implication was not
supported.
Victoria had recommended that:
The discretion to waive the 28-day waiting period should be
amended to a discretion to reduce the 28-day waiting period.
It should be made clear that any discretion by the police to
reduce the waiting period should only be exercised where all
the requirements of the fireanns legislation are met in relation
to the applicant's entitlement to the firearm.

As South Australia and Victoria could not agree on the
wording of the proposed motions we decided not to
proceed to debate the issue in that forum. Therefore, a
motion was not moved.
However, the Victoria Police supported the proposed
Victorian motion. The police said they were:
... opposed to the original South Australian resolution. The
revised resolution addresses Victoria Police's concerns that a
more flexible position should not imply that a permit to
acquire - where a person already has a fireann - can be
issued automatically or immediately.

That spells out clearly that the conference took the
correct decision.
I now turn to the case of the juniors highlighted in
today's Herald Sun. This morning I have been advised
that Target Rifle Victoria has 150 junior members, 4 of
whom are currently studying on Victorian Institute of
Sport scholarships and I is on the Olympic athlete
program. Through Target Rifle Victoria juniors are
offered a gateway to competitive target shooting which
enables them to compete at commonwealth, Olympic
and world cup events. Last year some juniors competed
in the Czech Republic and Italy; I understand that this
year one will be competing in world cup events in
Barcelona.
In my own territory, the Wimmera, last year's
sportsman of the year was a young l7-year-old, Luke
Walker, who competed in America in the field and
game world championships which attracted competitors
from 35 countries. He won the world j unior clay target
under the field and game competition protocols.
The government is concerned about giving people the
opportunity to comply with the act. It is saying that
people who were members of field and game
associations prior to November 1996 can apply for a
semiautomatic licence; because of the guns recall
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program, the same conditions should apply to those
with disabilities or who are juniors. Even the field and
game people admit they are happy to have the same
semi-automatic shotguns as are available in New
Zealand and England; they are two-shot load guns.
They have a legitimate case which we are attempting to
accommodate in this legislation.
I understand 70 applications have been made to the
Australian Clay Target Association for semiautomatic
shotgun approvals and that a similar number of
applications - perhaps about 100- is likely to be
received from field and game members. I believe the
legislation contains fair, just and commonsense
amendments.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote no):

Ayes, 52
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley, Mr
Burke, Ms (Tel/er)
Clark, Mr
Coleman. Mr
Oavies, Ms
Dean, Or
Oixon, Mr
Doyle, Mr
Elder, Mr
EIJiott. Mrs
Finn, Mr
Gude, Mr
Henderson. Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John, Mr
Kilgour, Mr (Teller)
Lean, Mr
Leigh, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McArthur, Mr
McCaJl, Ms
McGiJl,Mrs
McGrath, Mr W.O.

McLeJlan,Mr
MacleJlan, Mr
McNamara, Mr
Maughan, Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr
Perton, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Richardson, Mr
Rowe, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Savage, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr E.R. (Teller)
Smith. Mr I.w.
Spry, Mr
Steggall. Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tehan, Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr
Treasure, Mr
Wells, Mr

Noes, 25
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr (Teller)
Carli, Mr
Cunningham, Mr
DoJlis, Mr
Garbutt. Ms
Gillett,Ms
Haermcyer, Mr
Hamilton, Mr
Hulls,Mr

Amendment negatived.

Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr (Teller)
Leighton, Mr
Lim,Mr
Loney, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs (Teller)
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Robinson, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Thwaitcs, Mr
Wilson, Mrs
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House divided on motion:

Ayes. 53
McLellan, Mr
Maclellan, Mr
McNamara, Mr
Maughan, Mr
Napthine. Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr
Perton, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
PhiJlips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Richardson, Mr
Rowe, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Savage, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr E.R. (Teller)
Smith, Mr I.W.
Spry, Mr
SteggaJl, Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tehan, Mrs
Thompson. Mr
Traynor, Mr
Treasure, Mr
WeIJs,Mr

Andrighetto. Mr
Ashley. Mr
Burke, Ms (Teller)
Clark, Mr
Coleman, Mr
Cooper. Mr
Oavies, Ms
Oean, Or
Oixon, Mr
Ooyle, Mr
Elder, Mr
Elliott. Mrs
Finn, Mr
Gude, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John, Mr
Kilgour, Mr (Tel/er)
Lean, Mr
Leigh, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McArthur, Mr
McCall,Ms
McGiJl,Mrs
McGrath, Mr W.O.

Noes. 25
Kosky, Ms
Langdon. Mr (Teller)
Leighton, Mr
Lim,Mr
Loney, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs (Teller)
Mildenhall. Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Robinson. Mr
Seitz, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson, Mrs

Andrianopoulos, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr (Tel/er)
Carh, Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis, Mr
Garbutt, Ms
GiIJen, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hamilton, Mr
Hulls, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

RETAIL TENANCIES REFORM BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 February; motion of
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport).
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I am of the
opinion that the carriage of this bill requires an absolute
majority.
Opposition amendments circulated by
:\1r HAERMEYER (Van Yean) pursuant to sessional
orders.

Mr HAERMEYER(Yan Yean)-I move:
That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words 'this bill be withdrawn
and redrafted to provide for- (a) the establishment ofa
Retail Tenancies Tribunal which, amongst other things, will
report annually to Parliament regarding the number of
disputes dealt with, the nature of the disputes dealt with, the
outcomes of disputes dealt with and any complaints or
anomalies relating to the act or regulations; and
(b) compensation to be paid by a landlord in the event that he
fails to comply with a proposed "right of preference to
existing tenants" condition in leases of retail premises. '.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! Before the honourable member for Yan Yean
proceeds I remind him and all other contributors to the
debate that they are now speaking to both the second
reading and the reasoned amendment.
Mr HAERMEYER - The opposition will support
the legislation and will propose specific amendments in
the committee stage. I will explain later why the
amendments will be put forward in that way.
The legislation falls a long way short of the mark. It is
a let down for small retailers and does not meet the
expectations that have been built up. I refer to the
minister's press release of November last year in which
she announced the introduction of the Retail Tenancies
Reform Bill, despite the fact that at that stage there was
no bill. The press release states:
The state government will draft new retail tenancy legislation
to provide greater protection for small business operators by
forcing sweeping changes to the relationship between
landlord and tenant.

The press release continues:
A new low-cost dispute process will be established, providing
simple access to determination of disputes between landlord
and tenant

This legislation certainly falls a long way short of what
might be described as sweeping cbanges. It misses
some of the really big-ticket issues so far as retail
tenancies are concerned and fails in its stated objective
of establishing a new dispute process that will enable
the low-cost determination of disputes between
landlord and tenant. It is a very small step in the right
direction, but it falls a long way short of the mark in
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respect of what most small retailers and small
businesses had hoped for.
The most notable area in which it falls short is security
of tenure - the one issue that the small retailers really
wanted to get out of the process and on which they have
been sold out. When the existing act ~ the act that is to
be replaced by the proposed legislation - was
introduced in 1986 it really blazed a trail in retail
tenancy legislation in Australia, and it was a Victorian
Labor government that led the way on this issue.
Because that legislation was a first attempt and was
traversing what were previously unchartered waters it
certainly did not pick up all the things one would have
hoped it might. At least it got things under way on this
issue. At that time, and when subsequent attempts were
made to strengthen and improve it, the legislation faced
obstruction from a coalition<ontrolled upper house.
The current Minister for Small Business had to be
dragged kicking and screaming to the point that we are
now at with the legislation. For months and months she
received pleas from small business owners and letters
outlining the plight of small retailers who were going
under because of the imbalance in the power
relationship between landlords and tenants, yet she did
nothing about it. The Minister for Small Business was
so busy gallivanting around the state enjoying the
benefits of her tourism portfolio that the needs of small
retailers and other small businesses did not even come
to mind.
Meanwhile more shopkeepers were losing their
businesses, livelihoods, life savings, superannuation
and homes because of the imbalances that existed in the
landlord-tenant relationship in relation to retail
tenancies. More shopkeepers were being bullied and
subjected to the predatory practices of some retail
landlords. The situation grew grimmer and grimmer,
and it was only because Steve Price took up a call from
the United Retailers Association and mounted a large
grassroots campaign on the matter that the minister
acted - it was the only thing that dragged the minister
out of her slumber.
Steve Price chaired a meeting of approximately
1000 people at the Wesley Church Hall and another
rally of 1000 people at Camberwell. Those meetings
made the minister sit up and pay attention; they forced
the minister to say, 'Yes, there really is an issue here
and, gosh, we are going to be in very severe political
strife if we do not act on this'. The minister was
pressured to the point that she set up a working party.
The opposition attempted to force the issue by
introducing a private member's bill last year, which the
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government refused to debate, entertain or even talk to
us about. Meanwhile the minister continued to drag her
heels.

have been affected by the policies of the government
and the business and retail sectors have also suffered in
a big way.

More than 12 months after the issue was first raised
there is finally a bill before the house, but it falls a long
way short of what the opposition requires and what
small businesses operators and small retailers had
hoped for. The opposition will therefore propose in the
comminee stage the amendments that have been
circulated.

I turn now to taxes and charges. Since the government
came to office. annual taxes and charges for electricity,
gas and water have increased by more than $2000 per
household. Those increased household taxes and
charges have had a direct effect on business because if
discretionary family income is being used to pay for gas
and water it is certainly not available to be spent down
at the local shopping centre. Soon, at the behest of the
this Premier, a consumption or goods and services tax,
that is, a GST, will be added to the burden. It will slash
consumer spending and increase the paperwork
confronting small business owners.

Small businesses and micro-businesses are of
increasing importance to the community. It is really the
growing sector of the economy as more people move
into self-employment and the economic rationalist
culture of puning people out of work - downsizing is
the tenn used - takes stronger hold. Many people are
using their payouts and superannuation cheques to form
small businesses or micro-businesses and are becoming
self-employed.
Small business is doing it really hard in the state of
Victoria because the government has sold out.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr HAERl\1EYER government.

It is the gaming and casino

Honourable members interjecting.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! The honourable member for Van Yean will
continue without assistance from honourable members
on my right.

Mr HAERMEYER - Small retailers and small
restaurants are suffering as a result of the gambling mad
and unchecked gaming mentality of the government.
One has only to look at how Lygon Street has been
affected by the competition for the discretionary dollar.
The Casino and Gaming Authority tells us that
Victorians annually spend $2.6 billion on gaming-a
$1.8 billion increase since 1990. That is $1.8 billion
that is not being spent in small shops and restaurants
but is going into the pockets of the likes ofLloyd
Williams and Bruce Mathieson. That is one area where
the government has given small business a big sock in
the mouth.
Secondly, there is the decline in employment. The
government let go tens of thousands of public sector
workers and people have left many regional areas, for
example, fonner SEC officers, employees of the
fonner DARA in Bendigo and former employees of
the railway workshops in Seymour. All of those areas

The biggest sell-out of all is the open slather retail
trading hours, which is an absolute betrayal of small
business. This government told small business, 'Our
policy is to have shops open on one Sunday a month' .
When it was elected to office again in 1996 the first
thing it did was completely deregulate trading hours.
The change was designed to benefit the Coles Myers,
the Woolworths and the Safeways. The government' s
policy has slugged the small strip shopping centres - it
is strangling small neighbourhood shopping centres,
small supennarkets and milk bars. I have been to
hundreds of small retail businesses across the state
where people tell me they are losing $2000. $5000 or
$7000 a week! Those amounts reflect an enonnous loss
of trade for small businesses and it has been brought
about because the government has taken from them the
edge that they had over the big guys on one day of the
week. On Sundays the small neighbourhood
supermarkets could make their buck. Now all that
money is going to the Coles and Safeways, while the
people in small business are going broke!

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! I remind the honourable member for Yan Yean
of the title and content ofthe bill. While the Chair
allows a certain amount of latitude to the lead speaker
on either side of the house, this is not a debate on small
business. I suggest that the honourable member
concentrate the majority of his debate on the issues
before the house.

Mr HAERMEYER - I will certainly take your
advice on that, Mr Acting Speaker. As I said, that
policy will lead to more and more small businesses
closing.
The government said about its shop trading reform
legislation in a booklet that it distributed to small
businesses:
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No lease will be able to force a retailer to open.

But its legislation does not have that effect! Its
legislation prevents that from occurring only between
5 o'clock on a Saturday and midnight on a Sunday.
Small businesses have been dudded again! Those
people, who work very hard, have been forced to open
their shops on Cup Day, Anzac Day and New Year's
Day. One retailer told me that he has had three days off
in three years! That is the sort of thing the legislation is
doing to people.
The government will not legislate to achieve what it
promised with trading hours for the very same reason
that it will not go any further with this bill, that is,
because the government is in the pockets of big
business and the big end of town. This government will
jump whenever big business wants something. Small
business has no voice in this government.
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like. After listening to him I certainly know what a
small mind sounds like!

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! If the honourable member wishes to continue to
enjoy the protection of the Chair, he should not seek to
provoke interjections from the opposite side.

Mr HAERMEYER - Fair enough. These days the
real division in the community is no longer between
employer and employee but between big and small, that
is, those who have market power and those who do not.

Mrs Shardey - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, while not wishing to unduly interrupt the flow
of the honourable member's words, I point out that you
directed him to come to the substance of the bill. So far
I have not heard him mention one clause of this bill,
although I imagine he would wish to discuss numerous
clauses.

Mr Spry interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Mr HAERMEYER - Because the guys at the big
end of town make the donations to the Liberal Party
coffers! They make the donations to money-laundering
outfits such as the Cormack Foundation and Vapold
and they finance Liberal Party election campaigns!
When government members leave this placehopefully forcibly, after the next election - they will
go to the big end of town, seeking jobs and
directorships.
This government has a serious conflict between what it
claims to be its big business constituency and its small
business constituency. It has made its choice and sold
out small business. Whenever the interests of big
business and small business have been in conflict the
government has not hesitated to come down on the side
of the big end of town. That is why it is losing the
small business constituency. The Liberal Party and
National Party have betrayed the small business
constituency and so we will take it from them!

Mr Honeywood interjected.
Mr HAERMEYER - I can understand it is
exciting you, because it will certainly affect your seat!

Order! I do not uphold the point of order. I have been
listening to the honourable member for Yan Yean.
While I did remind him earlier that he should direct his
remarks to the subject of the bill, at this stage his
remarks are relevant.

Mr HAERMEYER - Honourable members on
this side of the house are on the side of those who do
not have market power, and honourable members
opposite are on the side of those who do have it. The
bill is about people who have market power and those
who do not. It is about large shopping centre landlords
and small retailers. Honourable members on this side of
the house are on the side of the small businesses, the
micro businesses, the self-employed and the employees.
We are about evening up the odds. The role of
government is to provide a fair go for everyone. The
market system can work only-Mr Honeywood interjected.
Mr HAERMEYER - Electricity rates, gas
rates - you are the people who have whacked them up
by $2000 a household!

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! Discussion across the table is disorderly. The
Minister for Tertiary Education and Training should
allow the honourable member for Yan Yean to get on
with his contribution to the debate without assistance.

Mr HAERMEYER - The minister at the table
says I wouldn't know what a small business looked

Order! The minister should allow the honourable
member to get on with the debate.

Mr HAERMEYER - The market system can
work efficiently and effectively only where there are
not gross imbalances in market power. The role of the
government is to ensure that those imbalances are
evened out. Members on this side of the house want to
use the powers and resources of government to even up
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the odds for those who do not have the advantages
enjoyed by large corporations but have stacked against
them economies of scale and all the market power,
Therefore members on the opposition side of the house
propose to work with small business to address some
of those issues, Later I will refer to one of the problems
faced by people in small business, particularly in the
retailing sector, They are represented by a
fragmentation of merchants' associations, so it is very
easy for landlords to pursue a divide-and-conquer
policy,
I refer to some examples of the need to even out the
odds by changing market power relationships in retail
tenancy, A number of retailers in the food court at
Parkmore Shopping Centre were given an undertaking
that each year 180 000 people would go past their
doors, which was a gross misrepresentation by the
shopping centre management - the figure is nowhere
near that Then, without consultation, the management
undertook renovations which decreased access to the
food court but no compensation was paid to those
retailers, who have invested a lot of their time and
money in trying to get businesses going in the shopping
centre,
A direct impact of the extensive renovations to the car
park at Northland Shopping Centre was a drop of up to
30 per cent in the turnover of some businesses, They
claim that dusty surrounds and noisy works make for an
unpleasant shopping environment. One business that
had been successful for eight years closed down
because it could not rise out of such a large slump in
turnover, Again, no compensation was paid to the
retailers who have no reasonable right of appeal against
many decisions taken by shopping centre managers,
One hairdresser at Highpoint Shopping Centre spent
$40 000 trying to get to the government tribunal
handling such matters,
The provisions of the bill fall short of establishing a
simple dispute resolution procedure, A dispute that
goes to litigation will cost about $100 000 and could
take two years to be concluded. What small business
can absorb such costs?
An article in the Berwick Leader of 3 June 1997 with
the headline 'Rising rent destroys dream', which is
about a retailer in the Fountain Gate shopping centre,
states:
A couple who have abandoned their Fountain Gate business
of eight years blame steep rental rises for ending their
business dream.
Gesse and Maureen Saldaneri said their takeaway food shop
at Fountain Gate shopping centre had cost them $170 ()()() to
establish and maintain since 1989.
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But a combination of rising rent, slow trade and increased
competition has forced them to shut their doors.
The shop, called Healthy Attitude, traded for the last time on
Saturday. Five employees lost their jobs.

One might say they are the realities of business. The
article continues:
Mr Saldaneri told the Leader his rent had risen 110 per cent
since he started the business. The crunch came when his lease
expired in February.
'The proposal for a new lease was to increase rent by around
54 percent

That is an extraordinary slug. The article continues:
I managed to negotiate it down to 33 per cent but it's still
absolutely impossible when you look at the turnover'
Mr Saldaneri said.
'I'm just devastated. If I was to accept the new lease it means
my rent would have tripled in eight years. I am walking away
with virtually only the pocket money in my pants. I've been
persevering for 8 years for this.

That is just one story and there are thousands of others.
The Greensborough shopping centre is owned by the
Lend Lease Group. Tenants there were coaxed into the
shopping centre on the promise that a Myer store
would open at the centre and would be what is termed
the anchor store. Existing tenants were told their rents
were being substantially increased because Myer was
moving in and that that would massively increase the
volume of business.
Apart from the fact that the promised traffic through the
stores has not occurred the shopping centre
management has now undertaken with Coles Myer Ltd
for the store to be a Target store. Target and Myer have
a very different attitudes to retailing and a very different
clienteles, which means a different type of person will
be coming through the store. A retailer who opened at
Greensborough shopping centre on the basis that a
Myer store would open there and who tailored the store
to fit in with the type of customer that would be
expected to use Myer would be adversely affected ifhe
or she suddenly discovered that a different segment of
the market was being attracted to the centre.
Although the centre management was quick to
dramatically increase rents for store holders when it
was expected Myer would be coming to the centre it is
extremely reluctant to reduce those rents now that Myer
is not coming. It seems it all works one way and there is
an enormous level of arrogance.
I will quote from a couple of articles relating to these
issues. The first is from the Australian Financial
Review of 11 March 1998. It states:
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The retailers say the Myer closure could result in a
reclassification in the status of the centre, from a major
regional centre to a subregional centre.

That is very important in relation to the type and
volume of traffic going through the centre. They want
the core rents changed to reflect that. The article
continues:
The Retail Traders Association said a large number of its
members had entered the centre as a result of My er being
there and were paying a premium to be in a major regional
shopping centre.
'Our members are looking for recognition and compensation
for the fact that the goal posts have changed,' said the RT A's
Mr Timothy Piper. 'The fact is the shopping centre is of lesser
standing now than when it had the full M yer store.' ...
One tenant said his rent went up almost 50 per cent to reflect
the increase in the number of shoppers Myer was expected to
attract.

That did not eventuate. I could probably list 20 or
30 shops that closed because the trade did not
eventuate, yet rents were not scaled back.
The tenant, who refused to be named because of fear of
reprisals, said that so far Lend Lease had refused to review his
rent in the face of the Myer closure.

Reprisals are also the issue in the sense that an
extremely aggressive attitude has been taken by the
management of that shopping centre towards tenants,
and particularly towards the attempts of tenants to
negotiate their case collectively. Management refuses
to recognise the merchants association that is being
developed at the shopping centre. On one occasion the
federal shadow minister for small business visited the
shopping centre and the staff of Lend Lease followed
him taking photographs of the storekeepers who were
talking to him. If that is not intimidation, I do not know
what is.
Another article appeared in the Herald Sun of 16 March
under the headline 'New tenants group seeks Plaza
compo'. It states:
United Retailers Association vice-president Paul Russo said
the merchant group would represent Greensborough traders in
discussions with Lend Lease.
Mr Russo said informal tenants groups were often
'weak-kneed, and Iimp-wristed' because they feared
retribution from landlords.
He said Greensborough's embryonic merchants association
was mustering support from the tenants and would seek a
physical presence in the centre.
'Unfortunately it is the M.O. of these centres to divide and
conquer,' Mr Russo said.
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That is certainly true. They try to get the tenants one
out rather than collectively because that way they have
all the market power and the tenants have none. The
article continues:
The 13 098 square metres of space left by Myer is to be filled
at the end of this year by Australia's largest Target store.
A long-standing food court tenant, who declined to be named,
said he had taken a second job to support his young family
after sales at his shop dived more than 40 per cent.
He said his rent leapt 110 per cent when Myer was named
new anchor tenant in 1995.

I wonder whether his rent will now drop by 110 per
cent, or whether it will drop at all. Despite statements
on behalf of management that it is prepared to
renegotiate rent and lease arrangements with tenants I
have yet to fmd one tenant who has found that
management is prepared to agree to a reduction in rent.
The article continues:
But he said the 'mini department store' had been a
disappointment to traders and shoppers alike.
'I think it was an experiment at our expense which backfired,'
he said.

They are the sorts of bullying and predatory tactics that
are used and the sorts of situations that exist out there.
The situation is heavily stacked in favour oflandlords.
Last year at the Parkmore shopping centre the
honourable member for Springvale and I heard a
horrific set of tales. One shopkeeper told me that his
outgoings for the shop - the payments he has to make
to management for various things - increased by
$7000 per annum. He had originally been told the ~um
was to be $27 000 per annum and was later told it had
been calculated incorrectly and was $34 000. He had
based his whole business around the representations
that were made to him about the outgoings.
That was a misrepresentation, but unfortunately he has
little protection under the current system. A hairdresser
told me he lost $600 000, including his two houses, as a
result of misrepresentations made by the shopping
centre management.
The operator of the Nutshack told me that since the
shop opened in 1996 she has had effectively only three
days off because of the retail trading regime. Whether
she wants to or not, she is being forced to open by the
centre, despite the Premier's claims that she cannot be.
She told me that because she is a franchisee she is not a
party to the lease so anything relating to her business
has to be negotiated through the franchise.
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She also said she is required to carry certain types of
stock, including nuts and so on, which she has to buy
from a certain supplier, yet on the other side of the aisle
a health food store that is also selling nuts - her core
business - is able to buy them from wherever it likes
and so undercut her. She has absolutely no say in
whether other stores can sell the same sorts of products
she sells.

people with no specialisation in retail tenancies. We
propose that a retail tenancies tribunal be
established similar to those that exist in Queensland and
in New South Wales. It would be fairly simple to do
and would provide a speedy and cheap
dispute-resolution procedure - -

That is a recurring theme. Often a retailer is skating on
thin ice if he or she goes into business after being told,
'You are the only newsagent' or 'You are the only
chemist' and having no recourse to redress if other
retailers come along later and change the tenancy mix.

Mr HAERMEYER - If you believe that, you are
kidding yourself. The bill is predicated on the hope that
at some stage in the future a new super tribunal will be
established. That tribunal will be like the court
system - big, cumbersome and bureaucratic. We are
trying to put in place a streamlined. simple procedure
involving people with some specialist understanding of
the issues confronting retail tenancies.

~rs

Shardey interjected.

Mr HAERMEYER all that, if you keep calm.

Mr Spry interjected.

I will get into the detail of

Small business retailers are usually ordinary peoplebricklayers, shop assistants, managers and cooks who may have used their life savings and
superannuation payouts or mortgaged their homes to
set up businesses to realise a dream and try to secure a
future for themselves and their families. They deserve
a hell of a lot more protection than they are being
offered by the bill. Their life savings, homes and
livelihoods are being put at risk by the sorts of
predatory practices that retailers and avaricious
landlords are getting away with and by the actions of a
government that does not care because it is in the
pockets of those at the big end of town.
The opposition wants to even the odds by beefing up
the legislation with its proposed amendments, which
address some of the key concerns the bill ignores.
However. because we have been advised that we cannot
make amendments that involve the appropriation of
government funds, we have supplemented them with a
reasoned amendment that seeks the redrafting of the bill
to establish a retail tenancies tribunal.
The government is holding off introducing a quick
dispute resolution procedure in anticipation that at some
stage - we have not even been given a date - it will
establish a new super tribunal to take over from the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal, the Small Claims
Tribunal, and a number of others. Firstly. that is a rather
distant hope and offers nothing by way of a simple
dispute resolution process for the present; and secondly,
we do not think a super tribunal is the best way of
dealing with the issue, because at the end of the day the
same situation will apply. The tribunal will be big,
bureaucratic and cumbersome, and people will have to
wait a long time to have their disputes dealt with by

As I said, the reasoned amendment proposes that the
bill be redrafted to establish a specialised retail
tenancies tribunal. So we could get some feedback on
how well the legislation is working, it would report
annually to Parliament on things such as the number of
disputes it has dealt with, how many people are
dissatisfied with their retail tenancies, and the nature of
the disputes it has dealt with. That would enable us to
know about the issues that concern small retailers and
the sorts of disputes that arise between retailers and
tenants. The tribunal would also report to Parliament
on the outcomes of those disputes, so we would know
about whether they were satisfactory or unsatisfactory.
If the tribunal came across some inadequacies in the
legislation, it would also report that to Parliament,
which would enable us to deal with them.
The reasoned amendment also proposes that
compensation be paid by a landlord in the event that he
fails to comply with a condition giving a right of
preference to existing tenants in the leases for retail
premises that are proposed in our amendments. We
were unable to include that provision in the
amendments because we were advised that, as the
government is also a landlord, it may impinge upon
appropriation issues. For that reason the provision was
included in the reasoned amendment. In effect it says
that ifthere is to be security of tenure, there must also
be some sanction that makes it enforceable. I will
discuss the security of tenure issue in more detail later.
The amendments also propose that the coverage of the
bill be extended to all retail premises, regardless of their
size and whether they are private or public companies.
The reasons for that are simple. The application of the
bill is restricted to businesses that occupy less than
1000 square feet. That is unreasonable, because floor
space is not an adequate indication of whether a
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business is small or large or whether the proprietor has
any market power. It is an unreasonable and arbitrarily
drawn distinction, because some businesses - such as
furniture businesses and service stations - require
large amounts of space by their very nature.
There is an issue of the public corporation versus the
private. A private corporation is usually deemed to be a
small business, but a public corporation is regarded as a
large business. But it is not always so. Take the
example of Sussan's and Portmans, which are direct
competitors, where one is a private corporation and the
other a public corporation. One organisation will
receive the protection of the bill and the other will not.
The distinction should be removed. I know landlords
will say, 'What about Coles-Myer?' This issue is about
market power and Coles-Myer does not need the
protection of the bill. It can arrange better deals itself. I
doubt whether it will ever resort to the provisions in the
bill. Coles-Myer is capable of dictating terms to
shopping centres. It is one of the few organisations that
a shopping centre landlord or developer listens to. It is
one of the few organisations that can make them dance
to its tune. All major shopping centres want a
Coles-Myer store in their centre because it is the hook
to drag in other smaller retailers; it is the magnet for
other businesses. The removal of the distinction is not
unfair.
The proposed amendments also deal with business
plans. It is proposed that a retailer will provide a
business plan as a counter to the disclosure statement
required by the landlord, but something is missing. It is
proposed that the business plan will be prepared by a
financial adviser, but who or what is a financial
adviser? My mother often tells me that I should save
more money, so she may be a fmancial adviser because
she is giving fmancial advice. What is to stop her
putting that advice on the back of a tram ticket, if she
can get one out of the automat? The provision should
be clearly defmed. The opposition's amendment
proposes that business plans be prepared by recognised
retail experts - that is, employees of a recognised
merchant association or qualified accountants.
It is possible that a tenant may be sued over a business

plan. I am informed by government advisers, retail
tenant organisations and the property council that,
under contract law, business plans are binding on the
tenant, even though they are not under this bill. A
business plan should be drafted properly, otherwise the
tenant may be stung. The opposition also proposes to
limit the increases in management fees to the increase
in the consumer price index. Management fees are
often used by retail landlords as a backdoor way of
increasing rent. It is commendable that the legislation
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caps the rent, but the management fees are not capped.
Iftheyare not capped they will be a backdoor way of
increasing rent.
The opposition proposes that merchant associations
should be recognised as tenant representatives. One of
the difficulties with small businesses is that often the
organisations that represent them do not have any
legally enforceable standing in negotiations with
landlords. Tenants do not have the right to have
organisations such as the Retail Traders Association of
Victoria, the Australian Hotels Association or other
organisations represent them in negotiations with
landlords. Those organisations accumulate expertise
that is beneficial in helping the tenant get a good deal.
Trade unions provide a similar service to their
members, but small business organisations do not have
the benefit oflegally enforceable status.
It is easy for the landlord to divide and exploit small

businesses because of their lack of market power and
the fragmentation of small business organisations. The
landlord can pit one against the other. If a tenant is
represented by a merchant association the stings in the
contract would be pointed out and he would end up
with a better contract than if he were unrepresented.
The legislation is silent on security of tenure, which is
the baseball bat that the landlord uses to hold over the
head of tenants. The failure of the legislation to provide
security of tenure will enable the landlord to say in
respect of any other part of the legislation, 'We are not
obliged to renew your lease when it comes up'. A
tenant can be easily coerced to do things that he or she
would not otherwise do because of the lack of security
of tenure. Small retailers often invest tens of thousands
or hundreds of thousands of dollars in shop finings
when establishing their businesses in shopping centres.
The business may have a five-year lease, but often it
takes three or four years before it can make some
money. There is then only one year left of the lease
before the rent is reviewed and there is no obligation or
preference for existing tenants.
A new shopping centre may have difficulty attracting
large tenants to the centre because it is in a new area
and the retail traffic has to be established and proven, so
small businesses are often enticed into the centre by the
offer of low rentals. They make significant investments
because they believe they have a future in that shopping
centre, but four or five years down the track when the
area has matured the landlord may invite a large,
national retailer to come into the centre, and that could
be the end of the small tenant. The tenant could be done
over, and that should be avoided.
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Another typical example is where a landlord may want
the tenant to do something the tenant is not obligated to
do under the act or under the tenant's contract, but the
landlord wants control over the way the tenant runs his
or her business, The landlord may be concerned about
the fact that the tenant might be causing the landlord
some problems by doing terrible things like forming a
merchants association. The landlord can threaten the
tenant by suddenly saying, 'Look, we don't have to
renew your lease'. For example, the tenant cannot be
forced to open on a Sunday. But I have spoken to many
shopkeepers who have said to me, 'I know I am not
legally obliged to open on a Sunday but the landlord
has let it be known to me in a none-too-subtle way that
it is at his discretion whether he is going to renew my
lease or not'. The tenant has hundreds and thousands of
dollars invested in his business and the landlord is
saying, 'You don't have to open on a Sunday but bear
in mind your lease renewal is coming up in two
years' - and that threat sits there; it compromises
every other provision.
The failure to provide for security of tenure
compromises every other provision in the bill. The
opposition believes the inclusion in the bill of that
provision is very important. I understand the majority
of people on the minister's working party were
prepared to propose a security of tenure provision, but
because the landlords' representative did not want that
provision going through it was withheld. If the minister
wants to act on behalf of small business let her act on
behalf of small business, not ask for the permission of
the landlords before she says, 'Yes, I am prepared to
put a security of tenure provision in the act'. Let her be
bold; let her govern. After all, that is what governments
are for - unless they are in the pockets of big business
and unless big business says, 'No, we don't like that',
and the government runs back with its tail between its
legs.
The security oftenure condition is an extremely
important provision missing from the act; it should be
included. The minister says very feebly, 'That is all
taken care of as a result of the unconscionable conduct
provision in the federal Fair Trading Act'. I would like
an explanation about how the unconscionable conduct
provision in that act will stop a landlord from refusing
to renew a lease for a tenant who has been in occupancy
for one term. I would like to know how the
unconscionable conduct provision is going to work in
that regard. It is a rather feeble excuse.
When the federal government was asked to deal with
security of tenure it said, 'No, we have no jurisdiction
over the matter; that is the responsibility of the state
governments'. The Victorian coalition minister says it
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is provided for in the federal act and the federal
government says, 'We have no power over security of
tenure'. So we have two coalition governments
kowtowing to the landlords, to the big end of town, and
the poor old tenants being done over once again. It is an
appalling situation.
The opposition believes the proposed legislation is a
small step in the right direction, but it falls a long way
short and is seriously compromised by its failure to
address security of tenure. For that reason the
opposition is proposing amendments which wil I
provide for security of tenure; they will provide for a
retail tenancies tribunal and a number of other things. If
honourable members opposite honestly want to
represent small businesses in their constituencies they
will support those amendments. If they do not we will
know they are supporting the minister; they are
kowtowing to the landlords, to the big end of town.
Honourable members should bear in mind that the two
government members who were on the minister's task
force - and I see one of them in the housesupported the concept of security of tenure. When the
proposed amendments are voted on I invite those
members to join with the opposition to support what
they supported on the task force. Otherwise the position
they took on the task force is nothing but hot air. If you
are fair dinkum about small business you will support
these amendments. If you are in the pockets of the big
end of town you will not support the amendments.
Mr RY AN (Gippsland South) - It is my pleasure
to join the debate on a piece of legislation that is
fundamental to the operation of small business in
Victoria. I commence by considering the scale of small
business in the state. Victoria has about 170 shopping
centres and 2.5 million square metres of retail space,
and more coming; retailing in Victoria employs about
300 000 people and has an annual turnover of about
$29 billion. Accordingly, there is no doubt that small
business is a huge component of the wealth and welfare
of the citizens of Victoria-not only for those who
derive indirect benefits from being able to enjoy the
various aspects of our diverse retailing base but also for
those who are directly engaged in its operation. The
proposed legislation relates particularly to those people.
I will put on the record the government's position on
this bill and also comment on some of the points made
by the honourable member for Yan Yean. In his
contribution he referred to the 1986 legislation as
blazing a trail. It blazed a trail all right; it blazed a trail
and left behind it a heck of a lot of burnt ground. It was
left to this government to come in and address some of
the outstanding issues missed by the 1986 legislation.

RET AlL TENANCIES REFORM BILL
Thursday. 26 March 1998

ASSEMBLY

The bill goes a long way towards dealing with those
many issues and towards accommodating the multitude
of holes left in the 1986 legislation by the previous
Labor government. I recognise we have a blueprint
which will work very well; nevertheless it will require
modification as we experience the practical aspects.
There is no doubt about that and it is not unusual.
As the chairman of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee I have the great pleasure of
examining every single piece of legislation that comes
before the house. The majority of that legislation is in
the nature of amendments. In the main, the bills
introduced into Parliament are amending legislation
that has already passed through the chamber and
making sure it works better. I do not resile for one
moment from the fact that inevitably we will see
changes in this legislation as its practical use unfolds.
As has been observed by the honourable member for
Yan Yean, I was a member of the working party
examining this issue. It is important that I trace the
process under which the working party was established,
because the honourable member has not got it quite
right. The minister called a small business summit on
15 April 1997. Arising out of that summit the retailing
community expressed a number of concerns. The
concerns were on behalf of the tenants in the retail
shopping centres around Victoria but were not
exclusive to them. Landlords also raised aspects of the
1986 act, so there were mutual concerns. However, by
far the dominant issue the government had to grapple
with was accommodating the needs of our tenantsmost particularly those engaged in tenancies in
Victorian shopping centres - in a fair, practical and
just manner.
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sorts of situations prevailing in country Victoria.
because in our major regional areas there are not only
shopping centres but strong retailing centres.
As you know, Mr Acting Speaker, I practised law for
many years. I can think of few instances in which I
have heard such a litany of misery from so many
people, all of whose stories had a consistent theme. To
be fair to the honourable member for Yan Yean, he
captured some of that in his speech, and I do not intend
to regurgitate it. The general theme was that tenants had
become involved in contractual lease arrangements that
were different from those they at first thOUght they were
becoming involved in. Despite the arrangements agreed
to at the outset, for various reasons the dynamics
changed dramatically during the course of the leases,
and tenants felt powerless to do anything about them.
That problem was presented in a range of ways.
As one of its priorities, the working party sought to
redress the balance in the interests of everybody
involved. It is not just an issue oflandlords versus
tenants or tenants versus landlords. Rather, the bill
seeks to adjust the arrangements between the parties
and to set up a structure whereby they can come
together in the best interests of all concerned.
The 1986 legislation does not serve everybody's
purposes and does not give everybody a proper say.
That is simply not the way to do business. In
considering the preparation ofthe legislation, the
working party sought to develop three fundamental
aspects. It wanted greater disclosure by all parties. It
wanted tenants to have the best possible means of
assessing what they were getting into in signing their
leases. Equally, the working party also wanted to'
ensure that tenants did the hard work they needed to
best assess their capacity to run their businesses. As a
result they will now be required to develop a business
plan.

Following the summit on 15 April, the minister
established her working party. I was asked by the
minister to participate in it, and I gladly did so. The
working party was chaired by the Honourable Wendy
Smith, who represents Silvan Province in another place.
It comprised representatives from the Retail Traders
Association of Victoria and the Property Council of
Australia, as well as the operator of a small business in
the suburbs of Melbourne. The five of us set about
examining the pertinent issues. Our recommendations
were contained in a report, which in turn was translated
into legislation.

I will dwell on that point for a moment because it
brings to mind an issue raised by the honourable
member for Yan Yean. He said he had legal advice to
the effect that an action could be undertaken based on
the contents of the business plan while criticising the
government for not carefully defming who is and is not
a business adviser for the purpose of the act. The two
things do not sit together.

The working party received more than lOO written
submissions. It interviewed 170 individuals and groups.
Most were from tenants groups, but there were plenty
of representations from landlords. The working party
consulted widely, not only in the City of Melbourne but
throughout the metropolitan area. It also examined the

For the very reasons the honourable member for Van
Yean specified, a tenant will have to make absolutely
sure he gets the best advice available to him in
preparing his business plan. The best incentive he will
ever want, apart from the first priority, which is to
ensure that he can make a proper judgment about the
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viability of his business, is that ifhe submits a
document the contents of which are wrong and which
could be considered to have been negligently prepared
he will open himself up to all sorts of problems at law.
The natural result on both scores is that the business
plan will be prepared based on the best possible advice.
The working party wanted to ensure that the legislation
contained the appropriate elements of national
competition policy, which has been debated in other
parts of Australia. It also wanted to ensure it contained
an effective dispute resolution process. To take up the
point made by the honourable member for Yan Yean, I
accept that that process is not defined in the legislation
as it stands. However, the Attorney-General has a
legislative review in train that will enable the
restructure of the tribunal system before the end of the
sittings. From that will come a mechanism whereby at
long last tenants will have access to a tribunal that will
enable them to pursue their rights quickly and cheaply.
There is a temporary provision in the bill that reflects
the existing law, but as 1 said the Attorney-General will
introduce legislation to establish the new tribunal
system during these sittings.
Somewhat disparagingly the honourable member for
Yan Yean said that whoever sits on the tribunal will
need specific knowledge and experience of retailing to
do the job properly. By defmition the tribunal will have
the capacity at law to adjudicate on the matters which
come before it. The bill applies to retailing premises of
less than 1000 square metres. The working party
considered whether that should be changed, but in the
end it concluded that it should remain as is - and the
view across Australia is the same.
Existing leases are not affected by the legislation, save
that they will be subject to the new tribunal. However,
the bill will cover the exercise of an option under an
existing lease. I appreciate that that does not sit well in
some quarters because in some cases it will affect lease
provisions of many years standing. Nevertheless, as a
matter of policy the working party's preferred option
was to bring everything in under the new legislation.
The legislation contains the requirement of a disclosure
statement by the landlord of a retail premises. It is
important that anybody reviewing the passage of this
legislation should go through the disclosure statement,
which is contained in the schedule. I raise that matter in
the context of the points made by the honourable
member for Yan Yean when he said there were
deficiencies in the current structure. I accept that there
are many deficiencies in the current structure, and that
is why I am on my feet debating the bill.
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When honourable members examine the issues the
honourable member for Yan Yean raised they need
only read the disclosure statement to see that under the
operation of this legislation these issues will be
overcome. The issues he raised included traffic flows at
Parkmore being deficient; tenants being caught with the
cost of renovations at Parkmore; no compensation
being payable at Northland when traffic flows were not
up to par and renovations were being undertaken; a
tenant at Northland having expended $40000 in costs
in a court dispute with his landlord; a rent increase of
54 per cent at Fountain Gate, and problems with
merchant associations. All those issues have been dealt
with under the bill.
I shall run through the disclosure statement because it is
apparent that the honourable member for Yan Yean has
not looked at it. It deals with such matters as landlord's
details; tenancy details; lease - including term of the
lease, options to renew the lease and other such issues;
and rent - requiring a definition of rental provisions;
outgoings - which have been the cause of grave
concern among tenants and include such matters as
airconditioning, ventilation, building intelligence and
emergency systems, security, fire protection, water,
electricity, insurance and so forth.
The disclosure statement also requires the provision of
promotional and marketing information, and this has
been the cause of much concern among
tenants; shopping centre details, such as the name and
address of the shopping centre, the number of retail
shops in the centre, the total floor area of the shopping
centre, the facilities and services provided by the
landlord and fixtures and fittings provided by the
landlord, and it goes on to talk about the merchants
associations, details of which have to be attached.

An important matter contained in the statement which
was pointed out by the honourable member for Yan
Yean is that it requests information on projected traffic
flows and supporting documentation, if available. The
statement deals with the issues that the honourable
member highlighted as being problems within the
current legislation. I say again, that is exactly why I am
on my feet and that is precisely what the government
sought to address in the working party's
recorrunendations.
The disclosure statement further requires information
on work to be performed by the tenant and plans for the
centre, and states that the following renovations,
redevelopments or extensions to the centre are planned
by the landlord for the term of the lease. This
accorrunodates another issue raised by the honourable
member. The statement provides for general disclosures
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and additional representations, and contains a
declaration by the tenant or the tenant's agent.
Honourable members only have to run down that list to
see that the government has set out in the document a
whole raft of issues that the landlord will be required to
disclose to the tenant before the tenant comes into the
shopping centre. If the landlord does not provide the
disclosure statement the penalty is that he will not
receive the rent. No disclosure statement, no rent! The
disclosure statement provided in the 1986 legislation
was a joke. In the end nobody was issuing the
statements because no significant penalties were
imposed on a landlord who failed to provide one. The
most meaningful penalty that a landlord will ever
understand is: no disclosure statement, no rent.
If the landlord provides a tenant with a disclosure
statement that is fallacious and intended to lure a tenant
into the premises on an erroneous basis, that is covered
by clause 26, which deals with compensation by the
landlord. I shall not recite the clause chapter and verse,
but it traces through the course of events available to
the tenant. The tenant can go to the tribunal to obtain
appropriate compensation as assessed by the tribunal.
The tenant does not have to get involved in a $40000
court case and it will not entail a year's process, which
some of the poor devils have had to contend with.
Rather, the tenant will go otT to the tribunal and put up
his or her case and he or she will get a result. This is
one of the core provisions in the legislation.
I share the view of the honourable member for Yan
Yean that the sooner the tribunal is up and running the
better, and that is the very reason for having included
that provision in the bill. We accept that the current
system, introduced by the Labor Party, has not worked
and we need to fix it. To that end the honourable
member and I are as one.
The disclosure statement must be provided to the
proposed tenant. If the tenant is a franchisor he or she is
to get the disclosure statement. If the tenant is a
franchisee, the franchisor is obliged to hand it on to the
proposed tenant. During the working party discussions
issues were raised about whether franchising should be
dealt with in the bill, but because that is a national issue
it will be dealt with on that basis. In the meantime we
have dealt with it in the way that is set out in the bill.
With regard to the question of rent reviews, I accept the
comment by the honourable member for Yan Yean that
this has been one of the fundamental problems. I agree
with him also that it has been used unfairly by landlords
for the purpose of demanding a better outcome from
tenants than might otherwise apply. We heard in the
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working party discussions that a vast percentage of
tenants re-sign. They exercise the option, but the query
is whether they do it because they want to do it or
because they have been trapped into it. We looked
carefully at how we would go about the process of
renewal and the question of the rent that would be
charged. In a sense we put them together. Under the old
system the problem was that as a lease wound down such as with a week to go - the poor tenants sat like
ducks on a pond with no assurance from the landlord as
to whether the lease would be reviewed. If the answer
from the landlord was in the affirmative, it was
matched with a qualification that sometimes said the
lease was going to be renewed but that the rent would
be increased by some impossible margin. As a result
the tenant was placed in a terrible situation of deciding
whether to walk away and abandon the goodwill in a
business he or she had operated for perhaps five years
or whether to re-sign.
We believe the legislation overcomes the problem. It
requires the landlord to tell the tenant six months before
the lease expires what his or her intentions are. We
have required the landlord to provide that information
to the tenant so the tenant has six months notice. That
will require all those concerned to focus their minds on
that important issue.
The question of rent and rent reviews has been dealt
with under the bill to ensure that if during the course of
the lease the parties want a rent review, they must
specify it. If all else fails it will be dealt with by way of
a market base. What we have sought to do-and I
believe we have achieved it - is remove the dreaded
ratchet clause. Of all the deficiencies you hear about in
the 1986 legislation, the most common is the famed
ratchet clause.
One could easily make a Freudian slip when talking
about the ratchet clause. Some of the people we spoke
to were terrorised by that measure, and it is quite right
that it go. The Labor Party had a couple of goes at
trying to fix it but could not do it. This government has
succeeded. The poor devils whose lives would
otherwise be ruled by a ratchet clause will now find that
markets rents will apply and, if necessary, rents will be
assessed by the valuers association. That is as it should
be. I am proud to say on behalf of the government that
the issue has been dealt with at long last, and that will
be of enormous benefit to tenants.
The time within which the landlord is required to
respond to an application by a tenant tor an assignment
has been cut from 42 days to 21 days. The government
believes that is conunercially practical yet still allows
the parties plenty of time. The issue of outgoings was a
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nightmare for tenants. Under the terms of the bill
landlords will be required to deal with outgoings in an
appropriate manner.
The government has also dealt with costs, an issue
important for tenants. I say with some knowledge that
the practice has been for tenants to pay substantial sums
of money, quite often in circumstances where landlords
have had the opportunity to carefully develop leases
appropriate for their purposes. Historically, a tenant has
had plenty of opportunity to have a lease scrutinised,
however. leases of 100 pages or more have now been
developed and, in the case of some major landlords.
stylised. I do not mind that; a landlord should be able to
develop a lease in a manner he or she sees fit. However,
the tenant should not have to pay the costs of the
landlord in the preparation of a lease in addition to his
or her own costs. The bill achieves that result. It should
be made clear that it is not the intent of the legislation to
require the tenant to pay the landlord's costs in relation
to the direct preparation of the lease and matters
pertaining to it. The costs of extraneous matters may be
another issue, but costs associated with the lease are to
be met by the parties to whom they relate.
In the course of responding to the points raised by the
honourable member for Yan Yean J have already

touched on dispute resolution. The honourable member
for Van Yean also referred to the question of balance of
power, and I accept what he says. Although no
government can legislate absolutely on this issue, it
must be addressed as well as possible. This bill attempts
to highlight that balance - some would say imbalance.
I shall use an analogy which mayor may not sit well:
the government has tried to ensure that before they get
married the relevant circumstances of both parties are
totally disclosed. Prospective tenants will be required to
go through a rather torturous process, for which I make
no apology whatever, of obtaining a business plan to
demonstrate that their businesses will work.
All necessary details in relation to the proposed leases
are to be supplied. Tenants will then be required to go
through the very difficult task of making a full
assessment as to whether they should go into business
or not. That process ensures that for as long as the
parties are in the relationship represented by the lease
the rights and remedies available to them are just and
practical. Finally, if all else fails and the parties are
required to revert to the use of the tribunal to solve any
problems, both parties will have a system available to
them which will be fast, fair and reasonably priced.
I am satisfied that the bill will provide justice to all
people involved in retailing in Victoria. I commend the
minister's courage in taking these issues on board and
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doing something about them in a practical way. This
will be a tribute to her for the currency of her ministry.
Retailing in Victoria will be put on a footing which is
fair and appropriate to everybody involved in it.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting suspended 12.55 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.

The SPEAKER - Order! Last Thursday I advised
the house that it was brought to my attention that a
3A W broadcaster had contravened the resolution of the
house on broadcasting parliamentary proceedings. On
that occasion I undertook to meet with the Leader of the
House, the Leader of the Opposition and the Clerk to
determine what action. if any. should be taken with
regard to this breach, which J must say, was a serious
breach.
I advise the house that I have received letters from both
Mr Mitchell and the station management indicating

that in future they will abide by any resolution of
Parliament about broadcasting. As a consequence I
intend to take no further action on that particular
matter. However, during that meeting we discussed the
broader issue of broadcasting and televising
proceedings of our Parliament. We had a useful
contribution from the chairman of the press gallery
about broadcasting. That ad hoc committee will
continue to meet and will come back, I hope, with
some recommendations to the parties as to which way
we should go in the future on broadcasting.
Mr Kennett - As obviously the broadcaster
offended the rules of the Parliament on both sides of the
house, I ask whether you, Mr Speaker, would see fit to
read both the letters to Pari iament, the one from
Mr Mitchell and the one from 3AW so that they can be
on the record?
The SPEAKER - Order! I would be happy to read
the letter from Mr Mitchell. The station manager,
Mr Mott, specifically asked me if I would maintain the
confidence of his letter, except with the members of the
ad hoc committee. I feel obliged, unless I contact
Mr Mott first, that I do not read his letter. The contents
of the letter are not earth shattering by any means, but I
shall undertake after question time to read
Mr Mitchell's letter. I do not have it with me at present.
If Parliament wishes me to read Mr Mott' s letter I
would do so only after contacting him. as I indicated I
would, if it were necessary at any future time to make
the contents of his letter public.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
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ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the house that
the Attorney-General will be absent from question time.
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services will
handle her questions.
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I believe the guidelines in the broad are fme and the
way in which the users of those cards have
administered and discharged their duties has been
reasonable. There have been some exceptions, but I
think they have all been explainable.

Audit Victoria: board appointments
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Mr Leigh interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! That is not a good start
from the honourable member for Mordialloc. I had
cause on Tuesday and Wednesday of this week and last
week to admonish members regarding their behaviour
at question time. If members are not prepared to accept
that, the fuse of the Speaker is likely to become
considerably shorter. The honourable member for
Mordialloc has not started off all that well.

Ministers: credit cards
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I refer
the Premier's stated view that 'a minister must wear
what happens in his or her department' and his
confirmation today in relation to the use of credit cards
by directors of the Museum that, 'I am responsible, I
make no bones about that whatsoever'. Given the
Premier's total failure to date to apply the principles of
ministerial responsibility, what action will he now take
to stop the systematic abuse of government credit cards
in his office, in his ministerial portfolios and across all
government departments?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his penetrating question. As I have
said before, I believe credit cards and their use are
without a doubt the greatest protection the public has of
expenditure by those who are authorised to make
purchases on behalf of government, be they ministers or
public servants. As we have seen, they are all itemised
and then they can be held up through FOI for public
scrutiny.
As I have always said, we have in place guidelines that
are designed to give those who use credit cards
guidance as to how and when they should be used.
There will always be the odd occasion when there is an
exceptional circumstance, and where that happens it
has to be judged on its merit as to the reasons why that
credit card might have been used for something outside
of the norm. On a number of occasions that has been
brought to public attention, by the honourable member
for Niddrie in this house and elsewhere. Each of those
should be judged on its merit.

Mr WELLS (Wantirna)- Will the Premier advise
the house of progress towards the establishment of
Audit Victoria, the statutory corporation to be created
as part of the recent reforms to the Audit Act?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - The house will be
aware that last year we made changes to the
administration of the Auditor-General's office which
will see the Office of the Auditor-General and Audit
Victoria established. It is intended that Audit Victoria
will be operating from 1 July 1998 - that is, about
three months from now. It will take on some work from
the Auditor-General's office and will also be able to
compete with the private sector.
I am pleased to be able to announce today the board of
Audit Victoria, the statutory corporation that has been
established as part of reforms to the Audit Act, to
provide competitive audit and accounting services. The
chainnan of Audit Victoria will be Mr David Elsum, a
Melbourne businessman and fellow of the Australian
Society of Certified Practising Accountants. He was
also president of the State Superannuation Fund.
The board also consists ofMr Flavio Belli, a fellow of
the Australian Society of Certified Practising
Accountants and former group general manager
responsible for internal audit at the ANZ bank;
Or Brian Robert Stewardson, former chief economist at
BHP; Miss Eleanor Underwood, a member of the
Australian Society of Certified Practising Accountants
and director of Underwood Management Group
specialising in strategic planning and management
consulting; and Professor Keith Houghton, the
Fitzgerald Professor of Accounting at Melbourne
University, and a fellow of the Australian Society of
Certified Practising Accountants and of the Institute of
Chartered Accountants in Australia.
As the house was advised when the changes were being

debated, the government has had ongoing and frequent
discussions with the Auditor-General Mr Ches
Baragwanath. He has submitted a number of names to
us, some of whom have been included on the board. All
the individuals have been supported by
Mr Baragwanath. Already discussions have taken place
between Mr Baragwanath and Mr Elsum. The
government is also in the process, through
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head-hunters, of selecting the CEO. I hope to be able to
announce the selection of a CEO in the not-too-distant
future.

acceptable and are precise enough, but they must and
will always be able to accommodate the exceptional
circumstance which should then be judged on its merits.

I am confident that these progressive administrative
reforms will progress smoothly. They will be for the
benefit of not only the public but also those who form
the staff of Audit Victoria which we all expect to be a
very professional and successful organisation.

The point of the press release by Professor Penington
about the aspect ofMr Morris's activity that has
attracted public attention recently is that the board has
absolutely no evidence whatsoever of any fraudulent
activity by Mr Morris. Yes, there were what appeared
to be some unusual uses of the card, one of which
related to a dinner for the Honourable Haddon Storey,
the outgoing minister at the time; that was a board
dinner to farewell Mr Storey. Mr Morris, as the chief
executive of the Museum, picked up that cost on his
credit card. It could have been put on the credit card of
the Museum or paid for by cheque, but that is quite an
acceptable expenditure. It certainly happens in the
private sector. The alternative was to hire outside
catering and bring it indoors, which would probably
have cost a deal more.

Ministers: credit cards
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer the Premier to the
resignation ofMr Graham Morris following revelations
he breached credit card guidelines by using a
taxpayer-funded credit card for personal purchases.
Will the Premier give an undenaking to the house that
any ministers, ministerial staff or senior bureaucrats
who have breached the guidelines in the same manner
will also be required to resign?
Mr KEl''NETT (Premier) - I thank the honourable
member for his absolutely predictable question. Had
he - and I am sure he has -looked at the press
release issued by Professor David Penington yesterday
relating to Mr Morris, he would have also noticed that
the professor referred to a number of specific
management weaknesses which were identified. That
did not relate only to the use of credit cards but also to
things that were picked up in an independent audit that
was conducted-Mr 8rumby interjected.
Mr KENNETT -

Mr Baker-Mr Speaker, there is a former Speaker
in the house.
Questions interrupted.

You've had a very ordinary day!

The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will cease interjecting.
Mr KENNETT - These were picked up by the
audit conducted independently by personnel outside the
Museum. I am not aware of the details of those specific
management weaknesses as yet, but I will be receiving
a briefing later today from Professor Penington. I can
only say again in terms of the credit card issue
generally, as I have said in answer to the first question
today, that guidelines are put in place-Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETT -

I believe the guidelines are highly acceptable. I
understand in a political sense that a lot of emotion is
poured on the issue when they are released - and I
understand that is part of politics - but government
members will always have the ability to retain some
degree of flexibility in assessing, where the exception is
put into play, whether that has been justifiable.

I beg your pardon?

The SPEAKER - Order! I have warned the
Leader of the Opposition for the last time.
Mr KENNETT - As I told the Leader of the
Opposition earlier, I make no bones about the fact we
have guidelines in place. I think those guidelines are

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
The SPEAKER - Order! Before calling the next
question, I am indebted to the honourable member for
Sunshine who reminds me that a former Speaker, the
Honourable John Delzoppo, is in the public gallery. I
am pleased to welcome him.
Honourable Members -

Hear, hear!

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Questions resumed.

Local government: elections
Mr PATERSON (South Barwon)- Will the
Minister for Planning and Local Government inform
the house of the outcome of the recent elections held for
four Victorian councils?
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Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - Elections have been held for
four councils: elections for the City of Greater Geelong
and the Surf Coast Shire; a non-election but a return of
councillors unopposed in the Borough of Queenscliffe;
and a by-election in the Northern Grampians Shire
Council. The result is that the second round of elections
in Surf Coast and Greater Geelong has led to a
significant change in the nature ofthe councils elected.
Large fields of candidates contested the elections: 42 in
Greater Geelong and 18 in Surf Coast. There was a
high degree of interest in the municipal elections and a
high voter participation, which indicates the strong
degree of community interest in local government.
Seven of the nine councillors elected to the Greater
Geelong City Council are new councillors, not having
previously served on that council. The nine candidates
elected come from a wide range of backgrounds and, I
am sure, will bring a variety of skills to the council. I
look forward to continuing and reaffinning the good
relationship with the new council and look forward to
working closely with them in the future.
They have now moved to a new electoral structure with
four ward councillors in single-councillor wards and
five councillors elected at large, as is the situation in the
City of Melbourne. The system was recommended by
the council, as were the ward boundaries. I do not think
the honourable member for Geelong North would
disagree that the result of the election was a fair one.
Some five of the nine councillors elected in the
Surf Coast Shire elections were not fonner councillors.
It is pleasing to note that four of the councillors are
women and the enthusiasm of the new representatives
for the challenges that lie ahead is encouraging.
The voter participation rate of 67 per cent in the Surf
Coast Shire elections is an increase on the previous
election results of 60 per cent. Although joint owners
were registered in Geelong the participation rate has
increased to 74 per cent, which indicates the strength of
interest in the election result.
It was with regret that I agreed to a request by the
Borough ofQueenscliffe for a reduction in councillor
numbers from nine to seven. One councillor had no
intention of returning and they operate like a club, with
the right number of applicants for the number of
vacancies. A more robust process in Queenscliffwould
be welcome - even by the local member, although I
suspect he might be a member of the club!
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Museum Victoria director: credit card
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer the Premier to the
fact that Professor Penington, chainnan of the board of
the Museum of Victoria, today criticised Graham
Morris, the Museum's CEO, for buying suits with his
taxpayer-funded credit card. As a result of making these
personal purchases, Mr Morris has resigned. Will the
Premier require ministers to resign for using their
taxpayer-funded credit cards to make personal
purchases - for example, the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services bought jewellery - or will that be
a further example of his double standards to protect
mates?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I thank the honourable
member for his supplementary question. If he did not
hear my answer to questions nos I and 2, he can read

Hansard.

Preschools: funding
Mrs SHARDEY (Caul field) - Will the Minister
for Youth and Community Services advise the house of
the government's commitments to Victorian preschools
and of any special initiatives to assist preschools?
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - I thank the honourable
member for Caul field for her commitment to
preschools, which is shared by the government in
providing opportunities for all four-year-old children in
Victoria to have one year in a preschool prior to
entering the school system.
Earlier in the year the government announced an .
increase of 4.5 per cent in per capita grants to
preschools. A further announcement was made of a
13.6 per cent increase in subsidies for families holding
a health care card entitling them to a reduction of some
$100 a year in fees, as opposed to the previous amount
of$88.
I am pleased to announce today that an additional
$2.55 million will be provided to all kindergartens
across the state. The money will be provided in two
packages, the first being the provision of $1 000 to
every kindergarten in the state with more than
10 students enrolled, and $500 for every preschool with
fewer than 10 students enrolled. The money is provided
for the upgrading of equipment and for minor capital
works.

In addition $1 million will be available in a pool of
funding, enabling preschools to apply for up to $10000
for capital works to assist in meeting the new children's
services regulations coming into effect later in the year.
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The regulations are essential to provide for the health
and safety of children attending preschools.

in the Asian market have caused a surplus of material
and an inability to dispose of it.

This forms part of the government's commitment to
and understanding of the importance of preschools
across the state. The response to the government's
commitment is overwhelming. I advise the house that
93 per cent of eligible children are attending preschool
in 1998, which is the highest figure on available
records. There have been record enrolments for two
consecutive years. Preschool education is being
provided in 1642 locations across Victoria, which is
66 more than in February last year. The positive results
of record attendances and record preschool locations
show the benefit of the positive partnership between the
government, Kindergarten Parents Victoria, the staff
and committees of preschools and the whole preschool
community. The government is committed to providing
a quality preschool education to Victorian children,
evidenced by the increased per capita grants announced
earlier in the year and the additional funding announced
today providing for new equipment upgrades and new
capital works at preschools across the state.

The government puts forward two new proposals.
Currently a stockpile of approximately 50 000 tonnes
of mixed newspaper exists, and the government is
giving an incentive of $20 per tonne for organisations
and individuals to dispose of25 000 tonnes either
through reuse, recycling or use in other ways.

Premier: credit cards
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer to the resignation of
Mr Graham Morris for making personal purchases on
his taxpayer-funded credit card, and ask the Premier if
he will explain why one rule applies to Mr Morris and a
different rule applies to him. as he has made personal
purchases of some $1777 on his taxpayer-funded credit
card?
Mr KENNETT (Premier)-Can Ijust say 'ditto'?
I refer the honourable member to the answer I gave to
both the Leader of the Opposition and himself to
questions nos 1 and 2, where he will have all the
answers he needs for as long as he likes.
Recycling: kerbside
Mr JENKINS (BaHarat West)- Will the Minister
for Conservation and Land Management announce to
the house details of a scheme to ensure Victoria has a
sustainable long-term future for kerbside recycling?
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - The government is pleased to
announce today additional funding to assist with the
recycling of mixed paper. All honourable members are
aware that part of the current problem with excess
mixed paper results from the community's enthusiasm
for recycling. Paper was one of the first articles to be
recycled and was highly successful. Recent difficulties

The governrnent needs to ensure that that product is not
going to landfill, which would be against the principles
of reducing the amount of material going to landfill and
meeting the reduction targets the government has set
for material going to landfill.
Secondly, the government has provided a further
incentive of up to $500 000 to assist people to sort the
mixed material that is collected at the kerbside. A
difficulty exists that mixed newspaper is of little or no
value whereas sorted newspaper, cardboard and
magazine paper have a much higher value. The
$500 000 incentive will assist companies,
organisations, collectors and sorters to put in
infrastructure to facilitate sorting. It is important that the
government should smooth out the difficulties that have
arisen in recent times in relation to this important
environmental issue.
The initiatives of the Environment Protection Authority
and Ecorecycle and the initiatives of the Publishers
National Environment Bureau will go a considerable
way towards providing a long-term, sustainable sorting
and recycling process to deal with newspaper waste.

Ministers: credit cards
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer to the Premier's
commendation of the opposition's scrutiny of
expenditure on taxpayer-funded credit cards. Will the
Premier now instruct ministers, including the Treasurer,
the Attorney-General, the Minister for Finance, the
Minister for Housing, the Minister for Youth and
Community Services, the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management and the Deputy Premier, to
immediately release details of their credit card use
under freedom of information, or will he continue to
cover up those documents and the improper use of
credit cards by his ministers?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I thank the honourable
member for his question. As I understand it, you have
put in a freedom of information for every minister.
The SPEAKER - Order! I do not think I have. I
think the honourable member for Niddrie has.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier suggested I
had put in freedom of information requests. I do not
think I have.

packages to increase the number of properties available
for public housing tenants. That will translate to
123 new dwellings in areas of very high demand for
public housing. It is only one of the government's
programs.

Mr KE~ETT - No, of course you have not,
Mr Speaker, but the honourable member for Niddrie
has put one in on just about anything that walks and
moves. That is fine; it keeps him occupied. We are very
pleased that it keeps him occupied because it keeps him
and the ALP totally diverted from the issues that worry
the people of Victoria, issues like health, education and
a range of others.

A very positive aspect of the house and land package is
that the awarding of the contracts will now provide a
direct stimulus to the construction industry - it will
create employment and help meet the housing needs of
Victorian households. On the basis of 38 people being
employed per $1 million spent in the construction
industry there is a potential for thousands of jobs to be
created through these new projects.

The honourable member for Niddrie has filed freedom
of information requests with each of those ministers or
their offices, and they will be answered in accordance
with the time lines set.

It is important to emphasise that it will be a large and
ongoing program with additional tenders being sought
every 2 months over the next 12 to 18 months. Already
tenders have been called for another $30 million worth
of housing as part of the program, and tenders will
close towards the middle of next week for $10 million
worth of design and construct projects in which
builders will construct houses of their own design on
land owned by the Office of Housing. The program will
result in the construction of a further 110 properties for
public housing tenants.

An honourable member interjected.

Mr KENNETT - That is not so, Mr Speaker. I
checked in my office yesterday and all of those FOIs
came in on different dates and therefore all of them will
be released on time in accordance with the rules set
down by FO!. I hope that you wait with bated breath for
them to come and they occupy your every waking
minute, apart from those things that you do at other
times during the day.
The SPEAKER the Chair.

Order! The Premier will address

Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr KENNETT -- The honourable member for
Thomastown says, 'Does that mean you will be
staggering them?'. If they are put in on different dates
the responses are going to come at different times,
Peter! In the meantime we will get on with the business
of governing the state.

Housing: building programs
Mr ASIll..EY (Bayswater) - I ask the Minister for
Housing to inform the house of the progress being
made concerning the government's house and land
package and design and construct program as they
relate to new housing developments.
Mrs HENDERSON (Minister for Housing) - In
October last year I announced details of a new program
for the Office of Housing to acquire public housing in
the state through a new house and land package
program. Contracts to the value of $14 million have
recently been awarded for these house and land

Over the next two years or so these programs will
involve capital expenditure in excess 0[$120 million.
That is an unprecedented amount of money going into
house and land packages in Victoria, yet that
$120 million is in addition to the current construction
and spot purchase programs that are being undertaken
by the Office of Housing. These initiatives represent a
comprehensive approach to increasing the quantity and
quality of public housing stock available for Victorians.
The contracts that have just been awarded are for
$14 million worth of new housing. That will provide an
enormous stimulus to the building construction area,
will result in new jobs and will provide important new
accommodation for public housing tenants.

The SPEAKER - Order! The time appointed for
asking questions without notice has expired. I
undertook to the house that I would read the response
of 3AW broadcaster, Neil Mitchell. It states:
Dear Mr Speaker,

I have noted and reponed your comments at the opening of
question time on Thursday regarding a broadcast by me on
3AW.

I wish to assure you that in no way did I intend to be
disrespectful to you or your office.
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I might add, I pointed out to Mr Mitchell that it is not
simply disrespect to me or my office but to Parliament
itself. Parliament carried the resolution. The letter
continues:
I believe the issues I raised regarding the broadcast of the
grievance debate are of significant public concern. I assure
you that I will make myself available to you and the named
committee at any time you may wish to discuss any issue
around this.
Further, I do not propose to take this action of broadcasting
such material again.
Yours sincerely,
Neil Mitchell.

RETAIL TENANCIES REFORM BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition)Mr Speaker, the opposition has moved a reasoned
amendment to the bill and has circulated 15 specific
amendments to be moved by the shadow Minister for
Small Business, the honourable member for Van Yean.
The reasoned amendment calls essentially for the
establishment of a retail tenancies tribunal, better
reporting mechanisms to Parliament and security of
tenure for small business.

The proposed legislation is crucial to small business in
Victoria. If any piece of legislation could be described
as having the greatest impact on small business in this
state it is legislation dealing with retail tenancy.
The Cain Labor government in Victoria first introduced
legislation to give protection to retail tenants and an
attempt was made to amend it. Over the five and a half
years of this government little or no change has been
proposed to this fundamental legislation. The bill
represents an attempt at improving what Victoria has
experienced in the past, but it goes nowhere near far
enough in improving the situation for retail tenants in
Victoria.
A number of other important issues are affecting small
business in this state. The first is taxation. Since
October 1992, 800 increases have been made to fees
directly affecting Victorian businesses. They include
increases in business licence fees and statutory bank
charges, and the introduction of taxes such as the
grease-trap tax which effectively levied a $353 flat
charge on small business.
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The last state budget offered nothing for small
business - in fact the government imposed two new
taxes. It imposed a new payroll tax burden on more
than 600 Victorian small businesses that had previously
paid no payroll tax, and a new land tax burden on tens
of thousands of small businesses that had previously
paid no land tax.
The introduction of24-hour trading has also impacted
severely on the small business sector. In introducing
open-slather shop trading hours the government added
a new strain to the battle of being a small business
person, although at the time the government promised
that no-one - I repeat, no-one - would be forced to
open against their wishes. I am sure all retailers
remember that promise highlighted in the government's
glossy booklet sent out to promote the changes to shop
trading hours. The Premier did not keep his word. It has
taken less than 12 months for the weaknesses of the
Kennett government Shop Trading Act to be revealed,
with some shopping centre owners taking advantage of
those weaknesses.
Traders have been forced to open their doors on public
holidays because the Shop Trading Act provides no
protection whatsoever for them. The Premier's
response to the obvious weaknesses in the act was to
have a chat with the big end of town. The government
introduced no legislation and made no commitment to
small business. Over the Easter break the opposition
will be monitoring the situation to see how much
protection the Premier's agreement provides.
Another issue which has affected small business in this
state is the impact of the casino and gaming on retail
businesses. The impact of gambling on the retail dollar
is well documented. There can be no doubt that the
increase in the level of gambling expenditure has had a
devastating impact on the retail and small business
sector. The report by the Victorian Casino and Gaming
Authority identified a $1.8 billion increase in gambling
expenditure since 1990. According to the report
Victorians now spend $2.6 billion on gambling. Per
capita expenditure on gambling in Victoria rose from
$198 per head in 1990 to $581 per head in 1996.
No-one could - and I do not think any member of this
house would - pretend that such an increase has not
had a significant impact on the retail dollar. That impact
has been felt particularly in those suburbs where there is
a clustering of gaming machines. The government has
put a much greater effort into appeasing its friends in
the gaming industry in general and the casino in
particular than it has into trying to develop a framework
to ensure that the interests of retail tenants are properly
protected.
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Another concern about the government's legislation is
the small business regulatory burden. The centrepiece
of the government's regulatory reforms is the business
licence simplification program. The whole of the
program was slammed by the Auditor-General, who
found in his special report no. 44 that only 7 per cent of
the licence reductions in Victoria since the introduction
of the program by the Kennett government could be
directly attributed to the program.
When the Attorney-General said that in audit opinion
the benefits realised from the licence reductions at this
stage do not justify the costs involved in implementing
the program, basically he was using shorthand or a code
word for describing the program as ajoke. The
Attorney-General said also that in terms of savings only
the removal of the licence to manufacture margarine
could be attributed, but only in part, to the program.
The total annual savings from this so-called centrepiece
of the government's approach to small business
regulatory reform is estimated by the Auditor-General
to have been $120 000. That is, according to the
Auditor-General out of a small business sector that
generates tens of billions of dollars of turnover a year in
Victoria, the total annual savings of this business
licence simplification program - the so-called efforts
by the government to ease the small business regulatory
burden - were estimated at just r 1 20 OOO! Small
businesses deserve far better than such a half-hearted
effort to address their main areas of concern.
An important issue to consider in debate on the bill is
the growing pessimism amongst small businesses
across Victoria. The end result of the attacks on small
business is becoming crystal clear. At the beginning of
this month the Kennett government received a massive
vote of no confidence from Victorian small business.
The latest Small Business Index put out by the Yellow
Pages found that small business confidence in Victoria
had slumped and that Victorian small businesses are the
most pessimistic about their economic future in
Australia. Indeed Victoria was the only state which
recorded a 'dramatic fall' in expectations for the
economy.

A government member interjected.
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contained in the bill. He has in fact been debating every
other issue relating to small business - gambling,
payroll tax, stamp duty, land tax, the Auditor-General's
report on business refonn programs - but nothing
about retail tenancies. I believe that in doing so he is
wasting the time of the house. Mr Acting Speaker, I
seek your assistance in bringing the Leader of the
Opposition back to the matter before the house.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Maughan)Order! I uphold the point of order raised by the member
for Monbulk. I ask the Leader of the Opposition to
confine his remarks to the bill.
Mr BRUMBY - I certainly will relate my remarks
to the Retail Tenancies Refonn Bill. During the month
leading up to the introduction of this legislation I
consulted widely throughout the small business sector
in Victoria about this issue. I consulted with the Retail
Traders Association of Victoria and met with all of its
member bodies. I consulted with the United Retailers of
Australia and convened a meeting of tenants and
management - the Land Lease Group -- at the
troubled Greensborough shopping centre. I thank my
colleague the honourable member for Bundoora - Honourable members intefjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Maughan)Order! There is too much audible conversation. I ask
members to either lower their voices or leave the
chamber. This is an important debate and the Leader of
the Opposition deserves to be heard in silence. Would
the honourable member for Monbulk please either
resume his seat or leave the chamber.
Mr BRUMBY - It is no wonder the parliamentary
secretary is leaving the chamber. I have figures that
show how many companies either failed or were wound
up over the past five years under this government.
Guess! Do you think it is 2000 or 3000? It is 11 000.
Since this government came to office 11 000
companies have failed or been wound up, more than
2000 of them in the past year. No wonder the
parliamentary secretary, the honourable member for
Monbulk, skulks out of the chamber. He is ashamed of
the government's record in small business. It is an
appalling record.

Mr BRUMBY - Do you blame them?
Mr McArthur - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, I raise the issue of relevance. The Leader of
the Opposition has been debating now for some 8 of his
allocated 30 minutes. During this time, while he has
mentioned the bill several times, he has not once
strayed into the realms of discussing the issues

As I said, I consulted widely in the lead-up to debate
on this bill. Less than two weeks ago I consulted with
the Property Council of Australia and addressed its
members on a whole range of issues. I consulted with
representatives of the Westfield shopping centre,
which has strong views about the legislation - of
course they oppose it.
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I met with tenants ofWerribee Plaza in a meeting that
was organised by the distinguished member who is
doing such a fine job in leading the campaign against
the proposal by this thoughtless, heartless, short-sighted
Kennett government to locate a toxic waste dump in
Werribee.
I also attended a public meeting last year with the

shadow Minister for Small Business, the honourable
member for Yan Yean, which was convened by
Mr Steve Price of 3AW. That was held in Melbourne
and about 1000 small business and retail tenants
attended. The Minister for Small Business was also
there. I compliment 3AW on the role it played in that
campaign in bringing this issue to public attention.
The bottom line about the bill is that in its current form
it does not address a number of key issues of concern to
Victorian retailers. As I said, the opposition has
circulated specific amendments relating to a number of
issues. The first is extending coverage of the bill to
all - and I emphasise the word' all' - retail premises
regardless of size and whether they are public
corporations. The second is improving security of
tenure by ensuring preference is given to sitting tenants.
The third is ensuring that business plans are endorsed or
prepared by a recognised retail expert rather than
simply an undefmed financial adviser. The fourth is
limiting increases in management fees to increases in
the CPI, and the fifth is recognising the right of
merchants associations to represent tenants.
Because of standing orders Parliament cannot make
specific amendments that involve the appropriation of
government funds. Therefore, the opposition has
moved a reasoned amendment that picks up on the
following issues: firstly, establishing a Retail Tenancies
Tribunal; secondly, improving the level of reporting to
Parliament; and thirdly, imposing penalties where the
landlord fails to give preference to tenants.
Victoria's small businesses are crucial to the economic
future of the state. It is unacceptable that the
government can offset the interests of more than
210000 small businesses in Victoria and pander to the
interests of the privileged few.
Governments have a crucial responsibility to provide
the right environment so that the small business sector
prospers, and this bill in its current form does not
provide the right environment. It does not go far
enough. The amendments we are proposing will
improve the overall level of protection for retail tenants.
The bill in its current form does not meet all the
principles - the fair trading test - that were set out in
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the report dated 26 May 1997 of the federal fair trading
inquiry conducted by Bruce Reid.
We have not forgotten that the marketplace is a hard
place and that hard bargains are struck. It is the nature
of business that all firms seek to maximise their returns.
It is not the intention of the proposed reasoned
amendment to provide a guarantee for small business.

Ms McCaU - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, my eyes are not bad, but from this side of the
house it appears to me that the Leader of the Opposition
is reading his speech. Could you clarify the situation for
me?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Maughan)Order! I ask the Leader of the Opposition whether he is
reading or using copious notes.
Mr BRUMBY - I am not using copious notes; I
am using notes which I will continue to work through.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Maughan)Order! To rule on that point of order: the Leader of the
Opposition indicates he is not reading his speech so
there is no point of order.
Mr BRUMBY - It is not hard to see why the
government is a little defensive about this legislation,
especially the minister at the table, who is probably
personally responsible for getting the support ofthe
government for 5 or 6 per cent of bills in the past few
weeks-all by yourself--

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Maughan)Order! I remind the Leader of the Opposition that he
should be addressing his remarks through the Chair and
not across the table.
Mr BRUMBY - I will have to make sure I do not
read. How do you generate a small business in Victoria
under the Kennett government? You start with a big
business. Business success will still be determined by
the ability of the business to engage successfully in the
commercial world.

The amendments we are seeking - a few moments ago
I ran through five specific amendments and the three
elements of the reasoned amendment - will put an end
to the exploitation of small firms in commercial
relationships which at the moment is acting as a crucial
impediment to the growth of this very important sector
of the economy. In other words, we are restoring some
of the balance in the relationship between big shopping
centre owners, the big developers and the small retail
tenants. Essentially, this legislation is about a fair
balance in commercial relationships.
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I have made it clear that this bill is an improvement but
it does not go far enough in meeting the fair trading test
set out in the report of the federal member for Bendigo
as the chairman of the all-party committee of inquiry. It
is necessary to intervene in the market, and although
some intervention is proposed in this bill it does not go
far enough.
Let me go to the question of tenure. The key weakness
identified by the Retail Traders Association of Victoria
and the United Retailers Association is that the bill does
not provide security of tenure. A key finding of the fair
trading inquiry was:
The committee recommends that the Cnifonn Retail Tenancy
Code provide:
(a)

for minimum lease tenns of five years;

(b)

for sitting tenants to have the option of lease renewal for a
further five-year tenn;

(c)

for sitting tenants to have a right offirst refusal of the lease
for subsequent five-year periods; and

(d)

for the option of casual leasing in clearly defined
circumstances but only at the request of the lessee.

Most of the disputes that occur in shopping centres
arise when tenants with fixed-term leases without
options are given the ultimatum to pay higher rents or
have their leases extinguished. If the bill is passed in its
current form, the high-rental gun will continue to be
held at tenants' heads and the imbalance in the power
of landlords and tenants will remain.
I will give the house some examples. Under the heading
'Rising rent destroys dream' an excellent article by
Dieter Lehmann in the Berwick Leader of 3 June 1997
says:
A couple who have abandoned their Fountain Gate business
of eight years blame steep rental rises for ending their
business dream ...
Mr Saldaneri -

the ownertold the Leader his rent had risen 110 per cent since he started
the business. He said the crunch came when his lease expired
in February.

Mr Saldaneri said:
The proposal for a new lease was to increase rent by around
54 per cent I managed to negotiate it down to 33 per cent, but
it's still absolutely impossible when you look at the
turnover ...

The article reports Mr Saldaneri as saying he:
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'" might have reluctantly agreed to higher rent if a key clause
in his new lease proposal was deleted.
'There is a relocation clause which says I can be moved
anywhere in the centre at any time but I would have to pay all
relocation costs ...

That is unfair, unreasonable and unacceptable.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - It is not addressed in this
legislation. An article in the Bu.siness Revie'w Weeklvof
4 August 1997 states:
Most shopping-centre managers are raising rents by 5 per cent
a year. Big increases at the end of lease periods are common,
with reports of rises of between 30 per cent and 150 per cent.

The article gives the following example:
Late last month, Sanity Music closed its store in Gandel
Retail Trust's Centre at Frankston in Melbourne. Sanity's
lease had expired and Gandel wanted to raise the rent 40 per
cent. Sanity general manager Daniel Agostinelli says a 40 per
cent increase would have pushed the store's occupancy cost
to 14 per cent of sales. 'A. music retailer cannot survive with
an occupancy cost of more than 10 per cent ...

There are other examples throughout the article of
rental increases of 33 per cent, 50 per cent and so on in
other shopping centres. Under the heading' Shops rent
appeal' , an article about Northland in the Herald Sun
of 26 May 1997 says:
Shop tenants, some of whom already pay rent of more than
SIOO 000 a year, are angry at being hit-

and hit hard with increases of up to 8 per cent.
They say the rent rise comes at a time of falling sales turnover
and problems caused by expansions to the Preston shopping

centre.

There are dozens of other examples I could refer to,
but those I have cited highlight the importance of the
issue. The rent review provisions in the bill cover only
reviews undertaken during the course of a lease or
where there is an option to renew a lease; they do not
apply to fixed-term leases now or in the future. I invite
government members to address that.
The opposition's amendments will provide for an
increased level of certainty for tenants. A landlord will
be expected to give preference to an existing tenant
unless that tenant is in a short-tenn lease or is guilty of
persistent breaches of the lease and unless the landlord
is genuinely seeking to change the tenancy mix or to
renovate the premises.
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If our amendments are accepted, landlords will not be
able to hold the high-rental gun to tenants' heads just
prior to the termination of their leases. Preference
would be given to sitting tenants, and both parties
would be required to enter into negotiations on the
terms and conditions for the renewal or extension of the
lease. Under the amendment, where an existing tenant
in a retail shopping centre has a right of preference, the
landlord must, at least 6 months but not more than
12 months before the end of the term, begin
negotiations with him or her for a renewal or extension
of the lease.
The purpose of our amendments is to provide more
balance in the relationship between small retailers and
large and powerful landlords, and shopping centre
owners. It is our amendments, not the government's
proposals, that truly reflect the spirit of the fair trading
inquiry. The reasoned amendment proposes the
establishment of a retail tenancy tribunal, because in its
present form the bill does not contain a dispute
resolution mechanism.
When the bill was being prepared, there was every
indication that a stand-alone tribunal such as that would
be established. Instead, the government has adopted a
wait-and-see approach to dispute resolution: we have to
wait and see what the Attorney-General proposes by
way of a super tribunal. The Labor Party's view is that
Victorian retailers deserve an affordable and effective
retail tenancy tribunal- and they deserve it now,
because they have already waited too long. It is
essential that a low-cost dispute resolution mechanism
is accessible by tenants and landlords alike.
The fair trading inquiry recommended that retail lease
tribunals be established around Australia. I do not have
time to quote from the report in detail, but
paragraph 2.60 on dispute resolution recommends that a
uniform retail tenancy code be developed to provide
for:
... Iow cost mediation and conciliation of retail tenancy
disputes-

and a range of other matters. The spirit of the fair
trading inquiry's recommendations has been ignored.
Given the importance of the retail sector to Victoria's
economic prosperity, it is absolutely crucial that
Parliament keep abreast of the issues affecting small
business.
To ensure that the public can keep abreast of the
effectiveness of the retail tenancy laws, the opposition
is proposing that a summary-of-dispute register be
tabled in Parliament annually. It would be a low-cost
way of ensuring that both Parliament and the public are
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kept informed of the nature of disputes in the small
business community, and it would provide a quality
check on the performance of the retail tenancy refonn
legislation.
We believe the bill should be extended to cover all
retail premises. As it stands, any retail premises with a
floor area exceeding 1000 square metres will not be
covered, which ensures that public companies are not
picked up. We propose that lines 21 and 22 of clause 3
be omitted. That would extend the coverage of the bill
to establishments such as petrol stations, hotels and
motels, retail nurseries, and so on - that is, small
businesses that would not otherwise be covered or
protected by the bill.
The opposition strongly believes that the
lOOO-square-metre rule must be abolished so the Retail
Tenancies Act can apply to all retail tenancies,
regardless of size. The bill excludes all corporations
under the Corporations Law and by doing so
erroneously assumes that all public companies are big
retailers. That, of course, is not necessarily the case.
I now refer to merchant associations and chambers of
commerce. Although the bill disallows any action that
may restrict the rights of tenants to join a merchants
association, it does not recognise the right of a
merchant association to represent the interests of a
tenant or a group of tenants. The amendment we
propose seeks to establish the right of a merchant group
to represent the interests of tenants.
Merchants associations are being formed in different
shopping centres because tenants recognise the need to
muster their forces to overcome the obvious imbalance
in power between single tenants and large landlords. At
shopping centres in Greensborough, which I have
visited, Northland and Quayside in Frankston tenants
are banding together to gain some bargaining power
against their landlords. There are copious articles about
that development. Greensborough tenants are banding
together to battle Lend Lease after the refusal of the
management to compensate tenants following the
closure of the Myer store, even though tenants were
lured to the centre and had their rents increased based
on Myer locating there in 1995.
I make it clear that the bill gives existing tenants in
Greensborough, Northland or Quayside not one iota of
assistance because it does not apply to existing leases.
The tenants will not be able to have their disputes heard
at a low-cost tribunal- and they ought to be able toand a merchant association will not be able to represent
their interests there, and we believe an association such
as that ought to be able to. We propose the formal
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recognition of the right of a merchant association to
represent tenants, if that is their wish, in all their
dealings with landlords.
I have not had time to canvass management fees, but
they are ill-defined and the opposition believes
management costs identified in the disclosure statement
should be capped to annual increases in the consumer
price index.
Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - I support the Retail
Tenancies Reform Bill and oppose the reasoned
amendment and circulated amendments. The bill
repeals the Retail Tenancies Act because although the
provisions of that act may have been appropriate in
1986, despite some of the misgivings of members of the
then opposition who spoke in the debate on that
occasion, they are no longer relevant. The bill is an
acknowledgment that the government recognises the
changing landscape in the retail sector and it gives
effect to that changing landscape.

In supporting the proposed amendments the Leader of
the Opposition and the honourable member for Van
Yean ignored the fact that the measure deals with small
retailers, a robust group of people. They are real
Australians having a go; they do not want to be
wrapped in cotton wool and would much prefer to
operate in an unfettered business environment.
Government members have heard that message clearly.
In addition, the nature of competition in the retail
sector benefits consumers.
Despite the allegations made by the Leader of the
Opposition the legislation is consistent with the
principles espoused in the national reform of the retail
trading sector. It not onl y meets the expectations and
requirements of the national agenda but in many
respects exceeds them.
The reforms focus on Victoria's burgeoning shopping
centres, and that is why I referred earlier to the
changing landscape of the retail sector and particularly
one-stop shopping. The changes are appreciated by
people in the suburbs and in small towns throughout
provincial Victoria, including those on the Bellarine
Peninsula, which I represent. Despite what the
opposition says the community enjoys extended
shopping hours because it meets the needs of
customers.
However, that is not to say I am an apologist for
shopping centres. My electorate office is in a Safeway
shopping centre and Safeway wants to open a new
service station at the centre. Although people who want
more competition in the retail petrol industry do not
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object to supennarkets selling petrol, in this case the
consultant's report says that of the 55 cars an hour that
will pull into the centre to buy petrol, 15 vehiclesroughly 25 per cent - will be additional traffic. Some
of the retailers using the shopping centre and people
living in the area are opposed to the proposal.
Not by the wildest stretch of the imagination would J
countenance unfettered support of developers. The
Leader of the Opposition, the honourable member for
Yan Yean and the honourable member for Gippsland
South said there should be a balance, and that is what
this legislation is trying to achieve. Although the focus
of the bill is on the regulation of shopping centres it
refers also to strip shopping and retail shops that would
fall within the definitions in the defmitions clause.
Most honourable members have some knowledge of
retail shopping and most are regular retail customers.
Some honourable members have electorate offices that
are cheek by jowl with shopping centres and some may
even be tenants of shopping centres. I have had
experience in the industry both as a tenant - my
electorate office is located in a shopping centre - and
through a financial interest in some small shops on the
Bellarine Peninsula. Those interests contribute to the
breadth of expertise I offer to the house in relation to
the bill. As a former real estate agent - a fact I am
constantly reminded of by the honourable member for
Morwell- I had little practical experience in the retail
sector. My interest was confined mainly to the
residential sector.
The honourable member for Gippsland South
emphasised the importance of this vital sector of the
Victorian economy. He said that 308 000 people are
employed in the sector, that it is the biggest private
sector employer in the state and that the turnover is
approximately $30 billion annually. He also said there
are about 170 shopping centres with approximately
2.5 million square metres of floor space.
Despite the importance of the retail sector Australia is
not known as a nation of shopkeepers, as are the poms,
but we do not lag far behind. The government does not
want to stifle development through draconian
legislation, as it appears from the comments of the
honourable member for Yan Yean the opposition
would do.

In the 1986 debate on the Retail Tenancies Bill the real
issue was, as it is now, the degree of intervention the
government should impose through legislation. The
opposition speakers at that time - the then honourable
members for Prahran and Benambra - were cautious
of possible interference in the market forces that then
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operated in the retail sector. Despite that caution it is
fair to say society has come a long way since then.
There is now a recognition and an understanding that
the government has an obligation to regulate the
conduct of large shopping centres to make sure small
retail operators are not disadvantaged.
In many cases planning law regulations dictate how
shopping centres should operate and in which locations,
so it follows there is an obligation on society to ensure
fair play in the relationships between landlords and
tenants.

I commend the Minister for Small Business for her
wisdom in establishing the retail tenancies refonn
working party, the end result of which is this
legislation. I commend particularly the chairmanship of
an honourable member for Silvan Province, Wendy
Smith, and the other members of the committee,
particularly the honourable member for Gippsland
South whose enlightened remarks demonstrate his good
sense and experience in these sorts of matters. I
mentioned earlier - and 1 do not want to dwell on this
for too long because I am aware other speakers wish to
make a contribution - that we live in a rapidly
changing retail landscape where big shopping centres
are part of life. It is therefore necessary to invoke this
legislation to take account of these facts. I have no
doubt that this will not be the last of such legislation
dealing with the retail sector. I am sure the government
has the capacity and ability to keep pace with what is
going on.
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Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham)- As some members
of the house would be aware, one of the things I did
before being elected to Parliament was to work for the
fonner honourable member for Pascoe Vale. In the past
10 years no other member of this place has raised more
consistently and frequently the plight of retail tenants in
large shopping centres across the metropolitan area.
I come to this debate with some knowledge about the
problems which confront retail tenants. In the past
20 years Victoria - and indeed other parts of the
country - has witnessed a change in retailing trends
with the development of large metropolitan shopping
centres. That in turn has led to a reshaping of the
arrangements and the relationships between tenants
and landlords. Unfortunately, the current laws dealing
with retail tenancies have not kept pace with this
development. It has given rise to a new breed of
operatives within retailing - the leasing managers. It
is not coincidental that many of the problems that have
arisen with retail tenants in their relationships with
landlords have revolved around the misrepresentations
of leasing managers.
I welcome any refonn to retail tenancy laws because
they need to be updated. However. it should also be
recognised that it is not really the government showing
a great deal of initiative on this occasion; it is the
government responding to the efforts of Steve Price on
3AW last year who has effectively dragged the
government kicking and screaming into the late I 990s.
Mrs Shardey interjected.

Although I will not go into the details of the bill, I will
refer to the government's role in regulation and statute.
In my brief experience in the real estate field I could not
hope to count the number of people who signed
important papers, including contracts. with little more
than a cursory glance at exactly what they were signing.
That is not to say that everybody who enters a contract
behaves in that way, but 1 was surprised by the number
of people who seemed to put blind faithful trust in the
advice they were getting. That often leads to despair,
anger and frustration - and it will empty your pockets
if you are not careful. I am sure all those engaged in the
retail sector of the community will agree that nothing
beats a good understanding of what the contract is all
about, or of what they are getting themselves in for.
However, it is important to understand that this
legislation takes account of human nature. The bill is
the least intrusive legislation the government could
have possibly introduced in addressing the immediate
needs of landlords and tenants. I commend the bill to
the house.

Mr ROBINSON - The task force was established
after a week ofMr Price interviewing retail tenants on
his radio program. I remember it clearly; on the Friday
of that week the task force was announced. It is
interesting that in the space of a week we have had a
couple of instructive examples of the government's
relationship with 3AW, but the fact remains that the
government is responding to the efforts of Steve Price.
Mr Cole -

That is right!

Mr ROBINSON - I will give some praise where it
is due. At least the current Minister for Small Business
understands there is a problem. That is a vast
improvement on the first Kennett government. Under
that government when the current legislation was
debated in 1995, the then Minister for Small Business,
Vin Heffernan, concluded the debate by saying:
Don't come running to me to fix the problem.

That is an extraordinary statement: don't come running
to me to fix a retail tenancies problem!
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No wonder he lost his seat.

Mr ROBINSON - Yes, no wonder. I notice it is a
motto that has been picked up by a number of other
ministers in the current government. The Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, for example, has the
view that he should not be approached about problems
in his portfolio, and similarly the Minister for Transport
with ticket machines - so the motto lives on.
Thankfully, the current small business minister has
more of an idea of what is going on in the commercial
world.
Looking back at the 1995 debate I can only say to the
house that thank goodness the honourable member for
Mooroolbark is not Minister for Small Business
because on that occasion her contribution was to say,
'But in the end market forces must prevail' The
proposed legislation at least recognises that if market
forces prevail in commercial arrangements between
landlords and retail tenants we end up with far too
many problems.
I shall make a couple of comments about the claims by
the minister in his second-reading speech.

Mr Ryan -

Her!

Mr ROBINSON -- No, I am referring to the
Minister for Sport's second-reading speech when the
bill was introduced into this house a couple of weeks
ago. He claimed that the bill was a balanced bilL He
said the legislation strikes a proper balance. However, I
put it to the house that it certainly does not strike a
proper balance; it strikes an improved balance but it is
nowhere near properly balanced. We can test this by
asking any member of the house to detail the last
occasion on which a retail landlord actually put his or
her hand up and claimed that he or she had been done
over by a retail tenant. I will bet you in the metropolitan
shopping centres of Melbourne in the past 20 years
there has never been an example of a retail landlord
being done over by a retail tenant. It might happen on
occasions in the residential market but it does not
happen in the retail sector. The reason it does not
happen in retailing is the commercial imbalance
between tenants and landlords, and this needs to be
understood.
It would be fair to say that many tenants establish
businesses in shopping centres with equity of around
$100 000. But at the end of the day when retail tenants
have disputes with landlords they go to the bargaining
table in a vastly inferior position. For example, if a
tenant with $100 000 equity in his or her business is in
conflict with the landlord, say, Lend Lease, the tenant's
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position is about one-nine thousandth of the
commercial value of his or her opponent - that is, if
Lend Lease has a market capitalisation of more than
$9 billion. The position with Westfield is similar,
which has a market capitalisation of about $4 billion.
Shortly AMP will be floated; that company would
have a market capitalisation by the end of this year of
probably $12 billion or $13 billion.
It does not give retail tenants much of a go. They
cannot be considered to be in a properly balanced
situation if they have to deal with landlords who
commercially outweigh them by a factor of several
thousand. Although the bill strikes a better balance, it
falls well short of striking a fair one.
There is also an imbalance in penalties. The history of
disputes between landlords and tenants over the past
few years shows that when tenants fall foul of landlords
and end up in strife, they lose their businesses and life
savings and their equity is wiped out. That is more than
a sufficient penalty. However, when one reads the bill
one struggles to fmd too much in the way of penalties
against landlords. In fact, it is pretty light on.
Clause 28 prohibits landlords discriminating against
members of merchant associations. I have no doubt
about why that was included. I am aware of numerous
cases where tenants have been denied their wish to put
a joint view to a landlord or to hold meetings to discuss
certain problems. At Box Hill the lights in the shopping
centre were turned out during shopping hours simply to
deny the tenants the opportunity of meeting.
Clause 28 does not contain any penalty provision. It
simply says that a landlord must not treat or propose to
treat a tenant who forms or joins or proposes to join a
merchant association less favourably than anyone else.
If the landlord does not confonn with the provision, he
is given no penalty but simply a slap on tlIe wrist.
Perhaps the minister will ring him up and say, 'Tut, tut,
you should not have done it.' Any legislation that
purports to strike a fair balance must go further by way
of penalties for errant landlords. Sadly, it is not the case
here.
I respond to the claim in the second-reading speech, in
which the minister said the bill sets a benchmark for
other Australian states and territories. They must be
laughing in the aisles at that one. The claim has all the
sincerity of a used car salesman's pitch, because in the
same speech the minister said this benchmark
legislation contained effective dispute resolution
mechanisms. In the same speech the minister said:
Both tenants and landlords in the retail industry have
expressed serious concerns regarding the effectiveness of the
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current dispute resolution process. The problems with the
current system include the expense involved, the confidential
nature of the arbitration determinations and the need, in some
cases, to have awards enforced in the courts.

That is true. There is a defect in the dispute resolution
mechanism, although the government said in 1995 that
the legislation would provide the solution. The
government was wrong. The minister asks us to
believe that this so-called benchmark legislation will
deal with that defect while asking everyone to wait a
little longer. He says:
It is proposed to include disputes in respect of retail tenancies
within the jurisdiction of the reformed tribunal system at the
earliest possible time.

Will that be 6 weeks, 6 months or 12 months? There
are no guarantees on how long that will take. It is a bit
like a used car salesman saying, 'Don't worry about
the wheel falling off at the back. This is the best car
you can buy anywhere'. It is not good enough for the
government to claim this is benchmark legislation
when it acknowledges that the dispute resolution
mechanism is defective.
A further weakness is clause 9, which deals with
tenants' business plans. Plans such as those are all well
and good, but it seems to me that clause 9 has been
drafted in a haze.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Maughan)Order! I remind the honourable member for Yan Yean
that he must not cross between the speaker and the
Chair.

Mr Haermeyer interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Maughan)Order! The member should go around the back of the
Chair and approach around the table. He should not
cross the Chair's line of sight. That requirement has
been pointed out by both the Speaker and the Deputy
Speaker this week. I reinforce their rulings and ask the
honourable member for Yan Yean to observe those
courtesies.
Mr ROBINSOl\ - Clause 9 requires a prospective
tenant to provide a prospective landlord with a business
plan endorsed by a fmancial adviser. I would have liked
to see the inclusion of a defmition of 'financial adviser'.
Without that definition, the clause is simply an
invitation to unqualified people, charlatans, frauds and
crooks to get...a piece of the action by charging a few
dollars to draw up financial or business plans that may
not be up to scratch.

Thursday, 26 March 1998

I note that concerns about financial advisers have been
expressed in federal Parliament. The last time the issue
was raised was when Senator Newman, the federal
Minister for Social Security, had a go at financial
advisers by introducing legislation that no longer
allows them to advertise the fact that you can be a
millionaire and still get a social security pension. So
far as our federal colleagues are concerned, 'financial
adviser' is a dodgy expression.
We should take further action to ensure that a financial
adviser who endorses a business plan satisfies a suitable
standard. Unless a standard is set, the minister at the
table could put himself up as a financial adviser capable
of endorsing a business plan. We could have
bookmakers, pawnbrokers and convicted thieves doing
those things. It is not good enough.
It is appropriate to test the bill by looking at previous
disputes and asking ourselves whether they would have
arisen if the legislation been introduced earlier. I refer
to the case of John Papadopoulos at Box Hill Central,
who approached the management about getting a lease
renewal and was told that was fine. The management
later withdrew its agreement, and as a result he was left
in the lurch and lost his business. Clare Horrman, who
traded in the same centre, entered into a contract to sell
her business to a large South Australian company, but
permission to do so was later withdrawn. At the same
centre a few years ago Mary Caruana was given
information that grievously misrepresented the custom
she could expect at her store.
It needs to be understood that verbal misrepresentations
play a large role in these disputes. Although the bill
takes some steps towards requiring lease agreements to
be put on paper, the verbal representations made before
the time of signing lead to many problems afterwards.

In conclusion, I endorse the opposition's reasoned
amendment because it goes a lot further than the bill in
striking the necessary balance and achieving the
necessary equity between tenants and landlords.

Mrs SHARDEY (Caul field) - I support the bill
and reject the opposition's reasoned amendment and
other amendments. I join the debate not because I am a
member of the bills committee or because I was on the
working party but because I have a genuine interest in
small business which, in my family, goes back many
generations.
My great-grandmother owned a store in the Victoria
Market many years ago and made deliveries to other
retail delicatessens around Melbourne, and my
grandparents were also in small business. That
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situation was interesting because my grandmother
owned the building from which my grandfather ran his
business, and he had to pay her rent. I do not think they
had a tenancy agreement. However, when she passed
away, she had a much larger estate than he did, so I am
not sure what the agreement was.
My parents also ran a small business in Burke Road,
Camberwell, so I grew up in a small business
environment. I worked most of my holidays and
weekends in our business, so I therefore have a deep
understanding of what small business is really about.
When those on my husband's side came to this country
they set up retail businesses. They were involved in
importing, retailing and wholesaling. I recall on
numerous occasions discussing with my mother-in-law
the problems she was having negotiating rental and
options on her lease and the maintenance of the
building in which she was doing business. These are
real problems. which have been faced over many years.
The bill is an expression of the govemment's
commitment to small business. Many members on this
side of the house have a similar background and
experience to my own, unlike most members on the
other side. During the life of this government a number
of reforms have been made to the Retail Tenancies Act.
These changes have been aimed at reducing costs in the
process of establishing and operating a retail tenancy
agreement, which can be a costly exercise. The
government is endeavouring to introduce legislation to
reduce those costs and make the process much simpler.
The amendments made to the principal act in 1995
were aimed at strengthening the prohibition against key
money and goodwill and providing for a conciliation
and arbitration process. These will pass with the
introduction of the new tribunal system.
The bill replaces the Retail Tenancies Act and will
restore the confidence of tenants and landlords in the
system. It creates a new regulatory environment that
will bring certainty to a system that has changed over
time but has left some uncertainties that were brought
to attention during the deliberations of the working
party. The bill will ensure that people going into
business for the first time will be making decisions
based on reliable information. They will be giving
informed consent to the leases that they will be signing.

In summary, unlike the honourable member for
Mitcham I believe the legislation is a benchmark and
sets the pace for other states to follow. The bill covers
tenanted properties in Victoria and, as we have heard
from numerous speakers, covers more than
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170 shopping centres and strip shopping centres. My
electorate of Caul field has a predominance of strip
shopping. There are main street committees in those
centres that endeavour to assist tenants in the process of
setting up leases with landlords. The main street
committees have spoken to me at length about the
process they are involved in of assisting prospective
tenants with their business plans and ensuring their
leases contain the information they need to secure their
future.
Honourable members all recognise that the retail sector
in this state is of vital importance. It employs more than
300 000 people and has a turnover of $25 billion
per annum. Although the legislation has been reviewed
on two previous occasions it was the most recent
review set up by the Minister for Small Business in
another place that finally resulted in the changes to the
legislation. The working party consulted widely in
metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victoria, held
meetings with a large number of individuals and groups
and received more than 100 submissions.
The working party included people who truly reflected
the concerns of tenants. They included a former
executive director of the Retail Traders Association, the
executive director of the Property Council of Australia,
a small business operator and two members of
Parliament. It was a well-balanced and representative
group which examined the important issues. Although
answers may not have been found to all the issues
raised, in general there has been support for the reforms
introduced by the government.
The bill addresses a raft of problems that were
identified by the review process. It was also important
that the reiorms met the benchmark set up by the
commonwealth in the form of best practice principles
that it had laid down for tenant reform. It was up to
each state to implement the reforms by way of
legislation. Victoria is leading the way!
I shall go through some of the identified problems and
what the legislation does about them. The most
important area was that of tenant's lack of knowledge
when going into an agreement. The introduction of a
disclosure statement will assist with that problem.
The honourable member for Van Yean identified areas
of concern, which will be met by the inclusion in the
disclosure statement of items such as tenancy details;
details of rent payable for the tenn of the lease and the
method to be used for increasing or reducing the rent; if
there is to be a market review, how and when it will
occur; and a complete breakdown of outgoings. If a
tenant believes he or she is to pay one figure and
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suddenly that is changed because of misleading
information, penalties can be applied under clause 26.
Other matters covered in the disclosure statement
include a complete breakdown of promotional and
marketing expenses so that the tenant will know what
those will be; the fonnula used for apportioning
outgoings - there will be transparency in tenus of the
outgoings, which will be audited; the floor plan of the
shopping centre, showing the tenancy mix, with
compensation if it is changed; projected traffic flowswhich was also raised by the honourable member for
Yan Yean, and details of fitouts and future renovations.
All these things must be included so that the tenant will
be making an infonned decision which is most
important for the tenant's ability to plan for the future.
With regard to the renewal of leases, we heard this
morning that tenants have found at the end of a lease
that it will not be renewed. Under the legislation six
months notice must be given to the tenant ifhe or she is
to be asked to vacate the premises. This gives the tenant
more time to plan for his or her business.
Another matter that was raised in the working party
deliberations was security of tenure and the ability to
recover investment. Some members wanted automatic
lease renewal, but Mr Piper from the Retail Traders
Association, who is a bit more realistic than the
opposition, stated in a document called Inside Retailing
dated 2 March:
We recognise that automatic lease renewals would not be
acceptable to shopping centre owners, but we believe a
solution to the problem could lie in an extension of the role of
the disputes tribunal.

The assignment process is often drawn out, as we have
heard today. It is time consuming. The time that the
landlord now has to agree to the assignment of the
lease has been reduced from 42 days to 21 days. All
these things are consistent with the commonwealth
principles.
Another issue raised was the ratchet clauses. When the
disclosure statement is set up it will outline how rent is
to be reviewed. Ratchet clauses are to be banned.
There are compensation provisions, which the
opposition was loath to recognise. Changes in the
tenancy mix and misleading and deceptive statements
will mean that under clause 26 the landlord must pay
compensation. Compensation will also be paid if
alterations mean the store owner will lose business.
It is important to raise the accusation by the opposition
that trading laws will require shop owners to keep their
doors open. I direct the opposition to the Premier's
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press statement released on 21 November 1997. It states
that he announced:
... he had secured an agreement with all major owners of
Victorian shopping centres to ensure VIctorian small business
would not be forced to open on Sundays or public holidays ...
the signed agreement would allay concerns among small
businesses in shopping centres that they may be directed to
trade on ... certain days.

I conclude my remarks at that point and wish the bill a
speedy passage. The bill benchmarks changes in retail
tenancy and, I believe, strongly supports small
business in Victoria.

Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) - I support the
reasoned amendment moved by the honourable
member for Yan Yean. It is the general view of the
community and retail tenants that the bill does not go
far enough to ensure security of tenure in the future.
There is no doubt there is widespread concern about the
situations tenants often tind themselves in through no
fault oftheir own and the fact that they are very much
disadvantaged.
The retail industry is one of the major industries in my
electorate of Essendon, and as the Moonee Valley
racecourse and the retail area employ the most people
in the electorate there is considerable concern about
security of tenure for people who own shops there.
Before Christmas I heard about a woman who had
leased a shoe shop in Norwood Crescent for 20 years
and had spent considerable amounts of money on
improvements. The shop was sold and she was given a
month in which to agree to a new lease that increased
her rent by 100 per cent. She was given no opportunity
to discuss the rent; her only recourse was to seek an
independent valuation of the property for rental
purposes from the Valuer-General, but the landlord is
not required to accept that valuation. After having been
an excellent tenant for 20 years and building up a great
deal of goodwill for her business, she has left; the shop
is empty and likely to remain so because of the greed of
the landlord.
It is a shame the govemment has brought in this bill. It
leaves many questions unanswered, and concerns that
were raised, particularly by the working party, have
been ignored in the report.
As other members have said, although the state

government claims to be vitally interested in small
business it could not care less. Ifbusiness people are
not in the same league as Lloyd Williams of Crown
Casino they will not get much attention from the
current government.
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The honourable member for Van Yean covered
extensively the attacks this government has made on
small business. including substantial increases in rates
and charges. the effects of 24-hour trading on small
businesses and other policies that have done nothing to
assist small businesses, particularly those in small retail
shopping centres.
A government member interjected.

Mrs MADDIGAN - It is all right for the
honourable member for Gisborne, who will shortly be
leaving this place - some would say it's about timeto go on about ·when'. We are talking about what your
government has done to people with small businesses.
You used to live in Ascot Vale so I hope that when you
lived there you had the opportunity
to-Mr Reynolds interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN - But you had the opportunity
to speak to some of the traders. I can only say if your
lack of knowledge today illustrates how you operated
when you were a small trader. no wonder you are not
one any longer and in fact have started a new career
because obviously you would not have done too well in
that one!
I will touch briefly on some particular clauses oftbe
bill. I have major concerns about the business plan
because most people in small business do not have an
extensive formal education in business management;
many have had little to do with the development of
formal written statements in relation to their businesses
although they may have an extensive knowledge of the
area in which they are working. I would like to see
their peak organisations supporting them by preparing
a standard business plan or one that means they do not
independently have to spend a large amount of money
and call on so-called experts to draw up business plans
for them.
Some of the provisions in this bill do not reflect an
understanding of the nature of small business. To
suggest that small business people could undertake
some of the provisions in the bill without considerable
financial expenditure is unrealistic.
Some of the complaints from the Retail Traders
Association suggested that this bill hardly changed the
situation at all; it only increased the period for renewals
from three months to six months.
I strongly support the reasoned amendment of the
honourable member for Van Yean. I also support the
ordinary amendment in relation to preference clauses
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for existing tenants. Existing tenants work
exceptionally hard in their small businesses to get
reasonable incomes for their families and it is most
unfair that this bill does not protect them.
I encourage all members of the house who have
concern for ongoing small businesses, particularly in
the retail industry, to support the reasoned amendment
moved by the member for Van Yean.
Ms McCALL (Frankston) -1 make a confession: I
admit that I am an unadulterated shopaholic. 1 have a
T-shirt at home that says, 'When the going gets tough.
the tough go shopping'. In addition I happen to be the
grand-daughter of a retailer who ran a number of pastry
shops in Belgium in the 1930s and won many awards
as the best patissier in Belgium. Apart from being the
grand-daughter of a pastry cook-retailer and a
shopaholic, I am more than well qualified to talk about
shops and the problems of shops. I also represent an
area that has two major shopping areas, Quayside and
Bayside, that have merged through the Gandel Trust to
become the Frankston town centre. As a shopaholic I
find it a wonderful spot to walk around in my spare
moments.
I am keenly aware of the issues that those retailers
have raised with me. Some are major retailers who, as
the Leader of the Opposition said, would be in a
position to negotiate their leases more comfortably;
some are specialty shop owners. I have taken the time
to discuss with every one of them - whether I am
buying something in there or not - Mr E. R. Smith interjected.
Ms McCALL - You are absolutely right! When I
have been able to discuss with them some of the issues
they are concerned about that we have sought to
address in this bill, I have found that the most important
one they have raised and the one they raise continually
is the issue of what are referred to as ratchet clauses.

Honourable members intel'jecting.
Ms McCALL - I will spell it out in case there is
any misunderstanding in this esteemed chamber:
r-a-t-c-h-e-t. The clause refers to the probability of the
landlord being able to increase rents when markets are
good and market values are high but gives no facility
for the tenant to negotiate that rent down should the
market turn the other way. For those of us who live in
the area, as my colleague from Frankston East would
know, the Frankston city centre experienced a
substantial downturn in business between 1979 and
1981, when I too was a small business operator. Partly
through my own fault and that of the then Labor
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governments at federal and state levels, the business
went into liquidation. So I have a lot of sympathy for
the concerns of the small business operators in retail,
finance and any of those areas to do with rental
increases or unfair impositions by the landlords of large
shopping centres.
I am delighted to support the bill as it was originally
introduced. I do not support the amendment moved by
the honourable member for Van Yean; however I
endorse the statement made by the honourable member
for Gippsland South who said at the very beginning
that no legislation is perfect. Nothing in this world, as
much as we would like it to be, is perfect when it is
introduced. If one introduces something that is at least
an attempt to move along the right path and has a
flexible enough mind and attitude to assume that
changes may be required along the way - -

Mrs Maddigao interjected.
Ms McCALL - Not at the moment. I believe the
bill as it stands at the moment is perfectly adequate. I
believe it is appropriate, to coin a phrase, to be a
suck-it-and-see environment. It is not unreasonable to
suggest that in 12 to 18 months time it may be
appropriate to revisit some areas.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.

Ms McCALL - If perfect legislation were
introduced into this house, we would all immediately be
out ofajob! I expect even the members of the
opposition would not like to vote themselves out of a
job immediately. I therefore have great pleasure in
commending the bill as originally introduced and reject
outright the amendment put by the member for Yan
Yean.

Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third reading.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The time
appointed under sessional orders for me to interrupt
business has arrived.

Passed remaining stages.

Third reading
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.

Remaining stages
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House divided on omission (members in favour vote no):

Second reading
Ayes, 53
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley, Mr
Burke, Ms (Teller)
Clark, Mr
Coleman, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Davies, Ms
Dean, Or
Dixon. Mr
Doyle, Mr
Elder, Mr
Elliott. Mrs
Finn. Mr

Maclellan, Mr
McNarnara.. Mr
Maughan, Mr
Napthine, Dr
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr
Perton, Mr
Peulich. Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe, Mr

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) the Attorney-General, I move:

On behalf of

That this bill be now read a second time.

The basic principle underpinning the Credit Act 1984
(the act) is 'truth in lending'. This is achieved through
prescriptive disclosure requirements for all conrracts
regulated by the act. Failure to comply with these
requirements gives rise to both criminal and ci\"il
penalties.
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The civil penalty imposed on a credit provider who
contravenes the act is automatic loss of the credit
charge on the defective contract, regardless of the
seriousness of the offence or the level of consumer
detriment. The offence can range from the
significant - such as failure to disclose the correct
interest rate - to the trivial- for example, failure to
include the date in the contract in the appropriate place.
This automatic forfeiture of credit charges can have
unintended harsh consequences for credit providers
where there have been minor technical breaches of the
act which have not disadvantaged debtors. These
consequences can be particularly serious where such
technical errors have been found to be common to
thousands of contracts entered into by a single credit
provider.
It is for this reason that the bill seeks to expedite the
civil penalties procedures to enable the Credit Tribunal
to reinstate some or all of the credit charges where there
has been a 'minor error'. A 'minor error' is defmed
under the bill as a contravention or failure to comply
with the act which in the view of the tribunal is unlikely
to disadvantage the debtors concerned in any significant
respect.
Currently where a credit provider has contravened the
act, the act requires the credit provider to apply to the
Credit Tribunal under sections 85 and 86 for an order to
recover some or all of the credit charges. This involves
a full hearing process which requires notification to all
affected debtors. Under the new process proposed by
the bill, the tribunal can deal with the application in the
first instance without requiring notification of the
debtors. However, the Director of the Office of Fair
Trading and Business Affairs must be notified. If the
tribunal is satisfied that all the breaches to which the
application relates are minor errors and oUght
reasonably to be excused, the tribunal may make a
determination that credit charges are to be restored in
full. In deciding whether minor errors oUght to be
excused, the tribunal will consider all relevant
circumstances, including the conduct of the credit
provider in relation to compliance. If the tribunal
decides not to excuse the errors, the application is dealt
with in the normal fashion - that is, the tribunal must
order that notice of the application be given to the
debtors concerned.
The proposed amendments are consistent with similar
provisions in the New South Wales, Queensland and
Westem Australian credit acts and are supported by
credit providers, the Australian Bankers Association
and the Credit Tribunal of Victoria.
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There are significant safeguards in the bill to ensure the
protection of debtors. Firstly, the Credit Tribunal must
be satisfied that the breach was in fact a minor error. It
is the tribunal which makes the final judgment as to
whether an error is minor and whether it should be
excused, not the credit provider. Secondly, the Director
of the Office of Fair Trading and Business Affairs
would be notified of a minor error application and
therefore has the opportunity to intervene in the
proceedings in the public interest. Finally, an individual
debtor can raise a minor error as one of the grounds on
which he or she makes a section 146 application to the
tribunal to reopen an unjust contract.
The proposed amendments will only affect pre-1996
contracts entered into under the Credit Act 1984 prior
to the introduction of the Consumer Credit Code. All
contracts entered into after 1 November 1996 are
covered by the Consumer Credit Code.
The proposed amendments will expedite the procedures
for dealing with trivial technical errors which do not
involve key financial information and which can occur
as a common error in a large number of contracts. They
will result in substantial cost savings for both credit
providers and the tribunal, not only in financial terms
but in terms of personnel engaged and hearing days
occupied, by not having to undergo a full hearing
process. The bill will also ensure that a substantially
similar legislative environment exists for minor error
matters in the four major credit act jurisdictions in
Australia.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HULLS (Niddrie).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 9 April.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Postponement
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) -

I move:

That remaining business be postponed.

Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I wish to speak against the
motion. It is inappropriate that remaining business be
postponed until we have dealt with a matter of grave
importance, that is, the next item of general business,
which is a notice of motion in my name. It states:
That this house, noting that various former Queensland
ministers went to jail for using the public purse for their own
private purposes, demands that the Premier and former and
current members of his staff give a full explanation as to why
they have used state government corporate credit cards for
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private purposes in breach of government guidelines and in
possible breach of the federal and state acts.

The matter should be dealt with now because it goes to
the heart of accountability, propriety, honesty and
integrity in good government. I am sure honourable
members on both sides of the house do not want to
leave this place and not return for at least 10 days until
the credit card matter is sorted out.
As we have heard in the past few months and weeks
and over the past couple of days there has been
widespread rorting of state government corporate credit
cards. Until we get to the bottom of that rorting and
ascertain exactly how widespread it is a cloud will hang
over the whole Parliament, and particularly the Kennett
government. I hope that honourable members on that
side of the house will not want to leave until we have
dealt with that matter.
The other reason we have to deal with the matter now is
that until we have dealt with it will be obvious the
government has only one standard - a double
standard. Unless we deal with the matter now it will be
clear we have a government that is on the one hand
prepared to accept the resignation ofMr Morris, the
fonner director of the Museum of Victoria who
resigned because he used his taxpayer-funded credit
card for private purposes, but on the other hand is not
prepared to take action against a minister who while in
South Africa purchased jewellery on his
taxpayer-funded credit card.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
needs to remind the honourable member for Niddrie
and other honourable members, that this debate is ~
extremely narrow debate - it is principally about time.
The debate is not about the substance of the motion on
the notice paper. The Chair will not countenance the
entry into the substance of the debate. It is a very
narrow debate and I ask honourable members who wish
to participate in it to assist the Chair by confming their
remarks to the question of time, as to why the issue
should be dealt with sooner rather than later.
Mr HULLS - Another reason why this matter
must be dealt with sooner rather than laterimmediately - is because one of the basic tenets of a
true democracy is the doctrine of ministerial
responsibility. Once you throw that doctrine out the
window and ignore ministerial responsibility you are
really ignoring appropriate standards of good
government.
The Premier has made it quite clear that the doctrine of
ministerial responsibility is very important. On
11 November 1992 the Premier spoke in this chamber
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about ministerial responsibility and how important it is
to the government. He stated:
My view of ministerial responsibility is that a minister must
wear what happens in his or her department.

Anyone who talks about ministerial responsibility is
talking about the Premier's views back in 1992. Unless
we deal with the matter now we will not know whether
or not the Premier's views on ministerial responsibility
have changed.
Although we have on the record what his view was in
1992 we are also aware of his actions in 1998. His
actions suggest that he has thrown the doctrine of
ministerial responsibility out the window. We cannot
leave tonight without knowing whether or not the
Premier is prepared to uphold the doctrine of ministerial
responsibility .
The other reason the matter must be dealt with tonight
is because we need immediate clarification - not next
year, the year after or in a couple of week's time- on
what the corporate credit card guidelines mean and
whether or not the government is prepared to adhere to
those guidelines.

Mr McArthur - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I seek your guidance on whether the
honourable member for Niddrie is entitled to push this
line about bringing forward the general business debate.
At page 20 of Hansard of 17 February it is reported that
the house resolved as follows:
On Wednesdays, other than appointed Wednesdays pursuant
to sessional order no. 4, business shall be called on in the

following order:
I.

General business - notices of motion.

Given that the house earlier in this sitting resolved that
items such as the item the honourable member for
Niddrie is now saying should be brought on must be
discussed on Wednesdays according to the order laid
down for notices of motion on the notice paper, how
can the house even consider the argument being put by
the honourable member for Niddrie? The house has
already resolved to deal with these matters on set
Wednesdays.

Mr Batchelor - On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, tonight we are considering whether the house
will debate the notice of motion that appears on the
notice paper in the name of the honourable member for
Niddrie. We are not debating it, as you made
abundantly clear in your ruling, Mr Deputy Speaker,
but it is entirely within the capacity of the house to
oppose the postponement of business. The house has
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sufficient time, members of the Parliament are present
and we have a most pressing and urgent matter before
us. Taxpayers' money is involved, and the opposition's
view is that this is such a serious and important matter
that it should and can be brought forward and dealt with
now.
The house has reached the stage in its passage through
the green daily program or business sheet wherealmost uniquely - it has discharged all the business
that the government has required it to have completed
by this point in the week.
The subject of the notice of motion is the most pressing
and important issue of the day in the public arena
because it involves allegations oftheft, waste of
taxpayers' money and abuse of credit cards.
Honourable members ought to be able to discuss those
sorts of issues.
Mr Deputy Speaker, that is what the opposition is
putting to you tonight in a very forceful way. Although
it has not been exercised on a regular basis, the
opportunity is always available to Parliament. It is not
like the law of adverse possession: if you do not use it,
you lose it. It is quite the reverse; the opportunity is
there. It would be derelict of any Speaker in exercising
his powers to deny it.
Mr Deputy Speaker, we are debating whether we can
deal with the first notice of motion under general
business. It is entirely appropriate to have that debate at
this hour.

Mr Gude - On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, it is quite clear, as the honourable member for
Monbulk pointed out, that in a resolution adopted on
18 February 1998 the house made a very clear decision
about when general business would be dealt with, that
is, on the appointed Wednesday. The next Wednesday
of the sitting of Parliament will be available to the
honourable member to pursue the notice of motion that
he wants to pursue so enthusiastically at this late hour.
It was interesting to hear the honourable member for
Thomastown say that the opposition does not want to
debate the notice of motion when the honourable
member for Niddrie said that is exactly what it was
about. They seem to be at odds with each other, but
then disunity and disloyalty within the Labor
movement is not unusual. The electorate will be
interested to hear that two senior members of the Labor
Party spoke against each other.
On the next Wednesday of sitting, the honourable

member for Niddrie will be able to move the first notice
of motion under general business. All honourable
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members recognise that he is simply taking part in a
cheap stunt. Even the honourable member for
Thomastown could not keep a straight face when he
was making his remarks. I know there is a factional
disparity there. He made it fairly clear by his body
language that he does not really support the point of
order, that it is really a bit annoying to him,
particularly - Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr Gude - I do not worry about your cheap
threats across the table, physical or otherwise. It is
interesting to observe that the honourable member for
Springvale has not found time to be here today - he is
out trying to overcome branch stacking.
Mr Deputy Speaker, we have a very clear sessional
order which, as the honourable member for Monbulk
has correctly pointed out, requires that general business
be debated on Wednesdays. In those circumstances
you should rule the debate out of order.
Mr Brumby - On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I put it to you that the whole point of order
that has been raised here today by the honourable
member for Monbulk and supported by the Leader of
the government is absolute nonsense and oUght to be
ruled out. I am surprised so much debate is being
allowed on this issue when following the order of
business for today the next item of business appearing
on the notice paper is general business notice of motion
no. ) in the name ofMr Hulls. That is the next item of
business on the notice paper.
The opposition is saying the house shall not be
adjourned until it has discussed that matter. It is a
simple, straightforward matter of the procedures in this
house. This is nonsense. It is an attempt by the
government to again stifle debate and to limit the
extent to which the opposition is able to raise the
matters which have today been the subject of the
majority of questions during question time something like eight questions - which have appeared
on the front page of at least one of Melbourne's major
daily newspapers and which will lead the television
news tonight.
The misuse of taxpayers' money by senior public
servants and government ministers is what the public of
Victoria wants to have debated. That is what the public
wants to hear about and is concerned about. The
opposition wants the opportunity today to debate what
is happening under this government.
I am speaking only on the point of order so I will not go
to more general questions of why this matter ought to
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be debated today instead of 10 days from now.
However, it is the matter that members of Parliament
and the people of Victoria want to hear about today. We
need to address this matter so that prior to Parliament
resuming on 7 April there will be no more misuse or
abuse of taxpayers' funds by senior ministers and
others who hold corporate credit cards and who have
been shown clearly to have flagrantly abused the
guidelines that attach to the use of those credit cards.
That is why the opposition wants this matter debated
today.
The notice of motion of the honourable member for
Niddrie is the next item of business following the
discharge ofthe orders of the day. The opposition is
opposing the postponement until such time as the
matter is debated. I put it to you, Sir, that the point of
order raised by the honourable member for Monbulk is
nonsense.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I have heard
enough on the point of order. I will not uphold the point
of order. The Chair is of the opinion that we are still on
government business with the address-in-reply still to
be dealt with, and the motion before the Chair is that
remaining business be postponed. The honourable
member has raised the issue that there are other issues
on the notice paper that oUght to be dealt with. The
Chair is of the opinion the motion facilitates that
particular debate. There is no point of order.

Mr HULLS - As I was saying, I am sure members
on that side of the house do not want to go home until
this matter has been resol ved because a cloud hangs
over the government in relation to corporate credit
cards. The fact of the matter is that unless this matter is
resolved tonight members like the honourable member
for Mordialloc, the minister at the table and others will
have to go back to their electorates on the weekend and
explain to their constituents why two directors of the
Museum of Victoria could spend $1 ()() 000 on their
corporate credit cards in two years while Victoria's
hospitals are falling apart and the education system is in
crisis.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has
appealed to the honourable member for Niddrie, as the
Chair has appealed to other members of this place, to
recognise that this is a very narrow debate specifically
about time. There is absolutely no opportunity to
introduce the substance of the debate under notice of
motion no. 1. I will not countenance honourable
members entering into the substance of the debate.
Mr HULLS - I do not intend to defy your ruling,
Mr Deputy Speaker. However, I am trying to explain
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why it is crucial that notice of motion no. 1 be dealt
with now and not at a later stage, because it goes to
honesty and integrity in government. The credit card
matter must be resolved now; it cannot wait another
minute, because we are dealing with taxpayers' funds.
It is as simple as that. Let us not delay it; let us clear it
up once and for all.
It also goes to another issue - that is, whether or not
the government is prepared to adhere to its obligations
under the Freedom of Information Act. In question
time the Premier--

Mr Gude - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, you have just made it clear to the honourable
member - calmly and rationally - that this is not a
debate about the issues but simply a debate about time.
The honourable member said he would adhere to that
requirement, but the only thing that has changed is that
he has digressed to debate another issue. I invite you,
Sir, to bring him back to the question, which, as you
have correctly pointed out, is about time.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I think I was
extremely tolerant in expressing my views to the
honourable member for Niddrie, and I will attempt to
remain so, even on a Thursday afternoon. I remind the
honourable member, and I think this is the third time I
have had to remind him, that this is a narrow and
difficult debate. I understand his frustration, but the job
of the Chair is simply to apply the guidelines that have
precedence in this place. The Chair will continue to do
that in the most stringent but fairest way possible. If the
honourable member for Niddrie keeps straying over the
boundary, I will have to call another speaker.

Mr HULLS - I understand your ruling, Mr Deputy
Speaker. I am trying, rationally and calmly, to advance
the reasons why we cannot wait any longer to debate
the matter-that is, the question oftime. This is one of
the most crucial issues facing the government because
it goes to standards, it goes to honesty, and it goes to
integrity. Before we go home for the weekend we must
ascertain whether or not the Premier can be trusted to
enforce standards.
Mr Gude - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, again
the honourable member is seeking to debate the
question, except now it is worse because he is seeking
to debase the integrity of the Premier. I fmd it
outrageous that you have had to continually require the
honourable member to come back to the question of
time. You have done that fairly and decently, yet in the
worst way possible he has chosen to again flout your
ruling. Mr Deputy Speaker, I suggest that both he and
the motion be dismissed forthwith.
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Mr HULLS - On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, with due respect to the Minister tor Education,
he is talking absolute nonsense. I am sure you were
listening carefully to my latest comments in the debate.
As I said to the house - and I will repeat as best I can
what I said - one of the other reasons the house has to
address this matter now and not at a later stage is that it
deals with standards in government. That is what I
said.
I should have thought every member of this house
believes that standards are important. We cannot allow
the debate to be delayed any further given that it deals
with standards in government. That is why I now ask
you, Mr Deputy Speaker, not to uphold the point of
order.

Mr Bracks- On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, the Leader of the House raised his point of
order about three words after the honourable member
for Niddrie said, 'Before we go home this weekend'.
The honourable member for Niddrie should be given
sufficient time to ensure that he is adhering to your
ruling. The honourable member was talking about time
and developing his arguments.

Mr Deputy Speaker, you are well aware that similar
arguments have been put in debates on Workcover and
the Auditor-General. The honourable member for
Niddrie was developing an argument about why his
notice of motion should be heard now and not later,
and if the honourable member strays he should be
brought back to the point. I ask you to strike out the
point of order raised by the Leader of the House.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I thank the
honourable member for Williarnstown for his advice
that the honourable member for Niddrie should be
brought back to the matter before the Chair. The Chair
does not uphold the point of order at this time, but I
again remind the house that there are tight guidelines on
this issue. The difficulty I have with this debate is
containing it within those guidelines. Honourable
members should be mindful of standing order 109 in
relation to tedious repetition - other information that is
not related to this debate should not be introduced. If I
have to call to order the honourable member for Niddrie
again I will refuse to hear him further.
Mr HULLS - Mr Deputy Speaker, I am glad you
raised the issue of guidelines, because one of the
reasons I have said that this matter should be dealt with
now and not later is because we are dealing with
standards in government that everyone in this place
believes should be upheld - standards in relation to
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credit card guidelines and ministerial responsibilities.
Those matters are encompassed in the notice of motion.
Honourable members cannot leave this place without
clearing up this matter, because it goes to the heart of
good government, transparency and propriety.
Government members should support the matter being
brought on now and not later because otherwise over
the weekend they will have to explain to their
constituents why they failed to deal with this important
issue that goes to the heart of good government - the
expenditure of taxpayers' funds.

Mr RY AN (Gippsland South) - It is important that
the house debates the question of time because often
honourable members speak about many things other
than what is relevant to the issue before the house. I
highlight the facetiousness of the issue raised by the
honourable member for Niddrie, especially when the
basis on which it is put is considered.
When it was in government the party that is talking of
ethics rolled over Victoria to the point that it was
necessary for that government to borrow $1.2 billion
on 9O-day bank bills to sustain its failing budget. That
is an important issue on the question of time because in
referring to associated issues that are the foundation of
his notice of motion the honourable member for
Niddrie highlights the fact that this spurious motion
should not even be before the house.
On the question of time there is no proper basis for
doing what the honourable member for Niddrie wants
to do. The house has before it a motion to adjourn and it
is appropriate that it should do so. I ask you, Mr Deputy
Speaker, to accept the motion because, for the reasons I
am putting to you now, there is simply no rationale for
the matters advocated by the honourable member for
Niddrie to take place. I ask you, Sir, to reject the
arguments put to you by the opposition. There is no
reason the house should proceed in the manner in
which you are being urged. The house should deal with
the motion that has been proposed by the Leader of the
House and that ought to be the end of the matter.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition)Mr Deputy Speaker, a number of arguments arise in
considering the question of time. Firstly, the opposition
believes the processes of the house should allow time
today to properly discuss the credit cards affair; the
accuracy and veracity of those issues should be
properly tested by Parliament; and some of the
information presented by the Premier today in question
time should be aired. That is why these matters should
be debated at the earliest opportunity. There is a need to
clear the air. There is a stench of corruption
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surrounding the whole credit cards affair. There is a
poison in the air in government departments concerning
the way in which credit cards are used by ministers,
their staff and department heads.

if it is not properly resolved by Parliament, by the
Premier and by the government, we will see further
public servants in the intervening 10 days pilloried as
scapegoats on behalf of this government.

The issue will not disappear in the next 5 days,
10 days, 50 days or the next year; it will continue
unless it is properly discussed by the Parliament; and
together with the claims made by the Premier today in
question time the situation will get worse, not better.
The opposition wants the opportunity in this
Parliament to discuss how taxpayers' money is being
spent in Victoria. As I said in a point of order earlier
today, an issue which has been the subject of
front-page newspaper stories today and which will lead
all television new broadcasts tonight is apparently
unavailable for discussion in the Parliament of Victoria
today.

Public servants will be used as scapegoats when
ministers should be made examples of. I do not know
where the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
is, but he will get a fair run on the news tonight. How
can using a corporate credit card to spend hundreds of
dollars on a personal gift of jewellery, presumably for
your wife, be within the guidelines?

The opposition believes the matter ought to be
discussed now. The broad issues which are referred to
in notice of motion 1 on the notice paper to be moved
by the honourable member for Niddrie and also in a
range of others - notice of motion no. 5 also in the
name of the honourable member for Niddrie about the
Fitzgerald report, corruption and the way those issues
prevail themselves upon a government - ought to be
discussed now. The answers to questions raised by the
opposition in question time today were not provided.
The material the Premier provided was not accurate; it
was misleading and he ought to be in here now
apologising to this house for providing inaccurate,
dishonest and misleading information to the
Parliament.
The opposition does not believe these matters should
wait until 7 April to be discussed because public
confidence in the state, in the Parliament, in the
administration of government, in the heads of
government departments and in ministers of this state
has been badly eroded. It is corroding away like battery
acid in a battery tenninal day after day, eating away at
the very fabric of government. We have seen to date it
is only the public servants who are being made the
scapegoats for this - The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of
the Opposition is now straying into what would
essentially be the substance of the debate of the notice
of motion. I ask him to be mindful of that and
concentrate on the question of time - a very narrow
question.
Mr BRUMBY - Thank you for the ruling,
Mr Deputy Speaker. I am certainly on the question of
time. If this matter is not properly aired and discussed,

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I believe the
Leader of the Opposition was in the chamber for the
whole of the contribution by the honourable member
for Niddrie. That being the case, he should be aware of
the Chair's role in this narrow debate. The Chair
understands the reasons for the frustration being
expressed by the Leader of the Opposition and the
honourable member for Niddrie, because the Chair has
been in the same position many times. Nevertheless, the
rulings of previous Speakers show that the question is
narrow and that the debate on it is difficult. The Chair
will continue to interrupt, because the debate on the
question oftime is not an opportunity to introduce any
matters that go to the substance ofthe motion.
Mr BRUMBY - Thank you for the ruling,
Mr Deputy Speaker. I appreciate the confines and the
difficulties of the debate. Nevertheless, I was guided
somewhat by the latitude given to the honourable
member for Gippsland South, who spent the first
2 minutes of his contribution talking about the policies
of the previous Labor government. I took it from his
being able to raise matters to do with general economic
policies that go back seven or eight years ago that this
was a broad-ranging debate. If I have erred in my
interpretation of the breadth of the debate, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I am happy to now comply - but there is an
ounce of truth in what I have said.

The fourth reason this needs to be discussed now
concerns parliamentary accountability. It is a crucial
issue that goes to integrity and to the reasons why we
have a Parliament. There is no more serious aspect of
accountability than the ways in which taxpayers'
money is used. Over recent weeks and months, and
particularly in the past few days, Victorians have heard
about and read examples of how their taxes have been
wrongfully spent, in ways that do not comply with
government guidelines, on personal purchases by
ministers of state, their staff and senior department
heads.
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Mr Deputy Speaker, this matter needs to be resolved by
the house now. There is no more fundamental issue
than parliamentary accountability. The taxpayers of
Victoria want to know how their tax dollars are being
spent, and they are not being given that information at
the moment.
The fifth reason the opposition wants this matter
debated today is that if it is delayed for 10 days, two or
three weeks or another month the government will use
the time to fiddle the books. We all heard the answers
the Premier gave in response to questions from
opposition members in question time today. The
Premier has not provided the information on FO]
requests that we have sought from ministers. The
Minister for Education is now at the back of the house
taking advice from the honourable member for
Narracan - that is how grim things are on the
government benches.
] am genuinely fearful that if this matter is not resolved
today, when the house resumes in 10 days the books
will have been fiddled and documents destroyed and
we will not have the opportunity to properly fulfil our
roles as members of Parliament by letting the public
know how their money is being spent.
I say that with integrity because I believe the statement
is correct. We have already seen instances where, were
it not for the opposition raising matters, the books
would have been fiddled and information would not
have been available.
Mr Gude - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, the Leader of the Opposition is yet again
debating the issue. He is flouting the rules the Chair has
calmly and rationally made on four separate occasions
in order to keep some sanity in this debate, narrow
though it may be. It is disappointing that a person who
holds the responsible office of Leader ofthe Opposition
cannot abide by a simple ruling. I ask you to bring him
back to the question before the house, which is time,
time, time!
Mr Bracks - On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, the case being presented by the Leader of the
Opposition, which I heard clearly, was that if the matter
is not dealt with today there is a further potential for
cooking the books. The whole argument was on why
we are doing it today. When the Minister for Education
raised the point of order the Leader of the Opposition
was clearly dealing with the question of time. The
reason that the Leader of the Opposition has asked that
the matter be dealt with today is that there could be a
potential to change the record. I submit there is no point
of order.
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Mr BRUMBY - On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I wish to explain why the matter about
fiddling the books is relevant and why it goes to the
question of time. I understand the Minister for
Education has today indicated across the chamber to the
honourable member for Niddrie that he signed off on
his ministerial FOI matters two weeks ago but they still
have not reached the honourable member for Niddrie.
We are entitled to ask what happened to those matters
during the past two weeks. I will tell you what has
happened to them: they are in the Premier's office!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I uphold the
point of order. I ask the Leader of the Opposition to
come back to the content of the debate.
I will make some comment as well about what
appeared to be some favouritism or latitude given by
me to the honourable member for Gippsland South. He
strayed once! The honourable member for Niddrie
strayed several times before I started on him. The
honourable member for Gippsland South was in my
sights. He probably was able to see the colour of my
eyes, which caused him to swerve away.
The Chair will attempt to be fair, but the Chair has a
difficult task containing the debate within the confines
oftime. In upholding the point of order I again ask the
Leader of the Opposition not to get into a debate which
is extraneous about such things as 'cooking the books'
and so forth. He is merely drawing in other issues in a
covert way, which the Chair is aware of.
Mr BRUMBY - There is one thing I learnt as soon
as I came into Parliament after the 1996 election, and
that is that you never stray when the Deputy Speaker is
in the chair, and I certainly never would.
Mr Richardson - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, the Leader of the Opposition has transgressed
against standing order no. 653 which says, 'There shall
be no crawling'!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order! There is no
point of order.

Mr BRUMBY - Standing order no. 654 says,
'There shall be no crawling except in so far as is
required to retain the confidence of the Deputy
Speaker'. I learnt that and I have learnt a great deal in
this house from the honourable member for Forest Hill.
I do not want to take up too much time of the house
because I know there are another seven speakers on
this side who wish to contribute to this debate, but I
make the point that there are serious issues at stake.
The points I made about the colourful but accurate
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expression about 'fiddling the books' is germane to the
debate.

business given that all other matters on the government
business paper have been dealt with.

I conclude with these remarks: we need to clear the air
and deal with these matters now. We should not wait
until 7 April because public confidence will be even
further eroded. There is a fundamental issue about
public accountability and parliamentary accountability.
I have used the example of the Minister for Education
who some weeks ago signed off on some FOI matters
which have not been received. Ifwe do not deal with
this matter now, who is to say what will happen during
the next 10 days? What will happen to the figures and
the information? Will the books be fiddled?

Ifthe house agrees to vote with the honourable member
for Niddrie it will go back to the address-in-reply
debate. I am confident that there are only one or two
opposition members left to speak on the
address-in-reply, and it does not include the honourable
member for Niddrie. The government has a significant
number of members to speak on the address-in-repl y
and with 30 minutes for each member it would take us
to at least midnight.

We want to discuss these matters now. It is not just
notice of motion no. 1 but a whole series of notices that
we want the opportunity to discuss. I leave it at that and
thank you for your patience and guidance.

Mr Gude - Firstly, I want to correct some
fallacious assertions made about me across the table. I
did not intend to enter into that, but the matters do not
relate to the debate. The debate is on the question of
time.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has
some difficulty hearing the Minister for Education
because he moved the motion and therefore cannot
speak to it except to close the debate on the motion.
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - I shall stay strictly
within the confmes of the debate. I remind honourable
members what we are actually considering. The Leader
of the House moved, 'That remaining business be
postponed', which the opposition, through the
honourable member for Niddrie, sought to oppose. In
deciding the vote on this question honourable members
should consider the results of voting no. If we were to
agree with the honourable member for Niddrie and vote
no, what would happen? I suggest that when
considering this matter honourable members should
look at sessional orders. Sessional order no. 2 that was
adopted by the house on 17 February states:
During the present session, government business shall take
precedence of all other business (including motions pursuant
to standing order no. 26, which is hereby to the necessary
extent suspended, but not including a motion of want of
confidence in the government) each Tuesday, Thursday and
Friday and at 2.00 p.m. each Wednesday.

If the house votes no we will go back to the business
paper and to government business. The next item on
the business paper is the debate on the
address-in-reply. Earlier this day it was postponed until
later this day, so it is automatically the next item of

The effect of agreeing with the honourable member for
Niddrie would be not to give him what he wants with
general business, notice of motion no. 1, but to return to
the address-in-reply. It is clear the honourable member
does not understand that and has never considered the
sessional orders or the rules of the house. He has been
shadowed in this matter by his leader who has also not
properly considered the matter. At least the Leader of
the Opposition had the grace to admit that he had learnt
one thing in his time here, but both members are failed
former federal members who show a lack of
understanding of the rules of the house.
If the house votes no, as the opposition asks, it will
return to the government business program and the
address-in-reply, not general business, notice of motion
no. I on the notice paper. Even if the house went back
to the government business progra~ it would require a
special resolution of the house to move to general
business because the address-in-reply will take the rest
of the day. The house would have to consider a separate
motion to adjourn that debate and move on to the
general business program.

In making up their minds on this issue I suggest
honourable members consider the effect of their vote. If
they vote no, as the honourable member for Niddrie
urges, they will not get what the honourable member or
the Leader of the Opposition want - they will get
debate on the address-in-reply.
The motion moved by the Leader of the House is
sensible. Over the past three days the house has
considered all of the items under government business
on the notice paper except for the address-in-reply. As
the honourable member for Niddrie said, the house had
completed all of the business by 4.00 p.m. today and no
bills were guillotined by a resolution of the house at
that time.
The performance of honourable members this week has
been characterised by goodwill and a desire to comply
with the resolution passed by the house earlier this
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week. It is only at this late stage of proceedings that the
honourable member for Niddrie and the Leader of the
Opposition are up to their old habits of pulling political
stunts to get news coverage and some joy out of
attempting to bring on a debate that is simply not about
to happen. Members of the house should vote yes to the
motion.
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - The opposition is
happy to return to the address-in-reply debate and then
debate notice of motion 1. The opposition wants this
matter resolved today. Because the director of the
Museum of Victoria, Mr Graham Morris, resigned
yesterday. Therefore it is timely and appropriate for the
matter to be dealt with today. It will be two weeks
before this matter can be brought on for debate. By
dealing with the issue today the house will protect the
government, ministers, public office holders and the
public interest. Parliament must ensure that no more
damage is done to the government's corporate
credibility so that the public will does not lose faith in
the government.

The opposition is doing a service to the government
and to the Parliament by bringing on this matter today.
It wants the public to have confidence in the
Parliament and in the institutions of this state by
dealing with the issue now. If this matter is delayed for
two weeks there will be an erosion of the credibility of
the Parliament and the government.
The opposition wants the matter to be resolved for a
range of reasons. The opposition wants to resolve the
credit card issue so that the credibility of senior public
servants and the public sector generally is not further
eroded. If the issue remains unresolved for two weeks a
cloud will fall across the public sector - not just one or
two people or departments but the entire public sector.
Also, a cloud will cover every minister, parliamentary
secretary, member of the executive, pennanent head,
senior manager - in fact, the whole of the executive
will be clouded if the house does not resolve the matter
fully by debating notice of motion no. 1, thereby
obtaining a full disclosure of the facts. The government
is allowing that cloud to settle by not dealing with this
matter today.
One need only consider how the reputations of
members of Parliament can be damaged more broadly
if the issues at hand are not resolved quickly. Look at
the damage caused to federal Parliament by its failing
to resolve proprietorial issues before it - whether they
affect Senator Parer or other matters before that
Parliament last year. The reputations of Parliament and
its members will be tarnished if the house does not now
proceed to argue the issues; that is the risk the
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government is running by not clearing the issues from
the slate. The opposition wants this issue to be off the
agenda so it can return to real policy debates in this
place - that is the real difference between the Labor
Party and the Liberal-National parties. The opposition
does not want to continue talking about how bad this
government is, or how it lacks proprietorial standards.
If we can deal with this issue today we can return to
debate the differences between the parties on important
issues such as education, health and parliamentary
standards. If the government refuses to deal with the
issues now, it is virtually allowing the issue to become
a running sore.
Mr Steggall interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Swan Hill may need a dose of
caffeine.
Mr BRACKS - No doubt the honourable member
for Swan Hill has his car pointed towards Swan Hill,
but his interjections will ensure that the debate is
prolonged. As shadow Treasurer, I would be concerned
if the house does not deal with the issue today because
during the next two weeks there will be further
spending on government and corporate credit cards.
The rorts will continue and senior public servants - in
some cases, ministers or heads of corporations - will
continue to spend inappropriately when everyone else
in the community is expected to exercise restraint in
expenditure. What double standards and hypocrisy!
Two extra weeks means two more weeks ofrorting
and spending on their credit cards. Some public
servants will want to get out there and use their cards
until the matter is resolved. That is all this crowd
opposite is interested in! But the opposition is
interested in clarifYing and resolving the issue now. It
wants a full and frar.k explanation.
Government members interjecting.

Mr BRACKS - You don't want to do it because
you want the rorts to go on! That is why the house
should support the opposition's suggestion.

Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)- I am most
impressed by the gymnastics, archery and dancing of
the honourable member for Williamstown: I did not
know archery and dancing were his specialities, but he
drew a bow so long it would have done Robin Hood
proud! Then he danced across a multitude of issues but
did not address the important one - that is, the
opposition is raising the most spurious of propositions.
The notice paper contains another item of business
before the notice of motion. The sessional orders
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prevent the house from proceeding to adopt the course
of action suggested by the honourable member for
Niddrie. It is as simple as that. The opposition can
introduce all sorts of spurious matters that it says affect
the matter oftime.
Unless the house changes the sessional orders it is
unable to proceed along the course proposed by the
honourable member for Niddrie. So it is to be revealed
as the simple and obvious stunt that it is! I am
disappointed with that lot over there. In prior times
there was imagination shown. Where are the Steve
Crabbs and the Tom Ropers when you need them?
They would have been inventive in pursuing the issue.
This lot of lightweights cannot do anything with style,
panache, or even on time!
Mr Bracks interjected.

Mr RI CHARD SON - I have been here longer
than the honourable member for Williamstown and he
should be aware that by prolonging the debate he is
interfering with time that could be devoted to dealing
with other business.
The whole matter is collective silliness on the part of
an opposition bereft of ideas, talent and any sort of
imagination. All it wants to do is waste time, but it is
wasting its own time. On this side of the house we are
happy to stay here and slug it out; we are better at it
than they are. They have not learnt anything. It is more
in sorrow than anger that we confront the issue brought
forward by the honourable member for Niddrie.
It takes the colour and sparkle out of this place that the
issue should be dished up to us in such a wishy-washy
way. It is a problem the opposition must address. They
must put in some work so they will do it better next
time.
Mr THW AITES (Albert Park) - I support the
opposition's position that proceedings in the house
should not be postponed and consideration of this vital
issue delayed until 8 April. If it is delayed the
government will fiddle the books over the next ten
days. We know there are outstanding
freedom-of-information applications relating to several
ministers, including the Attorney-General, who have
failed to supply documents. I have no doubt--

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I ask
honourable members to restrain their enthusiasm in the
debate. I remind the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
that the debate is principally about time. As I have told
previous speakers, it is not an opportunity to raise
issues substantial to the debate and reference to them
will not be tolerated by the Chair. Difficult as it might
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be, the honourable member for Albert Park should
confine his remarks to the content and importance of
time relative to the debate.

Mr THWAITES - I am absolutely directing my
remarks to the importance of time. If the matter is not
proceeded with there is time between now and 8 April
for ministers to fiddle the books. The Minister for
Community Services was asked to provide documents
under freedom of information and his time has expired.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition will now get the same
warning that some of the previous speakers have
received. This is a tight debate. It is difficult for the
Chair. The debate must be confined to the question of
time and must not go to the substance of the matter. I
have had to warn previous speakers that ifthey
introduce issues that are considered to go to the
substance of the debate the Chair will not hear them. I
ask the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to confine his
remarks to the principle of time and the importance of
time relative to the debate.
Dr Napthine - I raise a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, with regard to the potential misleading of the
house. I seek the Chair's guidance in providing
assistance to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, who
suggested that I had not responded appropriately to a
request made of me under the FOI process.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! If the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition in raising issues says anything
that is incorrect and contestable the minister should
make a point of raising that at an appropriate time by
means of a personal explanation. The honourable
member for Albert Park will need to be aware of the
confmes of the debate.
Dr Napthine - I raise this matter under standing
order 108, which states in part:
... all imputations of improper motives and all personal
reflections.

What the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has been
saying clearly falls within the meaning of those words.
I am making the point that any applications for FOI are
made not to my office but to the FOI manager of the
department - not to the minister but to the
department - and are handled by the department.
Therefore under standing order 108 any imputation to
the effect that I have interfered in that process is totally
inappropriate, and I ask that it be withdrawn.

Mr Batchelor- On the same point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, there has been no imputation
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against the minister. The minister is trying to use a
point of order as a vehicle for making a personal
explanation, and that is entirely inappropriate.
The opposition understands the FOI process, and under
this government all FOI applications have to be
referred to the minister's office. There is no doubt
about that, and that is what has happened - it has
happened in respect of each and every FOI case thus
far and under this government it will continue. There
has not been a reflection upon or imputation made
against the minister. I ask you, Sir, to rule that there is
no point of order.
Mr McArthur - On the same point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, there was clearly an imputation
levelled at the Minister for Youth and Community
Services. I listened very carefully to what the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition said.
Honourable members interjecting.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! All
honourable members are entitled to raise points of
order. It is important that the Chair can hear the points
raised, otherwise it might make a ruling with which
honourable members will disagree. It is difficult for
honourable members to succeed in raising points of
order if the Chair cannot hear them.
Mrs Wilson interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Dandenong North has been in
this place long enough to know that members should
remain silent while the Speaker is on his feet. If the
Chair cannot hear a point of order it is difficult to rule
on it.
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out on 7 March. It is now 19 days overdue! The
Premier confinned today in question time that ministers
are responsible for everything that occurs in their
departments.
I put it to you, Mr Deputy Speaker, that there was no
imputation. If there had been an imputation, it would
have been correct, but there was no imputation. There
was a statement offacts-that is, that the minister is
19 days overdue in providing the information. The
information has not been provided, and the - -

Mr Perton interjected.
Mr Brumby - There is no aspersion! It is a
statement of fact that the response to the FOI request is
19 days overdue.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
fmds this a difficult issue to rule on. The minister has
taken exception to the comments made by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and is of the opinion that they
are offensive and should be withdrawn. The Chair
again reminds the house that honourable members need
to be mindful as they make statements in and across the
chamber of the need to substantiate those statements, to
ensure that they are relevant to the debate and that they
are accurate. They must also be mindful that continuing
to ask for things to be withdrawn limits the scope of the
debate. At this time the Chair is not prepared to uphold
the point of order. I advise the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition that he needs to be conscious of standing
orders and of the confines of the debate.

Mr THWAITES - I am very aware of the rules,
but I am most concerned that the government will use
the time that is being granted - Mr Perton interjected.

Mr McArthur - There was a very clear imputation
made against the Minister for Youth and Community
Services. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition said
that if this matter were not to be debated now the
minister would have time to fiddle the books, the clear
imputation being that the minister is of a mind to
deceive, conceal facts and fiddle the books. If that ain't
an imputation, I don't know what is!
Mr Brumby - On the same point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, the essence of the words used by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition were to the effect
that the Minister for Youth and Community Services
had run out of time. I put it to the Chair that that is
totally correct. It is not a matter of imputation; it is a
matter of fact. The application for freedom of
information documents to the minister'S department
was lodged on 21 January this year - the 45 days ran

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Doncaster is being extremely
provocative across the chamber. I ask him to remain
silent.

Mr THWAITES - I am most concerned that if
there is a delay in considering this matter the
government will use that time to fiddle the books and to
destroy documents, just as has been done in past
freedom~f-information cases. The fact that the
Department of Human Services is now implicated in a
cover-up of freedom of information documents - The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I warn the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition that ifhe strays once
more from the confines of the debate I will not hear him
further. He is now deliberately flouting my ruling in a
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way that is unacceptable to the Chair. I ask him to come
back to the confines of the debate.

Mr THW AITES - Thank you, Mr Deputy
Speaker. It is vital that this house keeps the government
and the executive accountable. Part of accountability is
promptness. There is no point in closing the door after
the horse has bolted. There is no point in Parliament
dealing with matters when the culprits have escaped
because of the passage of time. It is easy in the space of
a week or 10 days to change documents or put them
through the shredder, as has been done before.
Therefore the opposition has to ensure that the
accountability is dealt with today - not in 10 days,
which is a long enough period for the shredder to work
and for documents to disappear.
Mr Deputy Speaker, the questions we are dealing with
lie at the very heart of the administration of
government. We are dealing with propriety in the way
government officials, including ministers and senior
bureaucrats, spend taxpayers' money. I would have
thought that unless matters of accountability are dealt
with quickly, the message that will go out to heads of
departments and other bureaucrats is that over the next
10 days they can use their credit card for any sort of
shopping spree - whether it be for suits, jewellery or
staff lunches! That is what will happen.

Ten days is not an insignificant period. I want to
consider for a moment how much of the taxpayers'
money could be spent in that time on credit cards. Ifwe
consider how these credit cards have been used in the
past. we would probably be looking at thousands of
taxpayer dollars being spent in 10 days.
I should have thought it would be in the interests of the
government to deal with the matter now because this
issue clouds the government's reputation. The best
thing to do would be to clear the air. We do not need
delays. The longer the matter is delayed the more
suspicion will rise in the community about the real
story behind the use of these credit cards. People in the
community want to know why their money is being
spent on jewellery, wine and the like.
Five minutes ago the Minister for Youth and
Community Services rose on a point of order in defence
ofthe claims made. He ought to have that opportunity
now. The minister wanted to explain why his
department had failed to respond to a freedom of
information request in time. If he wanted to do it
5 minutes ago, why can't he do it now? Why should he
have to use a point of order to make his explanation?
We could have a proper debate now which would give
everyone the opportunity to have their say instead of
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people making misleading statements in the house.
Government backbench members should be given the
opportunity to have their say. They do not get the
opportunity to splurge on credit cards. and the only way
they can ensure that their government is accountable is
to put their points of view.
I would be very interested to hear from the honourable
member for Polwarth, who is a former Minister for
Finance. He would have an acute appreciation of the
need to watch every dollar of the taxpayers' money. I
am sure he is in the chamber today hoping the
opposition motion will be successful.
Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - In my days in
opposition when we as the opposition used to
investigate credit cards and all that type of thing - An Honourable Member- We didn't have them.

Mr LEIGH - I used to read files day after day. If
something urgent were happening perhaps we could say
the honourable member for Albert Park is right and
maybe he has a reasonable appreciation of what
happens in the government process because he was the
ministerial adviser to the Honourable Andrew
McCutcheon, a former minister, and ordered the liquor
and that type of thing for the Kirner government.
Perhaps I can understand that from his point of view he
is presuming the standards of that former administration
are the same standards that apply to the current
administration. They are not.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LEIGH - The credit card is perhaps the easiest
way of uncovering whether someone is doing the
wrong thing.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The question
is about time, not about the substance of the debate.
Mr LEIGH - I understand that, Sir. On the
question of time, the honourable member for Albert
Park has created the illusion that in the next two weeks
dozens of public servants will be running around
spending money on their credit cards. Presumably the
honourable member for Niddrie is going to investigate
them.
Having spent some time in opposition, one thing I can
say is that after all this anybody who had been
interested in spending with a credit card will no longer
be interested, because he or she now knows the story.
There is nothing urgent about this. We should be
debating more urgent community issues such as health
and transport.
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The honourable member for Albert Park says this is the
issue everybody is talking about. Yet he and other
opposition members have just spent the past few days
talking to ALP branch members.
Ms Gillett - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, you have so far exercised your patience,
tolerance, discretion and authority, but the member is
clearly straying from what you have explained is a
narrow question - and he has maybe strayed so far
that he has gone feral! I ask that you bring him back to
the question.

Mr Perton - On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, the honourable member for Mordialloc was
clearly referring to the question of time. Just before the
honourable member for Werribee rose to her feet he
was arguing that the opposition had been wasting time
and was not letting the government get on with more
serious business nor allowing the community's views to
be heard. I put it to you that the honourable member for
Mordialloc is relevant to the question of time and that
you should not uphold the point of order.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I do not
uphold the point of order, but 1 again remind the
honourable member for Mordialloc of the difficulty this
Chair is having with this debate and ask him to restrict
his remarks to the question of time.

Mr LEIGH -1 understand, Sir, but 1 make the
point that the honourable member for Albert Park said
that everybody out there is talking about the issue. I
have been talking to his branch members and they are
not talking about it, I can tell you; they are talking about
other things.
If something incredible were to happen with credit
cards in the next 10 days - that is, if public servants
were found to be abusing the system, or whatever - I
would agree with the honourable member for Albert
Park that something incredible should be done about
it. But the fact is that public servants are not going to
abuse the system. If anything, they will more likely not
want to use the things because of the way the
honourable member for Niddrie has, let us say,
manipulated the system by making claims against
people-The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I remind the
honourable member for Mordialloc that he is starting to
prove as difficult as some previous speakers. I call him
back to the narrow confines of the debate before the
Chair, which is principally about time.

Mr LEIGH - I thank. the honourable member for
Doncaster for his support! The notice of motion in the
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name of the honourable member for Niddrie refers to
Queensland ministers going to gaol, former and current
staff members being in breach of guidelines, and all that
sort of stuff. For a start, I point out to the honourable
member that this is not Queensland. My point is that the
opposition has failed to come up with any sound,
rational reason why all of a sudden all those credit cards
will be used to buy thousands of dollars - Honourable members interjecting.

Mr LEIGH - They were the member for
Sunshine's, not ours. The opposition needs to come up
with some substantial information that shows that
public servants or others will somehow massively
misuse their credit cards and disappear to Majorca and
all sorts of places.

The fact is that they cannot. This is a stunt.
Government members will be happy to debate the
motion in 10 days time. Ifpublic servants are doing
inappropriate things, they should be dealt with - as
they have been dealt with under this administration.
But the opposition must substantiate the risk to the
state. To some degree the opposition has to take it on
trust from the government - Honourable members interjecting.

Mr LEIGH - Don't judge us in the same light as
the Kirner government. You have to trust that the state
is being prudently administered in the interests of the
taxpayer. In 10 days time, when you can debate the
motion, we may talk about all the things that went on in
the days when Labor was in charge - as well as the
odd public servant who has made a mistake and done
the wrong thing because he or she is human and who
has paid the appropriate penalty.
Appropriate processes are available to deal with people
who should be dealt with and nothing that is said at
5.35 p.m. will change anything in Victoria. The debate
is frivolous, a stunt and a waste of the time of members
of Parliament, who should be working in their
electorate offices.
However, honourable members should be prepared to
stay here to clarifY this issue. I hope every government
member will make a contribution because it will reveal
the flaws in the opposition's arguments. The opposition
is into stunts. When the coalition was last in opposition
its members wanted to debate the Nunawading fiasco,
the State Bank. and other issues but the answer they
received from the Labor government was always no.
The Labor Party thinks the government acts in the same
way it did when it was in government, but the current
government has higher standards.
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The honourable member for Williamstown is one of the
few decent members of the opposition. I know he really
does not believe in bringing forward this debate tonight.
Honourable members opposite have been ordered to
muck around and use any tactics to prolong the
adjournment of the house. This is Victoria, not
Queensland, and there is no need for us to debate a
motion this evening when it can be debated 10 days
from now. There is no factual basis for having the
debate tonight and I know opposition members will
ensure it does not proceed.

Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - Mr Deputy
Speaker--

Mr Perton inteIjected.
Mr BATCHELOR - You are not original, Victor.
You are like a fart in church - not very pleasant, nor
very funny.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
rules that remark to be unparliamentaIy.

Mr BATCHELOR - Mr Deputy Speaker, what do
you call unparliamentary?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! What the
honourable member for Thomastown just said was
unparliamentary. I advise him to proceed and not repeat
his comment.

Mr BATCHELOR - The opposition wants to
debate notice of motion no. 1 because it deals with
urgent and crucial matters that are at the forefront of
people's minds and under the scrutiny of the media.
Parliament has sat much later on other nights and at
5.40 p.m. the opposition is prepared to provide
parliamentary time to discuss an issue of great
importance, but the government does not want to
discuss the issue today or any other day.
The opposition must use the procedural devices
available to it to have important matters such as this
debated. The government stands condemned by its
actions tonight. It seeks to cover up and prevent being
discussed matters that are timely and of the essence matters that ought to be brought forward and debated.
This government seeks to conceal or obfuscate matters
which are important to the community and which the
community should know about.
During question time today the house observed the
government's attitude to attempts to bring matters to the
forefront, and it also witnessed the Premier's
disgraceful performance. It is for that reason the
opposition wants to continue debating the issue tonight.
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If the Premier had answered the questions properly and
fully in question time today we would not need this
debate. The opposition asked the Premier a series of
questions and he should have used that parliamentary
opportunity to answer them. The Premier was sitting at
the table, he had the opportunity and he ducked it.
What are we doing now? The opposition is trying,
through the forms of this house, to provide that
opportunity. If the Premier is too gutless to respond to
questions in question time it is entitled to have another
opportunity during the parliamentary week to bring on
this debate - and that is exactly what the opposition is
trying to do. The opposition wants a parliamentary
opportunity, a forum or vehicle for the Premier to come
into the chamber and answer questions.
During question time today the opposition asked the
Premier about his attitude to his credit card expenditure
of $ 1077. Did he choose to answer that? No! We want
to know what the Premier did and what his personal
attitude was to his expenditure of more than $1000 on
these credit cards. These credit cards are funded by
taxpayers; the government has given them to ministers
and bureaucrats with very strict guidelines attached.
The breach of those guidelines is a possible breach of
the Crimes Act. When the government, and the Premier
in particular, are given the opportunity to clarify these
matters the Premier does not do so. The opposition is
left with little opportunity.
The opposition could take its bat and ball and go home
and accept that the lack of information is an acceptable
way for a government to behave in a parliamentary
democracy. But that is not what the Labor opposition
believes in. The opposition believes the government
should be held accountable. It believes when
governments are asked questions of detail they have a
responsibility to answer. It is an absolute disgrace that
honourable members are forced to resort to the forms
and procedures of the house at the end of a
parliamentary day to bring on a debate, because nothing
could be more timely than using this parliamentary
debate to try to get the Premier to come clean.
The matter is urgent; it is important; it is a matter that
ought to be dealt with quickly; and a matter that ought
to be dealt with tonight. Other opposition speakers have
said what will happen if we do not have the opportunity
to debate this important issue. Two things will occur:
there will be a last hurrah and the people who have
these credit cards will be out there knowing that their
day ofjudgment is coming; and if they want an
opportunity to continue the practices we have seen, the
purchase of suits, jewellery, holidays and overseas
expenditure - if they have missed out thus far - -

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Thursday. 26 March 199R

ASSEMBLY

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I have been
sitting here thinking the honourable member for
Thomastown was containing himself well to the
parameters of the debate, but things have deteriorated
rapidly in the last minute and a half. I ask the
honourable member to bring himself back to the
confines ofthe debate, which is principally about time.

Mr BATCHELOR - Thank you, Mr Deputy
Speaker - a very timely piece of advice. I always
prefer to have advice from a Deputy Speaker because it
helps me refocus on why we are here tonight: we want
answers to questions and we want information, because
that is what Parliament is about. We are entitled to have
that information now and the forms of the house
provide us with that opportunity. What does the
government want to do? It wants to keep the matter
secret; it wants to keep it from the public. The
government wants the opportunity to deny the
opposition and the public at large access to infonnation.
The government wants time to go away and to do
things to further conceal the truth; it does not want to be
held accountable; it wants to be able to run this state
like a banana republic; it wants to get away with blue
murder. The opposition is seeking to use this
parliamentary opportunity to debate those sorts of
Issues.
Just as in the old saying that justice delayed is justice
denied, when you try to delay examination the same
can be said for transparency, because transparency
delayed is transparency denied. And truth delayed is
truth denied.
The government is determined to keep things hidden
and not to let the truth come out. Today the Premier did
not take the opportunity to answer a question about his
own personal expenditure. He refused to answer a
question about the purchase of jewellery by the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. If the
Premier had answered those questions we would not
need to come into the house tonight to create an
opportunity to bring that information out. We are
constrained and denied various opportunities under the
standing orders. When we do get an opportunity
through questions without notice, the Premier refuses to
answer.
When opposition members try to get answers to various
questions in the few remaining avenues open to them,
government members squeal like stuck pigs. One can
understand why they squeal because they do not want
the truth to come out. They are trying to use the
sessional orders to prevent it. That demonstrates not
only to the opposition but to the public at large that
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there is something smelly that the government wants to
hide.
The government will use all the parliamentary
resources at its disposal to try to prevent the truth from
coming out. It has wheeled in speakers and rounded up
the numbers, and the Premier has traversed the chamber
on a number of occasions. One can see the beads of
sweat rolling down government members cheeks
because they know the truth is coming closer to the
surface. It is percolating, and they know that sooner or
later it will come out.
The problem for the government is that even if it uses
its numbers and refuses to allow the motion to be
debated tonight, it will be debated in a few days. We
will then take up with the Premier the question of his
expenditure of $1 077 and his attitude to jewellery
purchases.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
again calls the honourable member for Thomastown
back to the debate on the question of time. This is not
an opportunity to draw in extraneous issues that go to
the substance of the debate the opposition would like to
have if its motion is successful. The Chair will not
tolerate the covert introduction of issues such as it has
heard from the honourable member for Thomastown.

Mr BATCHELOR - Thank you, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I understand your ruling. However, I am
entitled to support my argument on time with the
reasons why the opposition is entitled and has a
responsibility under the Westminster system to pursue
those issues. Opposition members are entitled to put
supportive arguments as to why an urgent matter oUght
to be brought on for debate within the confines of
parliamentary procedures and precedents.
Opposition members are entitled to put arguments to
support their moving to have the debate brought on as
a matter of urgency rather than having it dealt with
some time in the future. The point cannot be made
without supportive argument. The line between putting
supportive arguments and entering into the substance
of the debate is difficult to draw. I have tried hard not
to cross that line and I will try hard not to do so during
the rest of my speech, but that does not mean I cannot
make a passing reference to those sorts of issues.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Thomastown is correct when
he says it is a difficult debate. The Chair does not agree
that the question cannot be debated without making
references to the substance of the debate, be they
passing references or whatever. The Chair will not
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tolerate that. The debate is specifically about time, and
every time the honourable member for Thomastown
strays from it I put another tick on the sheet I have in
front of me. Once a certain point has been reached I
will hear the honourable member no longer. I again ask
him to remain within the confines of the debate and not
to bring in other issues.

Mr BATCHELOR - As a matter of urgency the
public of Victoria deserves to know the truth behind the
credit card scandal. The opposition has sought to
uncover the truth in question time but has been
prevented by the government's refusal to answer
questions. The government is mounting a systematic
campaign to prevent information on the abuse of credit
cards from coming out. But you need to remember that
the use of credit cards by the Watergate burglars was
what caught them. By their use of credit cards the
crooks who burgled the Watergate building were
tracked all around America, just as we will be able to
track down the crooks who are the subject of this
debate.
It is important for Victorian democracy to debate the
issue now, today, rather than at some time in the
future; just as it was important in the American
circumstances that they should have debated those
important issues much earlier. As was the case with the
American government when the infamous Richard
Nixon tried to conceal the truth, to refuse to answer
questions, to control the media, we see the same
symptoms here in Victoria in March 1998. We can see
all the same tried and true practices that Richard
Milhouse Nixon developed. They are all being applied
here and, as happened then when credit cards caught
Richard Nixon out, credit cards will catch this
government out.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Is the
honourable member finished?

Mr BATCHELOR - No.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member should confine himself to the
matter of time. I have given him a deal oflatitude on his
Richard Nixon escapade, but one more misdemeanour
from him and I will have to look for the next speaker.
Mr BATCHELOR - Thank you, Mr Deputy
Speaker. As I was about to say before you so kindly
reminded me, it is for those reasons that the opposition
believes this matter should be debated tonight.
Important issues fester when the government of the day
uses its institutional power to keep things quiet and
tucked away. What could be more central to the
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democratic process, to the Westminster tradition, tha"
to come into the Legislative Assembly and discuss
questions of government accountability, transparency,
openness, propriety and probity? But no; this
government tries to prevent that from happening.
The opposition intends to use the opportunity with
which it is provided to prick the conscience of this
government, because not many things will do that. I: is
very timely - urgent - that this should happen. The
opposition does it on behalf of the people of Victoria.
They expect us to do that, and it is our responsibility.
Unfortunately it is widely known that this government
will attempt to stop infonnation getting out; that is
exactly what it is doing tonight.
This debate is the issue of the day. Ifwe were to finish
this debate we could adjourn to our television sets and
see the 6 o'clock news this evening and it would
demonstrate to you, Mr Deputy Speaker, that what we
are talking about will be at the forefront of those news
programs. It is absolutely ridiculous that we are unable
to debate that here tonight. It is ridiculous, and it is a
jackboot on Victorian democracy for the government to
use its numbers in the chamber tonight to prevent the
opposition from raising these sorts of issues.
If the government were fair dinkum and wanted to have
these issues resolved to enable it to deal with other
culprits, it would allow the opposition to conclude this
debate and then go on to the first item. What could be
more relevant than to debate a motion that reads:
This house, noting that fonner Queensland ministers went to
gaol for using the public purse for their own private purposes,
demands that the Premier and fonner and current members of
his staff give a full explanation as to why they have used state
government corporate credit cards for private purposes in
breach of government guidelines and in possible breach of the
federal and state acts.

What does the government have to hide? That is what
the opposition wants to know. It does not want
members of the opposition discussing that motion here
tonight. It is clear that government members have
something to hide and they will use their full resources
to make sure they can do that.

Mr E. R. Smith - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, you have warned the honourable member for
Thomastown at least 10 times about sticking to the
time. His comments have absolutely nothing to do with
time; they relate to the substance of the motion before
the house next Wednesday, and I invite you, Sir, to call
the honourable member to order.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I will overrule
the point of order at this point, but I ask the honouable
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member for Mordialloc to remain silent. He has had an
opportunity to state his views during the debate.
Mr BA TCHELOR - I conclude on that point
because I think it is a relevant point at which to come
back to the motion that we are trying to have brought
on for debate here, so I ask government members to
reflect. By their actions tonight they will do themselves
lethal damage. They had an opportunity to clear the air
and deny the allegations that have been made; to clear
not only the names of people who have been referred to
in question time but also the names of ministers. They
did not want that opportunity; they rejected it. That is
the very essence of what we are talking about tonight. It
is appropriate for the government to lay all the cards on
the table, explain what has gone on and its attitude to all
of this, and what would be a more appropriate place to
do it than in the Legislative Assembly? This is the
cornerstone of democracy in Victoria, and it is the
government that is trampling on democracy tonight.

Mr I. W. SMITH (Polwarth) - I t is entirely
appropriate for members of the opposition to raise at
some time in the chamber the matters they wish to raise
tonight. However, typically, opposition members are
not ready for the debate they say they are ready for.
During the discussion on the issue of time they have
repeatedly said that they are still seeking freedom of
information material from the government and still do
not have it.
I should have thOUght that given the debate last year on
the Auditor-General members of the opposition should
be seeking information from him about his attitude to
the use or abuse of credit cards. When they have
assembled that information, rather than the half-baked
infornmtion they now have, they should use the forms
of the house, with which they are only too familiar, to
organise a proper debate. The opposition's silly,
juvenile stunt tonight-Mr Robinson interjected.
Mr I. W. SMIm - The honourable member for
Mitcham will become accustomed to the juvenile stunts
of his colleagues after a while. Those of us who have
been here some time have witnessed them day after
day. When the opposition correctly uses the fonns of
the house to bring on a debate on the matter about
which they feel so passionate, government members
will join them. We will willingly compare the standards
of probity of this government with the standards of
probity of the previous government. Then the house
and the public will see the extraordinary contrast
between the improved standards of behaviour of this
government and the standards of its predecessor.
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Mr Deputy Speaker, I submit that you should no longer
hear debate on the question of time. It is obvious that
the house, and particularly the opposition, is
ill-prepared to debate this serious matter. It should be
dealt with at some other time using the proper fonns of
the house so we can have a wide-ranging debate and so
the information obtained from the Auditor-General and
under freedom of information can be considered. The
government will then contrast the information
provided by the opposition with the information it will
no doubt provide on the behaviour of the previous
government and then let the public judge which party
is more capable of governing the state.
MrHAERMEYER(Yan Yean)- The
government is attempting to bring on the adjournment
debate when the house has an opportunity to discuss an
important matter. The honourable member for Niddrie
has proposed that the house debate the motion standing
in his name on the important and urgent matter of the
misuse of public credit cards and the public purse for
private purposes. They are the same sorts of things
former Queensland ministers went to gaol for.
Whenever the opposition seeks to raise matters such as
these the government slips and slides and ducks the
question and refuses to provide an opportunity to
debate them.
I can understand that the government has a business
program to get through every week, but at the same
time it refuses to provide adequate time to debate
matters that are being discussed in the media and in the
community. This place is perhaps the most restrictive
of any in the commonwealth so far as providing
opportunities to debate the issues of the day is
concerned.
If this were the federal Parliament or another state
Parliament the matter would have been broUght for
debate as a matter of public importance, but in Victoria
those opportunities do not exist. This is the most closed
and undemocratic chamber in the commonwealth. That
is what is at stake: because the rules of this chamber are
restrictive the government uses its numbers - The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The matters
the honourable member for Yan Yean is now
introducing are not pertinent to the debate. We are
talking about the question oftime as it fits within the
standing orders of this Parliament. I ask the honourable
member to come back to the question of time.

Mr HAERMEYER - I accept your ruling,
Mr Deputy Speaker. The point I am making relates to
the question of time in the sense that members of the
opposition are asking that the house do not adjourn to
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give us the time to debate the urgent and important
issues in the motion standing in the name of the
honourable member for Niddrie. The matter should be
debated now. It is the lead story in tonight's news
bulletins and is on the front pages of the newspapers.
The public certainly considers it to be important, but the
government does not.

remaining business be postponed. This is a narrow
debate about whether remaining business should be
postponed or whether there should be time for debate.
The question of time is the critical issue, not whether
sessional orders are appropriate or should be changed,
which the honourable member for Yan Yean is
currently pursuing.

There are few opportunities under the standing orders
for the opposition to debate motions such as this. The
opposition is again being denied the chance to debate a
matter that goes to probity and transparency and the
way the government uses public money. It is an urgent
matter that should be debated now. Some ministers are
19 days overdue in responding to requests under the
Freedom of Information Act, which is a breach of the
legislation.

Mr HAERMEYER - On the point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, I suggest the sessional orders are

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I have
explained to the honourable member for Yan Yean and
to previous speakers that the Chair cannot countenance
the debating of issues that are extraneous to the
question before it, which is the question of time.
I say again that this is a difficult and narrow debate,
and it is as difficult for honourable members as it is for
the Chair. The Chair must be mindful of the rules that
govern the procedures of the house, particularly the
rules of precedence. That is especially so because as
debates such as these progress the good operators in
this place, particularly managers of opposition
business, delve back into Speakers' rulings and raise
points of order, saying, 'But Mr Speaker this happened
on this day'. The Chair has a difficult task. I ask the
honourable member for Yan Yean to restrict his
remarks to the narrow question of time.
Mr HAERMEYER - I am trying to establish that
the question of time is relevant to the importance and
urgency of the arguments the opposition is putting. To
that extent the substance of the debate, while it cannot
be dwelt on, should be touched on to highlight the
reasons why the matter should be brought on for debate
now. That is why time is an issue. As I have said, the
opposition has few opportunities to debate what one
may call the issues of the day. Each week the
government rams through its business program and at
5 0' clock on a Thursday night it packs up and goes
home, having provided little opportunity for debate on
important issues.

Dr Napthine - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, the honourable member for Yan Yean is again
straying from the question of time. He is now debating
the sessional orders. They may be worthy of debate, but
they are not relevant to the question, which is that

extremely relevant to the matter of time. They are
germane to whether the opposition has the opportunity
at other times to debate what it is now trying to have
debated. I am addressing the house on the question of
time because the issue is a matter of urgency that the
opposition believes should be debated now. The
sessional orders have not enabled the matter to be
raised at other times during the week.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
heard only part of what the honourable member for Yan
Yean was saying; I was distracted by somebody
speaking to me. For that reason I will not uphold the
point of order, but the comments made by the Minister
for Youth and Community Services are appropriate.
I return to my comments a few moments ago: this is a
narrow debate. It is not an opportunity to debate the
sessional orders, the standing orders or procedures of
the house but to debate the matter of time on this issue
and why the issue should be debated tonight.
I also remind honourable members that I am mindful of
standing order no. 109 on tedious repetition. We should
all be mindful of that as we progress through this
debate. I suggest to the honourable member for Yan
Yean that it is a tight debate and he should confine
himself to those controls.
Mr HAERMEYER - I take up your suggestion,
Mr Deputy Speaker, that this debate is about why the

issue, the subject of notice of motion no. 1, should be
debated tonight, not later. The government has refused
the opportunity at any other time during the week to
debate it. Today the Premier ducked questions on the
issue. There is no other opportunity for the issue to be
debated.
The government hopes the issue will disappear during
the two-week recess. The opposition will make sure it
does not go away. The community would like to see
this issue debated tonight. The honourable member for
Polwarth said we should ask the Auditor-General for
his views. He neglected to note that the
Auditor-General has already reported on the issue.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Thursday. 26 March} 998

ASSEMBLY

We want a full debate. We want to know where the
government stands on this issue and whether it will
abide by its own guidelines. There is no reason why
that debate cannot occur tonight.
Mr ROWE (Cranbourne) - When speaking to the
question of time the honourable members for Yan Yean
and Thomastown strayed far and wide. I wondered
what they were on about. Apparently the honourable
member for Thomastown thOUght the Premier was in
the house, yet the Premier entered the chamber only a
few minutes ago.
The debate on this issue is likely to be held on 7 April,
which would be an appropriate date for such an issue
because between now and then the opposition can go
out into the community, get facts and talk about people
without being protected by cowards' castle. Opposition
members must be among the most cowardly I have
encountered in my life, including those I encountered
when I was a police officer dealing with people whose
morals could only be described as poor.
The honourable members for Thomastown and Niddrie,
and the Leader of the Opposition never step outside this
place and say somebody has breached the regulations.
They know the Age, 3AW and television channels 2, 7,
9 and 10 will not report what the opposition has to say
unless it has the facts. It does not have the facts. It is
prepared to raise the matter here with the protection of
parliamentary privilege. The opposition does not have
the facts, but it wants to bring the debate on now
because nothing else will happen in the next two weeks.
The opposition wants to make innuendos, raise untruths
and slander public servants who cannot defend
themselves under parliamentary privilege. The
opposition knows it does not have the courage to step
outside and repeat its accusations in the next two
weeks. The honourable member for Thornastown has
commented outside the house about a particular
organisation - The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Cranbourne should restrict his
comments to the question of time, not draw in other
issues extraneous to the debate.

Mr ROWE - Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker, for
your advice. Between now and 7 April the opposition
has plenty oftime to raise this matter in public. If the
evidence is real, its members can go outside and talk
about it. If they do not have the courage to do so
outside, they should wait until 7 April.
\1s GARBUTT (Bundoora)- The honourable
member for Cranbourne said the facts had not been
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produced by the opposition. That is wrong because the
evidence has been produced. It is here. The opposition
has asked questions about it. We need now a full debate
and an explanation about the breaches of the guidelines.
Mr Rowe -

Say it outside the house.

Ms GARBUTT - We have seen evidence and
facts about the personal use of government credit cards,
purchases of jewellery and liquor and the payment of
restaurant bills. We need an explanation now about
why the guidelines have been breached through the use
of credit cards.
I am aware that this debate is a narrow one and is only
on the subject of time. But that only serves to highlight
the need for a full debate with unlimited time in which
all the facts about the main issue can be explored and
the government can explain to Parliament and the
public why guidelines have been breached. Action
should be taken to bring into line not only public
servants, as some government members have implied
should be the case, but also ministers of the Crown.
They should also be brought into line. The house could
not have a more fimdamental issue to debate.
The debate on this issue goes to the heart of the
Westminster system. One of the key aspects of our
parliamentary democracy is the scrutiny of government.
Democratically elected governments cannot operate
without scrutiny or operate behind closed doors where
the public does not receive infonnation. The opposition
has an obligation to scrutinise government and to
criticise where necessary. The public has a fundamental
right to know, which is why the public supports our
parliamentary system. The opposition has an obligation
to put this government under scrutiny and make it
accountable.
Tonight the opposition requests that the house debate
an issue involving serious misuse of taxpayers' money.
The government should be prepared to be accountable
at any time, not just in 10 days when it will have its
lines right, when it will have the stories right, when it
will have shredded some documents and covered others
up. We want the debate to be held now so that all those
facts can be scrutinised, the infonnation obtained by the
opposition under FOI can be examined and ministers
can explain what they will do about their breaches of
the guidelines.
The use of taxpayers' funds for personal use is as
fundamental an issue as one could get. The public
knows about that, which is why this issue is tonight's
headline news on all television stations. The notice of
motion that should be debated tonight concerns
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possible breaches of federal and state laws. The issue
should be clari fied now - not in 10 days time. We
should not delay a debate about such allegations.

the moment an opposition member gets close to the
heart of the matter, close to important issues the public
wants to learn about.

The air needs to be cleared because the cloud hanging
over ministers and public servants will- to use a
colleague's words- build and fester as we wait.
Parliament should not have to wait for 10 days for the
government's operations to be scrutinised. Government
members should be prepared to stand up now and
explain why guidelines have been breached.

Mr Ryan - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, the honourable member's words are a direct
reflection upon a ruling you made which was based on
a point of order taken under standing orders. Your
ruling was that the issues now being raised by the
honourable member for Bundoora have nothing to do
with the matter before the Chair.

The government's tight control over and manipulation
of Parliament ensures there are limited opportunities for
debate. There has been no opportunity this week for a
broad debate. Question after question has been ducked
and avoided and the Premier has not taken the
opportunity to offer an explanation. Most departments
are days overdue in releasing FOI information19 days in the case of the Department of Human
Services - and the modus operandi of the
government - -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I uphold the
point of order and again remind the honourable
member for Bundoora of the confines of the debate.

Mr McArthur - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, you have ruled many times on the narrowness
of the debate and each time an opposition member has
started to speak your patience has been tested. They are
playing tag team by pushing the limits on the matter of
time until they were warned that you will not hear
them. The honourable member for Bundoora continues
that approach by discussing both the issues in the notice
of motion under general business and the standing
orders of the house. Could I suggest that you remind the
honourable member of the limits of the debate and
invite her back to it?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I uphold the
point of order raised by the honourable member for
Monbulk and remind the honourable member for
Bundoora that this is a narrow and difficult debate both
for the speakers and the Chair. I ask her to confine her
comments to the issue of time and leave the substance
until the debate is on the table.
Ms GARBUTT - The point of order highlighted
why we need the notice of motion to be debated fully.
The moment anyone gets anywhere near the main issue
which goes to the heart of the government's
accountability, as the public saw on TV tonight, we are
cut off. That illustrates the urgent need for a full debate
of the issues raised in the notice of motion. In 10 days
time it will be too late because members of the
government will have had time to cover up and get their
lines straight. The current debate is a sham because we
are unable to get to the real issues. The government's
watchdogs are ready to leap up and take points of order

Ms GARBUTT - I again make the point that the
debate is very narrow, and government members
illustrate that with every point of order. Members are
entitled to have a full debate on a matter of public
importance that tonight is the lead story in the news. It
is a matter that goes to the heart of accountability for
the use of taxpayers' funds and scrutiny of government.
Honourable members opposite have pointed out the
time. It is only 6.25 p.m., so it is an early night - in
the past two nights the house sat until almost midnight.
It is only Thursday so there is plenty of time to debate
the issue. The question is whether the government will
allow itself to be scrutinised and give the public the
explanation it deserves.
Mr DOYLE (Malvern) -In making a brief
contribution to the debate I shall confme myself to the
matter of time, comment on the arguments offered by
the opposition in an attempt to persuade the Chair that
the matter before the house is a matter of urgency and
show why the two lines of argument must fail.

I do not want to do the opposition's job for it, but
perhaps I could suggest the line of argument it must
put to persuade the Chair that this is a matter of
urgency such that the current sessional orders slould
be set aside to accede to the opposition's wish tJ now
bring on the debate on the notice of motion.
I shall discuss the two thrusts of the opposition's
argument by which it seeks to persuade you,
Mr Deputy Speaker. I shall point out not only how
those thrusts are not relevant or persuasive but aso how
they are internally contradictory - even if they are
accepted. I hope to show why you should not ac.:ept
that this is a matter of such urgency that you shculd set
aside sessional orders and elevate a notice of mction for
debate ahead of the question put by the Leader cfthe
House.
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An honourable member interjected.

Mr DOYLE - I like to provide an executive
sununary, just in case you nod off, because I know it is
difficult for you to keep paying attention and not suffer
a lapse in concentration. I would hate you to miss the
tluust of it because the rest of the debate might include
big words and I want you to understand at least the
basic parts of it.
Firstly, the opposition seeks to convince us that the
notice of motion is an issue before the house. All
honourable members agree with that. The honourable
member for Bundoora echoed, perhaps unwittingly, the
words of the Leader of the Opposition when he said
there is a need to air the matter. The opposition is
saying we have something important before us and the
house needs to discuss the issue. The language used in
the debate so far in an attempt to persuade us that this
is a matter of urgency includes comments such as 'This
needs an explanation', 'We need to debate this' and
'Time must be made available for debate'.
All those arguments focus on the belief of the
opposition that an issue exists. They do not include
consideration of whether the issue is of sufficient
moment at this time to be declared urgent, thus
overturning orders. The opposition is arguing that issue
does fall within the aegis of time because it is a serious
and weighty issue, and that is enough to elevate it to
being given the protection of the Chair in the debate on
time.
That has not been established by members of the
opposition. They have used high-sounding rhetorical
phrases such as 'the heart of democracy that we must
preserve', 'the scrutiny of government that is close to
us', 'the accountability' and 'the right of the public to
know'. Members on this side of the house would not
disagree with any of those sentiments. But the issue
before us is whether those ideas cannot be upheld
unless we have the debate now.
Late in her speech the honourable member for
Bundoora used the most specious reasoning. She said
that it was early in the evening and it was only
Thursday and therefore the notice of motion is a matter
of urgency and standing orders should be set aside. The
honourable member for Mordialloc asked, 'Why now,
at 6.20 p.m.?' I ask, 'Why do we need to debate this
now, at 6.30 p.m.?'. The opposition should focus on
that question ifit wants to show that this is a matter of
seriousness.
The government does not deny there is an issue before
the house. We have said that it is an important issue.
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The honourable member for Thomastown did no more
than demonstrate that it is an issue - all he did was
read out the notice of motion. He did not connect it with
the importance of time and the debate coming on now.
So, while we all agree there is subject matter before the
house that must be considered. it has not been
established through any nexus of argument that that is
a matter of such urgency that we should set aside the
forms of the house.
Sitting suspended 6.29 p.m. until 8.04 p.m.

Ms DAVIES (Gippsland West) -

I move:

That the question be now put

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! At the change of
business an individual member can rise in his or her
place and move that the question be now put. I accept
the motion.
Ms Davies's motion agreed to.
Motion negatived.

PREMIER: CREDIT CARDS
Mr HULLS (Niddrie)- I move:
That this house, noting that various fonner Queensland
ministers went to gaol for using the public purse for their own
private purposes, demands that the Premier and fonner and
current members of his staff give a full explanation as to why
they have used state government corporate credit cards for
private purposes in breach of government guidelines and in
possible breach of the federal and state acts.

Isn't it fascinating that finally the government has
come to its senses and decided it does not want to go
home until this very important matter is debated in the
house! It is a matter that goes to the heart of good,
honest, open and accountable government. It will be
interesting to see whether the Premier comes into the
house to defend his misuse of taxpayer-funded
corporate credit cards.
In May of last year the Auditor-General produced a
report on ministerial portfolios and made a number of
very interesting fmdings. What stuck out were a
number of findings about the use of taxpayer-funded
corporate credit cards. The Auditor-General looked at
two particular areas. I notice the Minister for Sport,
who is at the table, is smiling. The smile will be wiped
offhis face when we fmally get a copy of his corporate
credit card. We already have some information on the
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minister's travel arrangements, which no doubt will be
revealed at a later stage.

Honourable members intet:iecting.
Mr HULLS - In all fairness to the Minister for
Planning and Local Government, he has indicated that
he has nothing to hide concerning this matter because
some time ago he approached me about an FOI request
I had put in relating to his travel. He said, 'You will
find that they have whited out a particular name on a
particular document and I have to explain to you that
the person who has been whited out - and she is not
too impressed by it - is my wife'. To his credit he has
fessed up and come clean, but very few people have
fessed up and come clean.

Honourable members interyecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I remind the honourable
member for Niddrie of the words of his own motion. It
refers to:
... demands that the Premier and former and current members
of his staff give a full explanation.

The motion does not deal with other ministers or other
members of staff. The motion relates to the Premier
and his staff alone, not the Minister for Planning and
Local Government or any other ministers.
Mr HULLS - In relation to the office of the
Premier, in his report on ministerial portfolios the
Auditor-General dealt specifically with the use of
corporate credit cards as a result of a review he
conducted on the Department of Justice and the
Department of Premier and Cabinet.
He made it quite clear that inappropriate practices had
been engaged in by people in the two departments, but
in particular the Department of Premier and Cabinet.
When the opposition read the report it decided that
more had to be done. As a member of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee it is my duty, as it
is of all members of the committee, to oversee
expenditure of the public purse. I lodged on behalf of
the opposition a number of freedom of infonnation
requests about expenditure on the corporate credit card
by the Premier and members of his staff.
One of the reasons that was done was the totally
inadequate response given by the Department of
Premier and Cabinet - and indeed by the Department
of Justice - to concerns raised by the Auditor-General
about this credit card issue.
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Mr Speaker, it is clear from looking at page 293 of the
May 1997 Auditor-General's Report on Ministerial
Porrfolios that he has expressed concerns:
A detailed audit review was undertaken of the use of the
corporate card by two public sector agencies. namely the
Department of Justice and the Department of Premier and
Cabinet
The Department of Justice is one of the largest users of the
corporate card, with 300 card holders who for the 1996
calendar year expended around $3.6 million through the use
of the cards.

He found that in 1996 they spent $3.6 million through
the use of the cards! The report says also:
On the other hand, the Department of Premier and Cabinet is
a middle-level user of the corporate card, with 39 card holders
who expended in excess of $300 000 over the same period.

The Auditor-General found $300 000 expenditure by
39 users in the Department of Premier and Cabinet! He
goes on:
The cards are used by both departments for the payment of a
wide range of low value goods and services, such as utilities,
travel, accommodation and stationery.
Specific comments on the use and control of corporate credit
cards within these two departments are as follows.

What we are debating tonight is this important aspect.
This is why it is absolutely essential that the Premier
comes into this house and gives a full explanation of
the sorts of standards that he is setting for the use of
corporate credit cards. The buck stops with the
Premier! He must explain the expenditure of public
moneys out of the public purse. If the Premier, like
fonner Premier Bjelke-Petersen in Queensland, shows
that he has no standards on the expenditure of money
from the public purse, others will follow him. That is
why the motion is so important. If the Premier misuses
the trust that has been given to him by the people of
Victoria on expenditure from the public purse, the
whole structure starts to decay. The trust of the people
of Victoria cannot be misused. It is as simple as that.
That is why it is important to look at what the
Auditor-General said about the policies and guidelines
for the use of corporate cards.

Government members interyecting.

Mr HULLS government!

It may be a laughing matter to the

Government members interyecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Glen Waverley!
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~r HULLS - No ministers have used their credit
cards for a shopping spree at Bloomingdales - yet.
The opposition will wait and see what it gets back from
FOI requests of those ministers. Many have gone on
shopping sprees and used their corporate cards for
personal purchases, but as I said - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for OakJeigh will take a seat. She need not sit in the
aisle. There are plenty of seats, including her seat,
available to her and she should take one. She is being
obstructive.
Mr HULLS - The unfortunate aspect of this
particular matter - -

Honourable members inteljecting.
The SPEAKER -- Order! There is enough trouble
without the honourable member for Doncaster stirring
things up.
Mr HULLS - The trouble is that members ofthe
government do not understand the importance of the
issue of the use of corporate cards. I would have
thought that somebody - perhaps the honourable
member for Doncaster, who has continually maintained
that he is the standard-bearer of the small 'I' liberals in
this state - would understand the importance of the
issue. But by his childish behaviour this evening, his
gawking and gutTawing, he shows that he does not
consider that to be an issue of any significance. It was
an issue in Queensland and it is an issue in Victoria.
This will not be the last time the house deals with the
question of corporate credit cards. Tonight is just the
start. Tonight's motion is indeed about the Premier and
his staff, but the opposition has also lodged FOI
requests of the Minister for Transport. It is good to see
he is in the house. I hope he will get up to defend the
Premier. The opposition has lodged requests of not
only ministers - -
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member for Niddrie made reference to other members
and ministers and I brought him back to the wording of
his motion, which refers to the Premier and his staff.
Now he has mentioned other members or ministers.
I ask him now to keep to the specific wording of his
own motion.
Mr HULLS - So that honourable members are
aware, I inform the house that the misuse of corporate
credit cards through a breach of corporate credit card
guidelines has come to the attention of the public
through the standard-bearer in this state, the Premier.
Not only I have said this; the same Auditor-General this
Premier wants to nobble said it!
The Auditor-General first raised these issues about the
use of a corporate credit card by the Premier. At page
295 of his May 1997 report he referred to the
Department of Premier and Cabinet and its use of
corporate credit cards:
Internal procedures of the Department of Premier and Cabinet
require card holders to veritY each transaction appearing on
their monthly card holder activity report and attach all
supporting documentation for processing, but do not require
transactions to be independently authorised. However, audit
found that almost all card holders did not veritY transactions
appearing on their activity reports as confirmation of the
accuracy of the report and the receipt of the related goods and
services. Furthermore, the majority of transactions were not
supported by documentation, therefore making it difficult to
detennine whether such expenditure was incurred for official
purposes.

Mr Speaker, you know that means that even the
Auditor-General has been denied access to documents
and so he is not able to ascertain whether any rort has
taken place. The Auditor-General is reporting that he
has not been supplied with enough documentation to
make a judgment as to whether expenditure on credit
cards was for official purposes. That is why we have to
get the Premier here to go through every single one of
his transactions to ascertain whether or not a fraud has
taken place.
Mr Finn -

I don't like your chances.

Mr Leigh - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I
direct your attention to the earlier direction that the
motion deals specifically with the use of credit cards by
the Premier and his staff. The honourable member for
Niddrie has already started to diverge from the subject.
He has referred to an FOI request lodged about the use
of another minister's credit card. I would be delighted
to listen to that at another time, but I would ask you,
Mr Speaker, to ensure that he abides by the ruling.

Mr HULLS - I will take up the interjection. I
agree with the honourable member for Tullamarine - I
don't like my chances of the Premier coming in here
and attempting to justify each of his purchases because
he cannot. He cannot explain, for instance, why he used
his corporate credit card to the tune of over $1000 for
obviously personal purposes because he has paid
money back. He has to explain to Victorians why he
breached the guidelines.

The SPEAKER - Order! I uphold the point of
order. Earlier in his contribution the honourable

What is the difference between the Premier or
Minister McGrath and Mr Morris, who resigned
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yesterday? There is only one difference - one is a
scapegoat and the others are mates. The difference
between Minister McGrath and Mr Morris is that one
is a billygoat and the other is a scapegoat. Mr Morris
has done the appropriate thing and has resigned, but
Minister McGrath has not.
That is exactly what the Auditor-General found in
relation to the Department of Premier and Cabinet.
When the Auditor-General said inappropriate
procedures had been put in place in relation to
corporate credit cards the response of the acting
secretary to the Department of Premier and Cabinet was
to say, 'We note what you have said, the use of credit
cards is a cost-effective way of doing business', and
then to go on and say:
We note your comment about eight card holders not having
their necessary delegation to make purchases and therefore
may not be the most efficient process for purchasing. While
there is nothing intrinsically wrong with this situation as long
as proper approval to purchase is obtained, and it should be
noted that there are still efficiencies to be gained from being
able to order instantaneously using the card, we will review
this situation.
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concerns that the coalition members of that committee
were got at first because they voted the matter down.
Basically they said that they were not prepared to do
anything about the recommendation made by the
Auditor-General despite the fact that committee is
charged with the oversight ofthe public purse. They
were prepared to throw up their hands and say, 'We
don't care if the public purse is being spent
inappropriately' .
It raises a grave question about what the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee exists to do. I
thOUght its charter was to oversee the public purse. The
fact that the committee is not prepared to look at such
an important issue, even though the Auditor-General
has recommended that it do so, raises serious concerns
about that committee. I know members of that
committee are listening to the debate tonight. As I said
to them at the time, they ought to be ashamed of
themselves for not ensuring that a review was carried
out about how taxpayers' money is spent in relation to
corporate credit cards.

The Department of Premier and Cabinet is
acknowledging that the procedures are not appropriate
and that the situation will be reviewed. The
opportunity was given for it to review the situation but
nothing has happened since the report was handed
down.

This important matter came to light because it was
raised by the Auditor-General. It is an important issue
for a whole range of reasons, not the least of which is
that it goes to the heart of good, open, accountable
government. Those who deal with the public purse have
the trust of taxpayers and that trust should never be
betrayed.

I wrote to the Auditor-General suggesting that nothing
had been done in relation to his recommendation and
making it clear that not only had nothing been done but
other breaches were taking place all over the place. The
Auditor-General wrote back and said he had given his
report and made his recommendations and there was
nothing more he could do, so the matter ought be
referred back to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. I am a member of that committee so I was
more than happy to refer it to the committee. I therefore
wrote to the chairman of the committee.

I have said many times in this house that people
actually went to gaol in Queensland for doing not much
more - in fact no more - than I say the Premier,
ministers and senior bureaucrats have done in the way
they have used their corporate credit cards. One
example is Leisha Harvey, a former Queensland health
minister, who went to gaol for 12 months after being
charged with and convicted of breaching the trust that
was given to her by the people of Queensland. She was
charged with using the public purse as if it were her
own.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Doncaster is interjecting out of his place. He is
disorderly. I would like him to either be quiet or leave
the chamber. If he wishes to listen to the debate, I ask
him to please be quiet.

Mr HULLS - Some time ago I wrote to the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee suggesting there
should be a total review of the procedures. As I recall I
set out some terms of reference for that review and
presented the matter to the committee. I have grave

I urge government members to understand that that is
exactly what is happening in this state. Leisha Harvey
was using money she had access to as a minister to take
holidays and take friends out to dinner. A newspaper
article that appeared in the Australian of 15 November
1990 reveals the almost trivial nature of the charges
against Leisha Harvey as compared to what is
happening in Victoria today. The article states:
Former Queensland health minister Leisha Harvey was last
night gaoled for 12 months for using the public purse as if it
was her own.
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Judge John Helman of the Brisbane District Court sentenced
Harvey on 13 of 15 counts of dishonestly misappropriating a
total of-

get this; it is a huge amount! -
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12 months gaol. A former Queensland finance
minister, Brian Austin, was found guilty on 25 counts
and was gaoled for 15 months. An article in the
Weekend Australian of 1 and 2 December 1990 stated
that:

$7898.99 of ministerial expense funds for her own use.

She got 12 months for tickling the peter to the tune of
$7898. The judge went on to say she had breached the
trust, and further:
I must take into account that the office of a minister of the
Crown places heavy responsibilities - not the least to act
honestly, particularly when public money is concerned'.
'The verdict shows you failed miserably to perform that
duty' ...

The article goes on to say:
The charges included using public money on holiday in
Hobart, when she hired a Volvo for two days sightseeing at
the cost to the taxpayer of$607.54.
She also stayed at Great Keppel Island for a weekend with her
husband and daughter at a cost of$642.60; bought first-<:Iass
airline tickets at a cost of$11 08 for herself and her husband to
attend the Adelaide Grand Prix; and visited Hobart over the
1988-89 New Year period, incurring costs at the Sheraton
Hotel of$155 and S1007.75 during the Sydney to Hobart
yacht race.

I was in Queensland at the time and certain members
of the government, and even certain members of the
opposition, were saying, 'Look, this is a trivial matter.
Why bother pursuing it? Okay, from time to time
ministers will put their snouts in the trough and will
tickle the peter, but does anyone really care about it?'.
That is exactly what government members are saying
today, but this is not trivial and it is not boring. Leisha
Harvey did not think it was boring. She got 12 months
in gaol for doing no more than the sorts of things
Victorian ministers and senior bureaucrats have been
doing. I have no doubt this matter will come back to
haunt those ministers, senior bureaucrats and staffers in
the not-too-distant future.
An article in the Age of 4 October 1990 reported that
Don Lane, a former Queensland minister, was:
... sentenced to 12 months gaol after being found guilty in the
Brisbane District Court yesterday on 27 charges of
misappropriation.
Before handing down his sentence Judge John Kimmins said
the jury had found 'a number of breaches of trust at the
highest level'.

The judge found that a number of breaches of trust had
occurred at the highest level. Don Lane did the same
sorts of things that Leisha Harvey did. He used the
public purse for his own private use - and he got

Former Queensland finance minister Brian Austin was jailed
for 15 months last night for dishonestly applying S70 12 of
taxpayers' funds for his private use.

He misapplied not $30000 or $40 000 but $7102! This
is not a trivial matter at all. We will continue to pursue
the Premier, the members of his staff and other
ministers and their staff. Any person who has breached
the guidelines deserves what is coming to him or her.
The fact that yesterday a senior bureaucrat resigned
from office because he had breached the credit card
guidelines will not deter the opposition from pursuing
each and every one of the transactions that have been
entered into by the Premier, members of his staff,
senior bureaucrats and other ministers.
This issue has been taken far more seriously in
Queensland and federally than it has in Victoria. The
federal Audit Act prohibits ministers from using the
public purse for their own private gain. Section 64A
states:
( I ) A person who uses a commonwealth credit card with the
intention of obtaining cash, goods or services otherwise than
for the commonwealth is guilty of an offence punishable, on
conviction, by a fine not exceeding $20 000 or by
imprisonment for a period not exceeding five years, or both.

If federal ministers do the same things that Victorian
ministers have been doing they are liable to
imprisonment for five years or a fine of $20 000 or
both. No matter who is involved - the Premier, the
Premier's press secretary or members of the Premier's
staff - the opposition will pursue them. I also advise
any former members of the Premier's staff who have
tickled the peter and used the public purse for their
own private gain that they are not off the hook.
1 am sure that, having seen Graham Morris go, the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services is
considering his options. I warn any minister who jumps
ship now because he or she has misused the public
purse for his or her own private gain that the opposition
we still come and get them. They should not think that
if they jump ship now that will be the end of the matter!
I warn the Premier - Honourable members interjecting.

Mr HULLS - I have absolutely no doubt that in
the past the Premier has considered gi ving the game
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away for a range of reasons, not the least of
which--

An honourable member interjected.
Mr HULLS - As I understand it, the minister has
already retired, Mr Speaker. The Premier retired him
some months ago, and given the way he has been
handling his portfolio, he obviously gave up some
months ago as well.
I simply say to the Premier that ifhe is considering
jumping ship and getting out of the place, he should be
warned that we will continue to pursue the matter
regardless of whether he is the Premier or not. If you
have abused the public purse and used it for your own
private gain, we will pursue you, whether you are Jeff
Kennett, Premier, or JeffKennett, private citizen. We
will pursue you-The SPEAKER - Order! You will pursue the
Premier, I think you mean.
Mr HULLS - Absolutely, Mr Speaker. We will
pursue the Premier, because this matter goes to the
heart of good government in this state.
Let us look at the guidelines that apply in this state.
The Premier keeps saying, 'They are just guidelines. If
you breach them from time to time, we will look at
each individual circumstance'. You cannot be a little
bit pregnant. You either have guidelines or you do not,
and you either adhere to them or you do not - and if
you do not adhere to them you should suffer the
consequences. It is as simple as that. The Premier
should not try to filibuster by saying, 'They are just
guidelines', and then saying each and every time
people are caught with their hands in the till, 'They
paid it back so there is no real drama about it' .
The guidelines could not be more specific. In fact, they
are set out in a letter sent to Mr Ken Baxter, the fonner
Secretary to the Department of Premier and Cabinet, so
the Premier cannot claim he has never seen them or
been alerted to their existence. The letter, which is
dated 14 September 1994, was written by Mr Ron
Paice, the Acting Secretary to the Department of
Finance. The letter states in part:
The state government corporate card (the card) has been
operating for approximately five years and is currently used to
advantage by some 64 departments and agencies. In view of
the potential savings the card offers, the Minister for Finance
has approved higher transaction levels to provide agencies
with increased scope for using the card for further reducing
paperwork.
The new approvals are detailed in direction 3.14.2 and in
general allow for general purposes up to $2000 per
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transaction. However, if the goods or services are on a tender
board contract, or three quotes have been obtained. the
corporate card may be used for transactions up to $10000.
The $10000 limit also applies for public utility and
intragovernment transactions.
Agencies using the card can achieve significant productivity
savings through streamlined approval processes, reduced
accounts payable, effort and inquiries, and through
eliminating the need for purchase orders, receipt vouchers and
payments by cheque. While agencies are billed on a monthly
basis with a 21-day settlement period, suppliers can receive
payment within 24 hours without the need to issue invoices or
receipts.

The letter sets out why it is that the corporate credit
cards are appropriate. It then goes on to say:
Being a Visa card, it is widely accepted by suppliers and the
card's unique numbering allocation is recognised by the
Australian Taxation Office for sales tax exemption purposes.

That is the point: the corporate credit cards have a
unique numbering system that is widely recognised for
sales tax exemption purposes.
The cards are identified with individual officers, thereby
providing management with a clear audit trail. The audit trail
is supported by the bank providing up to four tiers of acti vity
reporting. Liability for the use of a card by an unauthorised
person is limited to S50 up to the time the card is reported to
the bank.

So unauthorised use of the card is prohibited, but if the
card is stolen unauthorised use is limited to $50 up to
the time the card is reported to the bank. It continues:
No liability attaches to transactions on any card after the time
the bank. has been notified.

The letter further states:
State government corporate card guidelines were issued in
February 1989 to assist agencies in implementing internal
controls over the card's use. The guidelines have been
updated to incorporate the recent changes to the directions of
the Minister for Finance under the Financial Management Act
1994. The revised guidelines, which are more concise and
user friendly, come into effect on 1 October 1994.

The Department of Premier and Cabinet was advised
that the new guidelines came into effect on 1 October
1994.
A copy of the revised guidelines is enclosed for your
information and for dissemination to all finance managers and
card holders within your department.
It should also be noted that the financial management package
has also been updated to include the changes approved by the
Minister for Finance. The Law Printer will distribute the
update to the financial management package to all subscribers
to their update service.
I recommend the card's use to you and believe the higher
transaction levels and the issue of revised guidelines provide
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an opponunity by which you can review the efficiency of the
card's operations within your department.

Clearly the guidelines were sent to the Department of
Premier and Cabinet, and they are crystal clear.
Mr Leigh inteTjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! It is time the honourable
member for Mordialloc had a cup of coffee or a glass of
water. He is continually inteTjecting from out of his
place and the Chair is getting a little testy.

Mr HULLS - This motion is about the breach of
the guidelines, and it is important to go through them
meticulously because they set out what the cards can
and cannot be used for. The guidelines say clearly that a
state government credit card attracts a sales tax
exemption through its unique numbering system and by
the endorsement on the reverse of the card that the
purchase of goods on the card are exempt from sales
tax.
That has wide ramifications. It means that items
purchased on corporate credit cards are sales tax
exempt because card users are supposedly using their
cards for official purposes. It so happens that wine
attracts a sales tax exemption of about 26 per cent. If
an officer purchases wine with his corporate credit card
he automatically receives the 26 per cent sales tax
exemption. The Premier says, 'It is okay, we paid it
back'. Guess what? Only the sales tax exempt amount
has been paid back. That is an absolute fraud on the
commonwealth and is why the opposition is pursuing
this matter.
I notice that the Minister for Planning and Local
Government is prepared to write down the list of items
that are exempt from sales tax, but when the opposition
is able to peruse his use of his credit card it will advise
him accordingly. A rarlge of items are exempt from
sales tax including handbags, shoes and so on. It is no
good the Premier saying that this is a non-issue - a
slight breach of the guidelines- and that the money
has been paid back. All that has been paid back is the
sales tax exempt price.
Putting the sales tax issue to one side, why do
honourable members think that certain people have
used their corporate credit cards to take holidays and
rent villas at Noosa? Because they know by using their
corporate credit cards they will receive a government
discount rate. I have looked at the travel arrangements
of the Minister for Youth and Community Services and
I have no doubt he needs to travel regularly to Sydney
or go overseas. I also have no doubt that whoever
makes the bookings says, 'It is a minister of the
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Victorian government so we want the normal
government rate'. Many hotels offer specific discounts
for government ministers and I have no problem with
that.
However, if the minister used the corporate credit card
for a private holiday, received a discounted rate and
then paid back only the discounted rate he would be
committing a fraud on the people of Victoria. People
are pretending they are on official business and are
entitled to the government rate when they are not on
official business. They are on frolics of their own taking
holidays and so on but paying back only the discounted
rate.
Because this issue is important the Premier should
provide an explanation in the house. As part of his
official duties the Premier has to entertain various
people and is required to purchase alcohol for official
purposes. That is appropriate. However, there have
been occasions when on the Premier's own admission
he has purchased alcohol for his own purposes. I say he
has done it on his own admission because he has paid
money back for those purchases.
But has the Premier paid back the full amount,
including sales tax, or has he paid back only the sales
tax exempt amount? Guess what? He has paid back
only the sales tax exempt amount, and in doing so he
has defrauded the commonwealth and committed a
serious federal offence. The Premier must give an
honest account of what occurred with these purchases.
The guidelines refer specificall y to sales tax.
Ms Davies - Mr Speaker, I direct your attention to
the state of the house.
Quorum formed.

Mr HULLS - I was dealing with the sales tax
exemption that applies to the use of taxpayer-funded
corporate credit cards. Sales tax exemption is
specifically dealt with in the corporate credit card
guidelines. Page 3 of the guidelines states:
The SGCC attracts 'sales tax exemption' through its unique
nwnbering system and by an endorsement on the reverse of
the card that the 'purchase of goods on this card are exempt
from sales tax'.

The guidelines go on to talk about issues of
importance. I will go through these guidelines in fine
detail, but I want to deal with sales tax exemption
because a number of ministers at the table have raised
their eyebrows. I hope they have raised their eyebrows
because they are indicating to the house they have
done the right thing! I hope they are not raising their
eyebrows because they have realised only now that
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they have done the wrong thing. But we will know that
only when we get the details of their cards. This is
what the corporate guidelines say in relation to sales
tax exemption:
... unofficial and private use is not condoned in any situation
as it impinges on sales tax exemption, so that restitution alone
is an insufficient remedy. Any misuse of the card (including
inadvertent unofficial use) should be repoTted immediately
and appropriate restitution made including an allowance for
sales tax.

That is how important this is. You cannot use a
corporate credit card for private purchases even if you
pay back the money because these cards attract sales
tax exemption. The guidelines go on to say:
... misuse of the card (whether or not restitution is made) may
result in proceedings being instituted against you under state
law.

The guidelines cannot be clearer than that. It is no good
the Premier saying that any inadvertent misuse of the
card does not matter because the money has been paid
back. So what! Charges can still be laid even if the
money is paid back. Who is going to lay the charges?
In normal circumstances you would go to the chief law
officer of the state. You would tell the chieflaw officer
that there has been a breach of the guidelines by the
Premier; he has not given an explanation about why he
has breached the guidelines. The guidelines say he can
be charged. We advise you, Madam Attorney-General,
that these guidelines have been breached; we suggest
you, as chieflaw officer, should take action and refer
the matter to the DPP.
But what is the point of doing that when the same chief
law officer has breached the guidelines? The same chief
law officer cannot be bothered waiting in queues in
London to get a ticket to La Traviata. Instead she
whacks a ticket on her corporate credit card - so we
cannot go to her when we find the Premier has misused
his corporate credit card.
Then we think: who oversees the use of corporate credit
cards? The Minister for Finance does. Perhaps we
should make a complaint to the Minister for Finance
because as overseer of the use of corporate credit
cards - overseeing, if you like, the public purse - it
might be appropriate for him to take legal action under
the guidelines against the Premier and members of his
staff. Guess what? We cannot go to the Minister for
Finance either. Why not? Because he has been dipping
his hand in the till as well. He used his corporate credit
card for personal purposes when he was on an overseas
trip. He has admitted that. It is not just me saying that;
the minister has admitted being in breach of the
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guidelines and repaying money that was used for
personal purposes.
What else do we do? Who else can we refer this matter
to? Perhaps it is appropriate, in the absence of anybody
else, to refer the matter to the Deputy Premier of this
state. Surely as Deputy Premier and Leader of the
National Party he will stand up to the Premier and take
action. But guess what? We can't refer the matter to the
Deputy Premier because this bloke is actually
approving his own trips in breach of other guidelines
for overseas trips. This is a bloke who, as Minister for
Tourism, decided to approve a trip overseas because he
was Acting Premier. The Premier is supposed to
approve those trips. He waits for the Premier to go
overseas and, wearing his hat as Minister for Tourism.
decides he wants to go overseas. He has to go to the
Acting Premier to approve his trip - and that is
himself! He looked at himself in the mirror one day and
asked himself a few questions: 'Are you going to have
a good time? Yes, I am going to have a good time. Are
you going to travel first-class? Yes, I am going to travel
first-class' .
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
is straying from the motion. I know the point he has
made, and he has made his point very well. He should
return to the motion.
Mr HULLS - The opposition is fmding it difficult
to know who to go to about a breach ofthe guidelines
because the Premier does not give a damn about them.
Minister Hallam has breached the guidelines. We have
a Deputy Premier who approves his own trips by
looking at himself in the mirror and asking whether he
is going to have a good time on his overseas trips. And
the chief law officer has also breached the guidelines. I
have no doubt when this sad and sorry episode is over
there will be n(H)ne the opposition can go to.

The next person we decided to report the matter to was
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services - The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
is now starting to stray well beyond the guidelines that
the Chair has indicated. He has made his point. He had
better return to the motion before the Chair instead of
using this ruse to go around every minister, which
initially the Chair advised the honourable member he
may not do. He should stick to the Premier and the
Premier's staff, the subjects of his motion. The
honourable member has made his point well and truly. I
ask him now to come back to his motion.
Mr HULLS - I understand that, Mr Speaker, and I
will not be defying the Chair. The point I am trying to
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make is that in opposition when you find that crooked
acts have taken place. that rorts have taken place. that
people have pinched from the public purse and have
used the public purse for their own private, personal
purchases in breach of the guidelines, that people have
not only been dipping their hands into the trough but
jumping in and immersing their whole bodies in it, you
have to take a stand. You have to do something about it.
The matter must be reported and dealt with. The fact is
that government ministers are up to their necks in itor most of them are. I expect when we get details of
each and every minister we will discover very few that
have not been doing this.
So who do we go to? We go to the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee. That committee will say,
'No way! We do not want to look at it'. The
Auditor-General says, 'I have looked at it. There are
rorts taking place. Go to the committee. I have done all
I can'. Apart from raising the matter in forums such as
this, apart from drawing to the attention of all
Victorians that rorts are taking place, that ministers are
tickling the peter just like they did in Queensland, apart
from trying to get as much media attention as possible,
there is only one choice left to us because the Premier
is not going to take action.
It is to seek advice before deciding whether we should
refer the matter to the Director of Public Prosecutions. I
notice the Minister for Planning and Local Government
nodding his head. I suggest he agrees that that is the last
avenue open to us and that it is the right thing to doand that is exactly what we are doing. We are in the
process of getting legal advice from an eminent
Queen's Counsel on the abuse of corporate credit cards.
I do not know what the advice will be, but when we
receive it we will have no choice but to act on it.
Ministers and their staff members should be in no doubt
that if the legal advice is that because the Premier will
not act we have no choice but to refer the matter to the
Director of Public Prosecutions and ask him to consider
prosecutions under the Crimes Act - that is referred to
in the guidelines - that is what we will do.
The same thing happened in Queensland. People were
charged under the Crimes Act and they went to gaol.
The Premier can dismiss the matter as much as he likes.
He will just have to wait, as we will, to see what that
legal advice says. Unfortunately, it is the only option
we have left. As the state's alternative chieflaw officer,
1am reluctant to go down that path. I do not want to be
the one who refers the Premier to the DPP for
investigation - although people are lining up behind
me to do it! However, if I have to do it, it will be done.
When push comes to shove. you gotta do what you
gotta do to uphold appropriate standards.
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I do not refer to the Crimes Act lightly, but the
guidelines refer to it - and when I talk about the
guidelines, I am talking about the document that was
issued as a result of the cards being issued. It is not as
though you automatically get a corporate credit card
once you become a minister or a member of a
minister's staff. That is not the way things work.
Although the system has been extremely lax, you have
to sign some documents before you get your card.
Apart from anything else, they make it clear that before
you sign the document the guidelines must have been
brought to your attention.
The guidelines clearly state that under no circumstances
can a state government corporate credit card be used for
private purposes. That could not be clearer. The
guidelines do not say that you can use it on the odd
occasion or that there is no problem if you inadvertently
use it. As I said, before a card is issued a document
must be signed. I have a copy of a document that has
been issued by the Department of Justice. I would
expect most departments issue similar documents to
their staff to sign before they are issued with their
corporate credit cards. As chieflaw officer of the state I
would have thOUght the Attorney-General would have
set the precedent.
The Department of Justice document is headed 'State
government corporate card agreement and
acknowledgment of conditions by card holder'. The
name of the card holder is filled in -let's say 'Jeffrey
Gibb Kennett'. He would fill in the required detailsPremier, Department of Premier and Cabinet, Treasury
Place - and then would read the following:
A corporate card is issued on the express condition that all
card holders will at all times take strict care [of] the card. The
card at all times remains the property of the Crown and card
holders are held accountable for the use and care of the card.

That is sensible. Then the document says of the person
to whom the card is to be issued:
I understand and agree that:
I will not use the [state government corporate card],
nor permit it to be used, for other than authorised
purposes.

The authorised purposes are described in the guidelines
as official government purchases. The card holder has
to sign on the dotted line, acknowledging that he or she
will not use the corporate credit card for other than
official purchases. Then the card holder has to sign-off
on the following:
I will not use the [state government corporate card]
unless authorised in writing to do so by the person
authorised to issue cards under this facility.
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I may only use the [state government corporate
card] for purchasing or to pay for the following
supplies:
general purchases of goods and services
under $1000.

In all fairness that has since been altered to $2000. The
corporate credit card must not under any circumstances
be used to purchase petrol, and I will deal with that
shortly. I hope ministers read the guidelines before
they used their corporate credit cards. Further:
If! resign, retire, move to another department or division that
does not require me to have a corporate card, I will
immediately advise financial management and return my
corporate card.

There is no problem with that; it is absolutely
appropriate. The next condition is the most pertinent:
I f I misuse the card-

people will ask what the definition of 'misuse' is, and
that is where the Premier has got himself in trouble (i.e. use it otherwise than in accordance with the instructions
given to me)-

that is, the guidelines I understand that proceedings may be instituted against me
under either the Public Service Act 1974 or the Audit Act
1992 or the Crimes Act 1978 or by action under all acts.

That could not be clearer, and the document must be
signed before the card is issued. Under no
circumstances can you use the card for personal
purchases, and you cannot exceed the limits. If you
misuse it as defined you can be subject to prosecution
under a number of acts of Parliament, including the
Crimes Act. That is why this is such a serious matter.
The document continues:
I acknowledge that I have read and understand the conditions
set out above which govern the issue and use of a state
government corporate card in my name.

The card holder is required to again sign on the dotted
line at the bottom after filling in his or her name, the
date and his or her private address. The signature of a
witness is also required. It is an official document.
Among the FOI documents we have received from the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, there is no
acknowledgment from the Premier or from members of
his staff that they have each signed a similar document,
as they must. We put in an FOI request some time ago
seeking all the documents on the use of
taxpayer-funded corporate cards by the Premier.
members of his staffand his wife. When we have made
similar FOI requests of other departments and statutory
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authorities such as the Museum of Victoria, we have
received all the documents, including those signed by
the people issued with the cards. But as I said, we have
not received documents such as those from the
Department of Premier and Cabinet.
I am sure honourable members and the public would be
extremely concerned if credit cards had been issued
willy-nilly in the Department of Premier and Cabinet
without the documentation being executed. If that has
occurred it is a flagrant abuse of the guidelines and the
Premier is saying, 'Look, the lolly shop is open. Go for
it! Do what you like. You don't need to be alerted to the
guidelines. You don't need to sign any documentation.
This is one of the perks of office! Here's a corporate
credit card; it is a free line of credit on the taxpayergo for it! We have been waiting to get into government
for ages'.
We had former Premier John Cain, who was absolutely
scrupulous - some might say mean! - when it came
to expenditure from the public purse.
Honourable members interiecting.
Mr HULLS - Despite the Premier's assertion.
corporate credit cards were not issued under the former
Labor government. Indeed, it would be of grave
concern if they had been.
Mr I. W. Smith -

Do you stand by that?

Mr HULLS - I stand corrected if that is not the
case. I spoke to a range of former ministers when this
matter was first raised and, from memory, ] believe
virtually all of them told me they did not get corporate
credit cards. It will be interesting to hear the
contribution by the honourable member for Polwarth. It
may be tonight or at another stage, but by the time he
makes his contribution I hope we will have the details
in relation to his corporate credit card. He well knows
we have made an FOI request for them. They will be
very interesting.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Niddrie is straying again.
Mr HULLS - Exactly what has he done with his
corporate credit card? If he followed his leader, with
whom he gets on so well. he will also have abused the
guidelines.

The SPEAKER - Order! Again the honourable
member is straying from the motion before the Chair.
Mr I. W. Smith interjected.
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Mr HULLS - Give them to us! Go out and get
them!

Mr I. W. Smith interjected.
Mr HULLS - I have not got them!
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Polwarth is interjecting from out of his place and is
not helping the debate. Regardless ofthe disorderly
interjections from the honourable member for Polwarth,
the honourable member for Niddrie should stick to the
motion before the Chair.
Mr HULLS - We are dealing with the Premier and
his staff. We are not dealing with would-bes,
want-to-bes or has-beens. Documents have to be signed
before you get your corporate credit cards, but the
Auditor-General said that many cards were issued to
the Department of Premier and Cabinet. This is an
important issue because not only have cards been
issued within the Department of Premier and Cabinet
and the Department of Justice but also cards have not
been cancelled when they were supposed to have been.
The Auditor-General made the following findings in
relation to the untimely cancellation of cards on page
290 of his report. He stated:
A review of corporate credit card records including
information provided to audit by card issuer relating to these
agencies-

that is just two agencies, Premier and Cabinet and
Justiceidentified almost 1000 cards with a maximum monthly credit
of approximately $4.3 million that have not been cancelled up
to 12 months after the respective agencies ceased to be in
public ownership.

That means the cards are out there in the private sector,
for goodness' sake. Cards with $4.3 million worth of
credit per month are out there. That would pay for a lot
of meals at Kosta's. Those corporate credit cards have
not been cancelled. They are floating around Kosta's
Taverna and Punch Lane restaurants. Who the hell has
them? Has the Premier gone on a spree? Does Uncle
Ronnie have one? Does Big Bad Lloyd have one?
There is $4.3 million in credit each month that
1000 people have.
What does the Premier do when he is alerted to this? He
does absolutely nothing! Why? Because he has
absolutely no standards. He is the bloke who is meant
to be setting standards! As I said earlier today and as
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition quite rightly says,
'The Premier has no standards'. The Premier has only
one standard and that is a double standard. It is all right
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for a senior bureaucrat to get the flick because he has
had his hand in the public purse and he has
inappropriately used a credit card, but when it comes to
ministers that is a different kettle of fish altogether: the
Premier is not prepared to act. Why? Because he does it
himself.
The other thing about the guidelines - I note the
honourable member for Polwarth is in the house- is
that the Premier said, 'These are only guidelines'. I say
that is a nonsense and they should be strictly adhered to.
They are clear and concise. However, the Premier says
they are just guidelines. When it came to the
honourable member for Polwarth the guidelines meant
everything. The honourable member got the flick
because he breached guidelines.

Mr I. W. Smith-On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the honourable member for Niddrie is casting incorrect
aspersions when he asserts that I breached guidelines.
That is not a fact. I ask him to withdraw those
comments.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Niddrie should not be referring to the honourable
member for Polwarth in any case. I ask the honourable
member for Niddrie to adhere to the Speaker's requests
from time to time and stick to matters concerning the
Premier and his staff. The honourable member may not
cast around to other ministers and former ministers. He
should stick to the words in his motion. The honourable
member for Polwarth was offended by what the
honourable member for Niddrie suggested, and I ask
the honourable member to withdraw.
Mr Thwaltes- On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the honourable member for Polwarth did not ask for a
withdrawal. He raised an issue that oUght to be raised
by way of personal explanation. He entered the debate
and claimed that the statements made by the honourable
member for Niddrie were incorrect in relation to the
reasons for his resignation as a minister. The
honourable member for Niddrie did not cast any
aspersions on the honourable member for Polwarth.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Polwarth believes the honourable member for
Niddrie did cast aspersions. I simply ask the honourable
member for Niddrie to withdraw any aspersions he
made and to get on with the debate.
Mr Hffi.,LS - By way of clarification, what do you
want me to withdraw, Mr Speaker?
Mr I. W. Smith - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the honourable member for Niddrie cast aspersions by
saying that I breached government guidelines. I am
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offended by that and I ask the honourable member to
withdraw.

well. She fancied David Jones instead of
Bloomingdales.

The SPEAKER - Order! Perhaps the honourable
member for Niddrie can tell us exactly what he did say.

Mrs McGill- On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
that is not the first occasion that the honourable
member for Niddrie has slipped and mentioned
Bloomingdales. I would like a withdrawal of those sorts
of implications. The topic under discussion actually
refers to the Premier, staff members and government
credit cards. Let there be no mistake that my shopping
for one suit at Bloomingdales - -

Mr HULLS - I said he was sacked for breaching
guidelines. I do not know whether he breached
guidelines or not.

The SPEAKER - Order! Jfthe honourable
member for Niddrie said that, I dare say that is what the
honourable member for Polwarth is taking exception to,
and I would like the honourable member for Niddrie to
withdraw.
Mr HULLS - If I have offended the honourable
member for Polwarth, not only do I withdraw; I
apologise for offending the sensitive, touchy-feely
member for Polwarth. I withdraw and apologise.
This really is a very important matter. The motion
deals specifically with the Premier and the Premier's
staff. The opposition wanted the Premier to come into
this house and explain each and every one of the
purchases that have taken place. To be absolutely frank
with you, Mr Speaker, I do not expect the Premier to
come in here and explain who those 1000 people are
out there in the never-never with these cards that have
expired. I do not expect him to do that.
However, I expect him to make some inquiries as to
who the 1000 people are who have cards with a
$4.3 million monthly credit. I also expect him to come
into this house and give specific details about purchases
by him and members of his staff. He said that all these
purchases were for official government business. He
has to say that because ifhe does not he is saying that
he has overseen a regime where people have
deliberately flouted the guidelines and used their
corporate credit cards for their own personal purchases.
I give the example of one Peggy Hailstone, a former
member of the Premier's staff. I want the Premier to
come into this house and explain how a number of the
purchases that she has made could possibly be official
government purchases. I have to say Ms Hailstone has
already admitted breaching corporate credit card
guidelines by repaying a number of personal expenses.
The guidelines say the guidelines are still breached
even if the amounts are repaid, so she has actually
pleaded guilty to a number of purchases.
A number of others need to be scrutinised. It is
interesting to see that there are some shopaholics who
have come into the house from overseas, because I
reckon Peggy Hailstone was a bit of a shopaholic as

The SPEAKER - Order! At no stage did the
honourable member for Niddrie mention the
honourable member for Oakleigh. The honourable
member for Niddrie did mention members coming into
the chamber who had shopped at Bloomingdales. I
suggest that probably applies to a great number of
members from both sides of the house. He did not
mention the honourable member for OakIeigh. If he had
I may have upheld the point of order, but he did not. I
do not uphold the point of order.
Mr HULLS - Thank you very much, Mr Speaker.
I wonder how many other members of the government
are prepared to plead guilty without being charged. We
will have to wait and see. It is a policeman's dream. A
number of former policemen are laughing; I see they
agree.
Peggy Hailstone used her card for a number of
purposes, some of which were clearly personal. She has
repaid the amounts. The Premier has to come into this
house and explain how some of these purchases can
possibly be described as official government business. I
refer, for instance, to the purchase on 20 March 1995 at
the Warburton Hospital. When we obtained these
documents we saw the name of the Warburton Hospital
on the list of purchases made on Peggy Hailstone's
corporate credit card and made some inquiries. It just so
happens that there is a health club attached to the
Warburton Hospital.
The SPEAKER - Order! It is a very fine health
club.
Mr HULLS - A very fine health club, says
Mr Speaker, so I will not slag it. Probably it is a health
club I could not afford to go to, but Peggy Hailstone
could afford to go to the health club at Warburton
Hospital because she had a taxpayer-funded corporate
credit card. Inquiries at the Warburton Hospital made it
quite clear that indeed Ms Hailstone did attend the
health resort at the Warburton Hospital and, as I
understand it, had a spa, a sauna, a massageprobably had a shower, too - and no doubt stayed
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there for what the health resort describes as 'a luxury
weekend of pampering'. You, Sir, probably remember
it very well - a luxury weekend of pampering. That
was had by Peggy Hailstone, paid for by the taxpayer
by means of her taxpayer-funded corporate credit card.
The documents that have been supplied to the
opposition show that that money has not been repaid.
Therefore, unless the Premier is hiding other documents
somewhere, the Premier is claiming that the pampering,
the sauna, the spa and the massage at the health resort at
Warburton were official government business.
When will we receive the policy in relation to saunas,
massages and spas? Has the instruction gone out that it
is now official government business for senior
bureaucrats, ministers, even Speakers, to go off and get
themselves pampered, massaged, spa'd and sauna'd, all
at taxpayers' expense? It is absolutely crucial that
Victorians know about this. If there is going to be a
massage-led recovery in Victoria, Victorians are
entitled to know.

The SPEAKER-Order! I think I should demand
a right of reply to that suggestion. I would suggest to
the honourable member that over the years many
members of the opposition have been to that same
health resort at Warburton in my electorate. It is a
health resort I strongly support. Unfortunately, I have
never enjoyed its pleasures except just to visit and see
what is provided.
Mr HULLS - I was certainly not casting any
aspersions on you, Mr Speaker. If it is a good place run
by good people, let us hope it does a booming business.
If opposition members have been there, good luck to
them; but they do not have corporate credit cards! They
do not dip into the taxpayers' purse to do it. They do
not steal from Victorian taxpayers to go off and have a
spa and a massage.
The Premier should come into the chamber and explain
how it is that on official government business Peggy
Hailstone can go to the Warburton resort, be pampered
for a weekend and rack up to Victorian taxpayers that
amount of money. We all want to know about that. If
that is official government policy, put it in writing and
let Victorians know.
Peggy Hailstone was associated with a number of other
purchases. She visited the Bamix store in MalvernBamix makes kitchen utensils, pots and pans and the
like - and purchased a Bamix product to the tune of
$23.50. The Premier has an obligation to explain what
official government purchase took place at Bamix in
Malvern.
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On 22 December 1994, three days before Christmas.
Peggy Hailstone went to Laura Ashley in Chadstone
and bought something that cost $99. Why would one be
going to a Laura Ashley store in Chad stone? Some
members in this house would know better than me what
Laura Ashley sells, but I assume it is dresses and the
like. Without further evidence, one could expect the
Premier to explain why Peggy Hailstone has bought
either for herself or for somebody else a frock. In fact,
she bought a frock for $99 on 22 December 1994 from
Laura Ashley and according to the documents I have
she has not paid it back.
We are waiting for the Premier to come into the house
and explain how it is that a Laura Ashley frock is
official government business. Does he intend having a
uniform? I know he wants to reintroduce cadets into
Victoria and have all school kids in uniform, but does
he want a uniform for members of the government and
opposition? If that is the case, the honourable member
for Polwarth should be advised - ifhe has to run
around this place in a Laura Ashley frock he should
know about it.

On the same day, 22 December 1994, close to
Christmas Day, she went into a shop called Shoo
Biz - I assume that is a shoe shop - and spent $89.95
on her corporate credit card; according to this document
she has not paid it back. She has had a freebie at the
taxpayers' expense. It sounds as though she has
decided: 'It is Christmas time. Shout yourself a present.
No, don't shout yourself a present, get the taxpayers to
shout you a present. You have your corporate credit
card!'. All her Santa Clauses came at once the day she
was issued with the corporate credit card. The Premier
has to explain how that can possibly be described as
official government business.
On 21 December 1994, the previous day, this woman
visited a shop called Diesel Clothing in Bridge Road,
Richmond. I think I have driven past Diesel and it sells
clothing. She spent $154; again not paid back. What
sort of rorting is going on here? She has gone to Diesel
in Bridge Road, Richmond, racked up $154 and not
paid it back. That same day she goes into a shop called
Strand Bags. I do not know where it is, but I assume it
sells handbags. At Strand Bags she spent $85 of
taxpayers' money. Again she has not paid it back. The
Premier must come into this house and explain each
and every one of these purchases.
December was a big month for Peggy Hailstone. On
9 December 1994 she went to a shop called Clery
Boutique. I have tried to rack my brains to work out
why one would go to a shop by the name of Clery
Boutique to spend $106 of taxpayers' funds. My guess
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is that again it was a personal spending spree, but she
racked it up to the taxpayer. We could go on and on.
On 19 June 1995 she used her corporate credit card to
purchase tickets at BASS to the tune of $60 and paid it
back. What right does this woman have to be
purchasing tickets through BASS at the taxpayers'
expense even if she pays it back? She has no right; it is
as simple as that. Why does she do it? Because she has
been overseen by the Premier who has no standards; in
fact, he does it himself. She says, 'If the boss can do it,
why can't I?'. Boy, has she ever! There is also a
purchase of Bristol paint on 9 August 1995.

Mr Richardson - For office redecoration!
Mr HULLS - If it were for office redecoration it
could be deemed to be an official government purchase
for $96.50. Why did she pay it back? She paid it back
because it was not for office redecoration; it was a
personal purchase. What right does Peggy Hailstone
have to be running around this bloody state - The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Niddrie on four occasions has been intemperate in
his language. I ask him to restrict himself to reasonable
language.
Mr HULLS - I withdraw. Why would she
purchase Bristol paint not for her own use and pay it
back? Honourable members may recall that the
guidelines say one cannot use a corporate credit card to
purchase petrol. There was a purchase in
September 1995 at BP in lerilderie for $20, a small
amount, on the corporate credit card - again in breach
of the guidelines. There is a range of other purchases.
There was a petrol purchase from Shell in Elwood. I do
not know where Ms Hailstone lives, but I would be
prepared to bet it is probably in Albert Park, Elwood or
somewhere around there. I see the honourable member
for Prahran nodding her head; no doubt Ms Hailstone is
a constituent of hers. The honourable member for
Prahran will be a constituent of loseph O'Reilly after
the next election.
It is interesting to note that at the Shell station in

Elwood, in breach of the guidelines, she put $25 on her
corporate credit card. On 24 November 1995 she
purchased a ticket for $56 at the Playbox Theatre. It
may be legitimate. She may have been purchasing for
the Premier, but the Premier probably gets
complimentary tickets. She has used taxpayers' funds
to purchase a ticket at the Playbox Theatre.
It gets worse. Guess what happened on 13 December
1995. I do not have any documents to show when
Peggy Hailstone was on leave in 1995, but I am
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prepared to guess she was on leave on 13 December
1995 and took her Christmas holidays. I am further
prepared to guess she went to the Gold Coast and
stayed somewhere near Southport. The reason I say that
is because on 13 December 1995 Peggy Hailstone used
her corporate credit card to pay $235 to the Southport
Health Club and has not paid it back, according to the
documents provided to us. Again, the Premier should
explain to the house how that could possibly be
described as official government business when Peggy
Hailstone on a taxpayer-funded corporate credit card
spends $235 at taxpayers' expense. I am also prepared
to guess that after having been to Surfers Paradise for a
holiday she came back to Melbourne via Sydney and
stayed in Sydney for a while.
On 21 December 1995 she spent $69.95 at David lones

in Sydney but did not repay the amount. The Premier
must come into the chamber and explain that
expenditure. The documents reveal a whole range of
expenditure undertaken by that former member of the
Premier's staff on what appear to be personal purchases
but which have not been repaid. Had they been repaid,
those purchases would still be in breach of the
guidelines. The Premier should give a full explanation.
The buck stops with him.
In a civilised democracy people are well aware of a
doctrine known as ministerial responsibility. It is no
good the Premier saying, 'She used to work for me and
perhaps breached the guidelines, but she has gone and
it's all over'. It is not all over! A lot has been written
about the doctrine of ministerial responsibility: it is a
crucial convention. An article in the JPA Review in
1994 refers to that crucial convention:
The most crucial unwritten or 'conventional' feature of
Australian, as of British, government is ministerial
responsibility-that is, the policy of the executive and the
exercise of its powers are generally controlled by ministers
who are collectively and individually answerable to
Parliament and depend for their continuance in office upon
the confidence of the lower house.

It then talks about the meaning of ministerial
responsibility. For further evidence we need only go to
the records of the Premier himself because he has
spoken publicly about ministerial responsibility. In
November 1992, when the Premier was talking about
the Ralph Willis letters - and J am sure we all
remember the publicity prior to the election before
last - he said:
My view of ministerial responsibility is that a minister must
wear what happens in his or her department.

On 31 October 1991, when talking about former
transport minister Peter Spyker, the Premier said:
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The minister entered Parliament and took up ministerial
responsibility voluntarily. He must be prepared to uphold the
high standards associated with those responsibilities under the
Westminster system '"
The minister has continuously failed to accept responsibility
for his own actions or those of his department.

In addition to the Premier commenting on ministerial

responsibility that learned doctor of, I think, laws, none
other than Greg Craven who used to be the chief
adviser to the Attorney-General, wrote an article which
appeared in the Herald Sun of 25 October 1991. At
that stage he was a lecturer in constitutional law at
Melbourne University. He wrote about ministerial
responsibility as it affected the Peter Spyker matter:
On the narrowest understanding of the doctrine of ministerial
responsibility, ministers are at least responsible for acts of
their departments which could have been prevented by due
diligence on the part of the minister as well as for the personal
actions of their own.

If Peggy Hailstone has breached the guidelines and if
she has used taxpayers' funds for her own personal
use, the Premier is to blame. He must accept
responsibility. This is a crucial matter. He must come
in here, accept responsibility and explain the particular
purchases. I have never met Peggy Hailstone and I do
not want to pick on her.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr HULLS - A whole range of other purchases
have been made. For example, a current member of the
Premier's staff is Mr Steve Murphy. Perhaps some of
the purchases listed were legitimate, or perhaps none
was legitimate. None of the documents relating to what
the Premier purports was a visit to the Imperial Hotel in
Tokyo has been tabled. The Premier said, 'It is the
Imperial Hotel in Tokyo', but no documents have ever
seen the light of day. Let's wait and see what the
documents, if they are ever tabled, reveal.
Mr Murphy has undertaken a whole range of purchases
on behalf of the Victorian taxpayer, including
Christmas drinks for the press gallery on 21 December
1994 at the Imperial Hotel. The Premier has to explain
whether that is an official way to use the corporate
credit card; we can debate that. It may well be the case,
but he should explain it to the house. According to the
documents I have received, on 29 March 1994
Mr Murphy spent a huge amount of moneythousands of dollars - on accommodation and
telephone calls at the Hyatt Hotel in Canberra.
Some of the restaurant accounts make interesting
reading. On 14 December 1994 the bill at La Brasserie
restaurant at South Yarra was $145. That maybe a
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legitimate expense but we don't know that; the
Auditor-General said he does not know. That is why the
issues must be raised. If the claims are all legitimate,
fine, but the Auditor-General says he cannot tell
whether a fraud has occurred.
Government members inte~iecting.

Mr HULLS - It is all well and good to laugh at the
purchases, but we have to raise them because the
Auditor-General says he wants them to be raised; he
says he has no explanatory documents. Was it fraud on
18 April 1995 when Steve Murphy spent $100 at the
Imperial Hotel? Was he drinking on his own? On past
performances by the Premier who has no standards, I
take the view that every purchase must be explained.
Every purchase has a question mark over it. Until the
Premier gives a full explanation, Victorians are entitled
to the view that widespread rorting is occurring. That is
why each matter should be raised.

On 29 April 1995 Steve Murphy went to the Tolarno
Bistro in St Kilda and racked up $135. That may be a
legitimate expense but neither the opposition nor the
Auditor-General know that. Where is the supporting
documentation? Only the Premier can reveal the truth.
Some claims have accompanying receipts, but others
have no receipts, including $81 spent on 8 September
1995 at the Greek Spot in Hawthorn. On the documents
supplied to the opposition, from August 1993 until May
1997 Mr Steve Murphy racked up $28 326 on his
corporate credit card - that is, approximately $28 000
of taxpayers' money!
But it was not as much as the director of the Museum
of Victoria spent. His total expenditure on the credit
card was about $60 000 in two years. When you are
dealing with that sort of money, there should be an
explanation. That expenditure needs to be justified.
Mr Murphy, via the Premier, needs to justify each of
those purchases that add up to $28 000. Yet, tho~ .
people still have credit cards. I am sure the Preffiler stIli
has his credit card and I am sure Mr Murphy still has
his credit card.
Anna Cronin, who works for the Premier, has also
spent a substantial amount on her corporate card when
wining and dining around the place. On the documents
we have from 23 January 1995 until 30 April 1997we will be putting in updated FOI requests to obtain the
current information - Anna Cronin spent taxpayers'
funds of $11 096, which is a substantial amount of
money. Payments include $75 in January 1995 to
Roberto's Ristorante and $100 in January 1995 to Cafe
Alcaston, for which her explanation is 'business lunch,

PREMIER: CREDIT CARDS

ASSEMBLY

796

three people, no receipt'. That is just not good enough.
Anybody can go off and have a nice long lunch at
taxpayers' expense and say, 'It was a business lunch.
Lost the receipt, but its ridgy-didge'. A payment of$96
was made on 2 March 1995 to Cafe K in Melbourne.
Again she claimed a business lunch for two people, but
indicated she could verify the charge. Give us the
verification, Premier - the buck stops with you. There
are a range of other purchases by Anna Cronin, such as
$50 at the Shark Fin Inn in the city for a business lunch
or dinner. Which was it? There is no receipt. It is just
not good enough. That is what the Auditor-General
found and why this is such an important issue. On
25 May 1995, $118.90 was paid to the Shark Fin Inn.
There was a receipt for that charge but what was it for?
This is an interesting one: $187 on 27 July 1995 at
Florentinos restaurant in Melbourne - but no receipt.
Why did Anna Cronin go to Florentinos restaurant on
27 July 1995 and spend $187?
An Honourable Member -

Was it upstairs?

Mr HULLS - It probably was upstairs. It was
either a big party downstairs or one or two people
upstairs, but the Victorian people are entitled to know
what it was. They are entitled to know what this
$11 000 of taxpayers' money was spent on. Without
further explanation there is a question mark over every
single one of these purchases.
A number of other staff members have also spent
money on the corporate credit card. For example, from
1995 to 1997 Craig Foster spent $1108 on his
corporate credit card.
An Honourable Member -

He's a nice bloke.

Mr HULLS - The monkeys on the other side of
the house have been taught well. They say 'He's a nice
bloke', so its the old good-chap defence. It is the same
defence the Premier has used in the past. He said that
the director of the Museum of Victoria would not have
done anything wrong because he's a good chap. Well,
he's a good chap who did do wrong - and he jumped
off. Craig Foster might be a good chap - he could well
be a good chap - but he still has a taxpayer-funded
credit card and he still racked up $1800 on it.
What has he spent it on? I know that on 14 November
1995 he spent $91.80 at Myer. I also know that on
2 November 1995 he spent $89.98 at a Safeway
supermarket. It is either government expenditure or he
has purchased his groceries at taxpayers' expense. I do
not know what it was for; none of us knows what it
was for.
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He also spent $30 in September 1995 at the Safeway
supermarket in Carlton. I do not know where Mr Craig
Foster lives, but I know that on 13 December 1995 he
spent $65.36 at the Safeway supennarket in Carlton.
The Premier must explain what each and every one of
these purchases was for. They may be able to be
explained. The Auditor-General does not know; the
Victorian public do not know - and they are entitled to
know.
They are also entitled to know about the expenditure by
Mr Kevin Balshaw, who I think was formerly on the
Premier's staff.
An Honourable Member-A good bloke.

Mr HULLS - Again we hear the good-bloke
defence. He may be a good bloke but he still racked up
$5600 on a taxpayer-funded corporate credit card.
Without further explanation the people of Victoria need
to know whether these have been official government
purchases. Dawn Kinna appears to have spent some
$10 704 on her corporate credit card. This sum
included a payment that may be legitimate to One
Fitzroy Street, a restaurant in St Kilda.
An Honourable Member - She's not a good
bloke. They cannot use the good<hap defence with her.
Mr HULLS- The message is 'Don't touch Dawn;
we're all scared of her' . I'm not going to touch Dawn, I
can tell you! However, the Premier must explain how
the sum of more than $10 000 that was spent on her
corporate credit card can be justified because the buck
stops with him. Ministerial responsibility sets the
standard.

I do not know John Griffin, but no doubt he is a good
chap! Good Chap John has racked up $15 738 on his
corporate credit card, which is a lot of good<hap
spending. According to the documentation he has spent
money on lunches, at Strand Bags, at Cafe K, and for a
luncheon at the Windsor Hotel, Melbourne that he
claims was for representatives of the South Australian
government. In June of 1994 he spent $53 at the
Vivaldi pasta bar. He has also spent $32.85 on three
in-house movies at the Sheraton hotel in Perth. But he
is a good chap and I am not prepared to name the
movies; I will save that for a later day. No doubt they
are movies the minister has already seen, but the
charges were for three in-house movies to the tune of
$10.95 each.
On 3 May 1995 at the Park Hyatt hotel he spent $543

on accommodation and two in-house movies. I am not
prepared to say whether they are the same ones he saw
previously because they were so good or whether they
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were part 1 and part 2 of another movie. The Premier
must come into the house and explain how members of
his staff can watch in-house movies at hotels as part of
official government business. The bottom line is that
the buck stops with the Premier.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER - Order! Under sessional orders
the time for the adjournment of the house has now
arrived.

Museum of Victoria: future
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon)- I ask the Premier,
in his role as Minister for the Arts, to provide
information and assurances not only to this house but to
the community of Victoria to put to rest concerns about
the future integrity of the Museum of Victoria. There is
growing concern in the community about how the
Museum will function and what its role will be. A
number of matters have been raised with me recently
and it would be most helpful to have some advice from
the government about various aspects of the Museum.
A major concern for serious research students is that
the Museum library may be relocated or disposed of. It
has been suggested that the Museum publication
Memoirs, which for many years has been a vehicle for
providing scientific infonnation on natural history, will
be cut because of the cost.
Other concerns are that the relocation of the Museum's
collection may result in reduced access for research
workers and the loss of information and scientific
specimens and that the new Museum will not be large
enough to house the current collection and parts of the
collection remaining in the storehouse.
The other major factor is that people who have a strong
interest in natural history and hope that the Museum
will be a scientific institution are becoming increasingly
concerned that it has lost its purpose and will be
nothing more than an entertainment centre. The
suggestion that the Omnimax theatre, which is also
being built on parkland in the Carlton Gardens, is an
essential part of the Museum is nonsense. It is nothing
more than an entertainment venue, and for the
government to presume it could be a useful adjunct to
the Museum indicates its total misunderstanding of
what a museum is about.
There are many people in the community who over the
years have contributed a great deal to the integrity and
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scientific status of the Museum of Victoria. The
government has not yet been able to assure the
community that it will have a museum of natural
history of the same standard that exists, for example, in
New South Wales. It is about time the minister came
clean. Perhaps if Mr Morris had spent more time on this
instead of buying wine at various wineries we might
have a clearer idea of where the Museum is going.
It is time the government provided the community with
a much clearer view of the situation and an assurance
that it will have a proper museum and not just an
adjunct to Crown Casino.

Neerim Crossover Primary School
Mr ANDRIGHETTO (Narracan) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Education the property
known as the Crossover school in my electorate.
Ms Campbell interjected.
Mr ANDRIGHETTO - It is known as the
Crossover school but it has not been a school for some
20 years. The playgroup that has been using the
establishment is concerned about a problem with the
sale of the property. I ask the minister to intervene to
ensure that the playgroup and other community
organisations can continue to use it.

Wand S Cowley
Mr LANGDON (lvanhoe)- I ask the Minister for
Planning and Local Government to investigate a
development company, Wand S Cowley of 11 Fairy
Street, Ivanhoe, for breaching a town planning permit.
W and S Cowley wanted to develop a block of land at
11 Fairy Street on which there was a lOO-year~ld red
gum tree. The application was sent to the council and
went through all the due processes. Council imposed
eight conditions on the town planning permit, one of
which was that the 1OO-year~ld red gum tree should
remain on that property.

The developer did not like those conditions and, ~ was
its right, took the matter to the AAT. I have no
objection to that whatsoever. The AAT changed some
of those conditions and reduced the number to three,
but the l00-year-old red gum tree still had to remain on
that property. I am alarmed to report to the house that
within two days of the developer receiving the new
permit showing the condition that the red gum must be
kept the tree was felled - not step by step but from the
base so that no~ne could stop the developer from
completing the felling of the tree. Obviously once a
1OO-year~ld red gum tree has gone, it cannot be
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replaced with another 1OO-year-old red gum. The
developer knew that and took advantage of it.
The City of Banyule is investigating the matter, and
perhaps the minister may already know about it. On
behalf of the objectors and the council I express
concern that such a terrible breach of a town planning
permit has occurred. This is a prime example of a
developer usurping the law by taking the matter into its
0\\11 hands. Something should be done to ensure that
breaches of this kind are not allowed to happen.
As I said, a lOO-year-old red gum tree cannot be
replaced overnight. The developer knew that and took
advantage of the situation by felling the tree almost
immediately after obtaining the pennit. No doubt it had
that intention all along. That act borders on the criminal
and should be investigated by the minister.

Queenscliff: traffic refuges
Mr SPRY (BeHarine) - I ask the Minister for
Transport to refer to the Minister for Roads and Ports in
another place a traffic safety issue in what the Minister
for Planning and Local Government quaintly refers to
as the principality of QueensclitTe. The matter was
brought to my attention by a resident of Point Lonsdale,
Mr Jack Brooks, who is concerned about the volume of
traffic that runs through the township. particularly in the
summer months when the volume makes it almost
impossible for pedestrians to get from one side of the
road to the other.

Honourable members may realise that since the ferry
service connecting the other side of the bay to
QueensclitThas been in operation, the stream of traffic
when the ferry is unloading or loading - it might be
up to 60 cars - is totally impassable. The people
staying on the motel side of the highway, particularly
families with young children, find it impossible to get
from one side of the road to the other.
That was the problem that Jack Brooks raised, and he
had a solution to it - that perhaps two or three traffic
refuge stations should be situated at various spots along
the road. The Minister for Planning and Local
Government may be interested to hear that there are no
controlled traffic intersections in that area. The concept
of traffic refuges is possibly the only logical way to fix
the problem.
I wrote to Vicroads in Geelong and it quickly sent a
couple of people out to have a look. Bob Smith and
Peter Nash visited the area on 16 February and agreed
there was a problem that needed to be solved. They said
it was just a question oftime before they could do it.
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I draw the minister's attention to the fact that time
passes very quickly. We will soon be into another
summer period, and I would like to see something a
little more substantial done on the Bellarine Highway.
Mr Lean interjected.
Mr SPRY - As my colleague the honourable
member for Carrum announces, school holidays are
coming up shortly. Will the minister review the
progress in this matter with a view to having it attended
to at least by the next summer holiday period? I refer
again to the intervening holidays. It is essential that
something be done in the meantime. If the minister
could turn his attention to the matter, both Mr Brooks
and I would be very pleased.

Family services: parent support funding
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale)- Will the
Minister for Youth and Community Services continue
funding the school-linked parenting support service
until the research and evaluation program that is
currently being undertaken by the Royal Children' s
Hospital department of ambulatory paediatrics is
finalised and presented to the minister? The support
service is provided by a number of organisations
throughout this state: the West Gippsland Hospital
Community Service; Kangaroo Flat Secondary
College; BaHarat Children's Home; Good Shepherd
Youth and Family Services; Goulburn Valley Family
Care; Berry Street; North Central Ranges; the Maori
Polynesian Support Group; the KeilorlBrimbank
Community Health Service; the Inglewood Health
Service; Maryborough District Health Service; Wesley
Youth Services, Dandenong; the Werribee Support and
Housing Group; and Kildonan Child and Family
Services. Between them, they have 17 workers with a
considerable body of knowledge and expertise that is
greatly appreciated by families.
The program is run with the cooperation of principals at
both primary and secondary schools, which at least
20 parents attend each time. They are often provided
with follow-up sessions at two-monthly intervals, as
well as support groups and individual counselling if
families in crisis require that. It is a very good
preventive program, particularly in view of the
Victorian rural crisis and the youth suicides that are
often brought to the attention of Parliament. Despite the
fact that the review has not yet been completed - and
for that reason the minister has not read it - the
program is to be de funded on 30 June this year.
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The school link support workers wrote to the minister
on 15 December last year and to date have received no
answer. The letter states:
It appears counterproductive to us to decide to discontinue
this program before the results of the research become
available, panicularly in view of the extensive nature (and, no
doubt the expense) of the research program.

I ask the minister to continue funding until that
evaluation has been presented and he has considered it.
The value of a pilot program comes in being aware of
the knowledge base and the skills of the workers. It is
totally inappropriate to defund that program until the
minister has considered the report.

Lynton Place-Fern tree Gully Road
intersection, Scoresby
Mr WELLS (Wantima) - I ask the Minister for
Transport to refer to the Minister for Roads and Ports in
another place a massive traffic congestion spot at the
intersection ofLynton Place and Ferntree Gully Road
in Scoresby. Lynton Place is the entrance offFerntree
Gully Road into Scoresby Village, which has a number
of shops. The problem is that the intersection is on top
of a rise in Ferntree Gully Road. Cars travelling west to
east along Femtree Gully Road come up the hill at
80 kilometres an hour, which makes it very difficult for
cars coming out of Scoresby Village to turn left and
right.
A large number of accidents occur at that spot. My
office is situated in Scoresby Village, so every time
there is a screech of brakes people from the village
come into my office and tell me there has been another
accident. The accidents have obviously caused a lot of
anger in the local newspapers. Local traders led by
Mr T ony Raso, who is the leader of the Scoresby
Village Traders Association and who has worked very
hard with the locai council and the traders to organise
the association, took their case to the City of Knox.
The council met with the village traders and agreed
that they had a legitimate concern. The council has
decided to work with them and would like to make an
approach to Vicroads.
I have received a letter from Cr Tom Blaze, a Knox
City councillor, requesting that ajoint approach be
taken to meeting the total cost ofthe project, which is
$130000. At a recent meeting the suggestion was made
that the Scoresby Village traders and the Janine Street
companies put in a third, that the council put in a third,
and that the Minister for Roads and Ports be
approached to consider putting in the other third so the
cost of traffic signalling is met on a $ I -for-$I-for-$1
basis.
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The intersection has been a problem for about 10 years,
and it is only a matter of time before a major accident
occurs there. We believe that if everyone contributes
the problem can be resolved quickly. The efforts to
resolve it have involved the local council, local traders
and the state government.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! The honourable member's time has expired.

Port Phillip Prison: management
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean)- I again raise for
the attention of the Minister for Corrections the
situation at Port Phillip Prison, which seems to be an
ongoing saga. I ask the minister to make a public
statement clarifying a few issues, particularly the
powers of the corrections commissioner's office and the
SESG, the emergency response group, within the prison
confines.
It is my understanding that yesterday afternoon staff
from the commissioner's office turned up at the prison
with the intention of preventing the reopening of the
Scarborough South unit, in which the riot occurred last
week. Group 4 told the staff where to go because they
had no authority in the prison. What is the authority of
the commissioner's office? Does the state have control
over the prison and the prisoners within its care, or
does it not? The parts of the contract the minister has
released do not clarify that point. The opposition also
understands that on a number of occasions the SESG
has gone in to conduct searches of the prison, only to be
told by the management of Group 4 shortly after
commencing the searches to get out because it had no
authority there.
The situation is disturbing. It appears that Group 4 is
very much a law unto itself inside the prison. It also
appears that the general manager of Group 4,
Mr Twinn, was told by the British staffwho arrived
here only recently that if they were sent to Scarborough
South once it had reopened they would go back to
England because they did not think it was safe.
Severe tensions are developing between the imports
Group 4 has brought into the prison and the local
managers. They have suddenly realised that the people
who have been brought over were told before they left
that they were coming here to solve some problems
caused by local staff. Those people now realise that the
problem is the management philosophy and style of
Group 4 in Victoria.
I ask the minister to make a public statement clarifying
the situation with the commissioner's office and the
commissioner. I ask him to say whether he has

ADJOURNMENT
ASSEMBLY

800

contidence in the commissioner and whether the
commissioner will be going back to his job. What is the
position with the commissioner's staff inside Port
Phillip Prison, and what authority does the SESG have
inside the prison?

Frankston Freeway: upgrade
Mr McLELLAN (Frankston East)- I ask the
Minister for Youth and Community Services to raise
with the Minister for Roads and Ports in the other place
a section of road at the southern end of the Frankston
Freeway that is currently undergoing an upgrade.
Frankston Freeway, which is a four-lane road divided
by a median strip, is now being widened to cater for
three lanes in each direction. However, drivers are
faced with a problem when they get to the intersection
of Towerhill Road, Golf Links Road and the
Frankston---Flinders Road. The intersection is badly
configured in that it is not a normal crossroads
intersection. There are two sets of traffic lights and the
problem is that vehicles run the amber light at the first
set of traffic lights, travel 40 metres and do not make it
through the next intersection before the next set of
traffic lights turns red.
Recently a fatal accident occurred at the intersection so
it is a cause of major concern. My colleague the
honourable member for Frankston is well aware of the
problem because the intersection is on the boundary of
our electorates and is used by traffic from two schools
in her electorate and three schools in mine, as well as
by traffic from the Golf Links Road and Towerhill
Road shops.
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Tomorrow the Commonwealth Bank will close its
Nunawading and Vermont branches. which are located
respectively in and immediately adjacent to my
electorate. The closures present significant problems
not just to many longstanding customers in those areas
but also to local traders, because both branches are
located in shopping centres.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur) Order! Will the honourable member explain to the
Chair how the closure of bank branches is related to the
minister's portfolio?

Mr ROBINSON - The Street Life program relates
to the minister's portfolio because it deals with
rejuvenating shopping centres and the closure of bank
branches will have a deleterious effect on shopping
centres.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! It is a very tenuous link. I look forward with
interest to hearing how the honourable member relates
his remarks to the minister's responsibilities.
Mr ROBINSON - All honourable members will
be aware of the impact bank branch closures have on
the viability of local shopping centres. Just this week
media reports referred to the impact the ANZ Bank
branch closures will have on the Yarraville shopping
centre and many country areas. I note that the Bank of
Melbourne-Westpac merger will occur over the next
year and staff reductions resulting from the merger will
have an impact on the viability of shopping centres.

A reason for upgrading the road is that traffic banks up
for at least a kilometre almost every day and on Sunday
afternoons it can take up to 20 minutes to travel that
kilometre stretch of road. I ask the minister to treat the
issue with some urgency to ensure that when stage 2 is
developed the problem with the intersection and traffic
lights will be alleviated and residents will have the
opportunity of crossing the intersection safely.

Recently I noticed a media report about the success of
the Street Life program at Lang Lang, where a
shopping centre was rejuvenated, no doubt with the
assistance ofthe excellent local member, who is a
breath of fresh air in that part of the world. I seek the
minister's assistance in modifying the guidelines of the
Street Life program to take account of the impact of
bank branch closures on the viability of shopping
centres in time for the next round of branch closures
next year.

Mitcham: Street Life program

Firearms: uniform laws

Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Education, who represents
the Minister for Industry, Science and Technology in
the other place, the problems created by the current
round of bank branch closures in and beyond the
Mitcham electorate. I ask the minister to give
consideration to monitoring the Street Life program to
take account of this troubling phenomenon.

Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services two anomalies in the national firearms
agreement and ask him to raise both matters at the next
meeting of the Australasian Police Ministers Council.
The first anomaly involves discrimination against
disabled shooters. A small number of disabled shooters
use gas-operated semiautomatic shotguns for no other
reason than that the recoil from a semiautomatic is
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considerably less than that from a double-barrelled
shotgun when using identical cartridges. I am aware of
at least three people in Victoria who are in this
situation.
I will illustrate my concern by referring to a constituent
of mine, Ken Hooper of Cohuna, who suffers from
severe arthritis but who nonetheless is a keen shooter.
Mr Hopper is legitimately able to use a gas~perated
semiautomatic on his own property to control pest
animals. For many years he has enjoyed hunting
game - rabbits, foxes and the like - in adjoining state
forests. Under the present legislation an able-bodied
shooter is able to use a double-barrel shotgun to hunt
feral animals on Crown land but a disabled shooter is
not able to do so unless he is a member of a gun club.
In this case my constituent, Mr Hopper, does not want
to be involved in target shooting of any sort. Mr Hopper
has no interest in that sort of sport and generally sees no
reason why he should have to do so in order to qualify
to use a gas~perated semiautomatic shotgun.
The next item concerns the mutual recognition between
two states of the suitability of a person to obtain a
shooters licence. Another constituent of mine, an army
officer, will live in three states in 18 months and will be
required on each occasion to obtain a shooters licence
in the state in which he chooses to shoot. The sensible
thing is to allow a shooters licence to be recognised in
all states of the commonwealth. I request that the
minister raise those matters at the next meeting of
police ministers.

Preschools: multi-employer agreements
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley)- I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Youth and Community
Services a letter put out by the Australian Education
Union. Two kindergarten teachers came in to see my
colleague Andrew Brideson, an honourable member for
Waverley Province, in his office this morning. They felt
intimidated by the letter of 12 March 1998 put out by
the Australian Education Union and signed by Rosalie
Kinson and Shayne Quinn, two of the deputies to Mary
Bluett. The letter intimates that the only way they can
get a pay rise is if they join the union. The
mUlti-employer certified agreement (MECA) has been
introduced into a number of schools and kindergartens
in the past year or so. Teachers feel this mischievous
letter implies that only people who are members of the
union, or affiliated with the union if they are a
committee of management, can gain the benefit of
improvements in kindergartens or pay rises for the
teachers.
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Interestingly enough, that is not the situation at all. I
call on the minister to establish that there is no reason
for people to join the union. Obviously, since the
honourable member for Mitcham has been a member
of this place he has employed bullyboy tactics and is in
favour of these types of mischievous letters going out.
The two dear ladies who were in the office of
Mr Brideson this morning are concerned about this
matter because they represent a number of independent
kindergarten teachers. They are calling for complete
clarification and some form of brochure, letter or
whatever the minister can provide to notify the people
in the system that they are not required to join the
union to gain particular benefits. I hope the general
mass of kindergarten teachers who are not members of
the union will be able to rest assured that this
intimidatory letter, which includes the Kindergarten
Parents Victoria as well as being a by-product of the
union-Mr Robinson interjected.

Mr E. R. SMITH - We will be noting the
activities of the honourable member for Mitcham.

Responses
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - I am afraid the honourable
member for Ivanhoe is too late. The Honourable Bill
Forwood, who represents Templestowe Province in
another place, asked me to investigate the issue on
19 February. That, of course, was the day after
18 February, when the Banyule City Council initiated
an application for the cancellation of the permit. That
matter is now part heard before the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal.
Unlike the honourable member, I will not comment on
the merits or otherwise of one side of the argument or
the other, because it would be improper to do so. I
suggest the honourable member should not have said
what he said in raising the matter. He should leave it to
the tribunal to decide in an atmosphere in which
parliamentary privilege cannot prejudge one side of the
argument or the other. However, I am in a
position--

Mr Langdon interjected.
Mr MACLELLAN - The honourable member
made jUdgemental comments about one side, and he
should not have. It does not help the AAT to have
parliamentarians using parliamentary privilege to tell it
what conclusion it should come to. The honourable
member will be delighted to know that the letter on the
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matter I am sending to Judge Wood at the invitation of
the AA T reads as follows:
I acknowledge receipt of the submission and/or appearance
document pursuant to section 36 of the Planning Appeals
Act 1980.

I am concerned with the apparent actions ofW and S Cowley
in regards to the removal of a notable river red gum. If the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal is satisfied that condition 8
of the planning permit P0304/97 was deliberately
contravened then I support the Banyule City Council's
application to cancel the permit.
If you require any discussion on this matter please telephone
Kim Belfield-

and the appropriate number is included. The
honourable member will see from those carefully
chosen words that I am not making an assumption
about the decision by the AAT, and I suggest he should
not. As I said, he is too late: Mr Forwood has already
raised the matter and I have made that response to the
judge presiding at the AA T. I regret the honourable
member did not have the opportunity to raise the
matter before.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - The honourable member for
Essendon raised with the Premier in his capacity as
Minister for the Arts issues concerning the Museum. I
will pass his comments on to the Premier, who will
respond to the honourable member.
The honourable member for Yan Yean raised with the
Minister for Corrections the situation at Port Phillip
Prison. I will pass his comments on to the minister,
who will respond in due course.
The honourable member for Mitcham drew a long bow
in raising for the attention of the Minister for Industry,
Science and Technology in the other place the Street
Life program and changes in banking. Far be it from
me at this time on a Thursday night to suggest that one
of the major changes in the banking industry over the
past decade or so has been the loss of the State Bankour bank and our money - because of the
incompetence of the honourable member's colleagues
in government. Nevertheless, I will pass his comments
on to the minister and ask him to respond in due course.
The honourable member for Bellarine raised for the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports a
significant traffic safety issue in the township of
Queenscliff. I am sure the minister will give due
consideration to the positive suggestion made by a
constituent of the honourable member, Mr Jack Brooks,
about installing traffic refuges to assist with the
resolution of the problem.
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The honourable member for Wantima, another active
local member who works hard on behalf of his
constituents, referred to a traffic problem on the corner
ofLynton Place and Ferntree Gully Road, Scoresby.
From his description the matter is serious. I am sure the
Minister for Roads and Ports will discuss it with the
honourable member and seek a resolution in
consultation with the City ofKnox and the Scoresby
Village people.
The honourable member for Frankston East also raised
for the attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports in
another place a matter that again demonstrates his
understanding of road and traffic management issues,
this time regarding a complex intersection with two sets
of traffic lights. The design of the intersection and the
sequence of traffic lights appear to be causing problems
at the end of the Frankston Freeway. The honourable
member says that as the road is being improved the
matter should be looked at by the minister. I will pass
that on to him.
The honourable member for Rodney asked the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services to raise two
anomalies in the national firearms agreement at the next
Australasian Police Ministers Council. From the
sensible way he raised these issues it would seem that
they need to be addressed. They concern the rights of
disabled shooters and the mutual recognition of
shooting licences.
The honourable member for Narracan raised with the
Minister for Education the former Crossover Primary
School site. The minister has advised me that the
honourable member has been most diligent in seeking a
positive resolution of the issue on behalf of the
community he represents so well. In response to the
strong representations over some time from the
honourable member, who works quietly and effectively
in his community rather than grandstanding on issues,
the minister has instructed his department to seek an
appropriate means of transferring the property to the
community. I understand the honourable member for
Narracan has organised a public meeting on the matter.
I am sure he will continue to work effectively rather
than indulging in short-term political point-scoring.
The honourable member for Pascoe Vale raised with
me the school-linked parent support service. It involves
community support-funded projects that often identify
positive initiatives and certain characteristics of
programs that can be incorporated in other works. All
the agencies know when they undertake the projects
that funding is provided for a two or three-year
period - in this case it was three years - and that after
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that the funds cease. We seek to learn from that project
the key principles tor improving outcomes for students.
I advise the honourable member for Pascoe Vale that as
part of the response to the suicide task force report the
Department of Education has been given significant
additional funding of$8 million to assist students
through early intervention and prevention projects on
issues such as youth suicide, dropping out of school and
homelessness. Similarly, money has been provided
under that program to the Department of Human
Services to run school-linked projects in the
community. Expressions of interest will be sought from
interested community groups in the near future.

Ms CampbeU inteIjected.
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I will briefly outline the options available for
kindergarten committees and their employees. On
15 December 1997 the Department of Human Services
sent a letter signed by Mike Dobinsky, manager of
children's services, to all funded preschool providers.
The letter talks about the wage rise that the government
has granted to kindergarten teachers in recognition of
their very good work and states:
The government has also agreed to make a special one-off
grant in relation to the backdated 1997 portion ofthe wage
increase ... This special grant will only be paid to those
preschool providers who have entered an enterprise
agreement with the teachers they employ. The enterprise
agreement may be the MECA 3 negotiated by KPV -

that is one option an enterprise agreement negotiated through the auspice of
another employer association -

Dr NAPTHINE - I am sure the people involved in
many of the projects the honourable member has talked
about will be well placed to put in expressions of
interest so they can continue their work. I am sure we
will use what we have learnt in the process to make the
best use of the funding.

these are the no. 2 or no. 3 options, and the latter two
are not mentioned in the union's letter -

The honourable member for Glen Waverley raised
with me attempts by the Victorian branch of the
Australian Education Union to provide misleading
information to kindergarten committees of
management across the state. It is unfair and unhelpful
of the union to try these bullyboy tactics on
committees of management that consist of parents and
volunteers who are doing a great job in kindergartens
throughout the state. They received a letter from the
AEU, which states:

Employers have the flexibility to negotiate the type of
enterprise agreement that best suits their circumstances
and those of their staff. They have every right to
negotiate their own individual workplace agreements
and still benefit from the pay rise provided by the
government to kindergarten teachers. It is absolutely
mischievous and wrong of the union to misrepresent
the situation to kindergarten committees and try to con
their staff into joining the union when that is utterly
unnecessary .

Employers who are not KPV members can become part of
MECA No. 3 directly with the AEU (or through another
employer organisation).
It is up to you as the employer as to which path you choose,
i.e. to become members of KPV and have them represent you
(MECA No. 2) or become part of ME CA No. 3 with the
union. If your committee chooses the latter course, the union
will provide ample assistance in order to meet the required
steps ...

The act requires that before a certified agreement can be
registered for a particular employer and workplace, that the
union (who is also party to the agreement) must represent
employees through membership in each of the workplaces
managed by the particular employer for whom the agreement
is being certified.

That is not a true and accurate representation of the
options available for committees of management or
kindergarten teachers, and it is absolutely misleading
and mischievous. It is counterproductive for the union
to be involved in such activities.

or an agreement negotiated at the individual workplace.

In response I will write personally to all preschool
committees and reinforce the range of options available
to them as outlined in December 1997. I will be pleased
to write that letter and I am sure they will be pleased to
receive it, just as they will be pleased to receive the
letter today advising them of the grant of $1000 per
kindergarten for those with more than 10 enrolled
students or $500 for those with fewer than 10 enrolled
students. I happily write regularly to kindergartens
because they do a great job and we need to provide
accurate information to the committees so they can
continue their very good work.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur) - To
the relief of all members and the village people I can
say 'I can stop the music' .
House adjourned 10.44 p.m. until Tuesday, 7 April.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowmao) took the chair at
2.05 p.m. and read the prayer.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Crown Casino: management
Mr 8RUMBY (Leader of the Opposition)- In
light of the recent resignation ofMr Cousins as director
of Hudson Conway, a company that has the
management rights to Crown Casino, citing concerns
about the corporate governance and business ethics of
the company, I ask the Premier whether the government
will immediately direct the Victorian Casino and
Gaming Authority to investigate under section 24 of the
Casino Control Act the serious allegations of
Mr Cousins to ascertain whether Hudson Conway or
any of its associates, including Mr Lloyd Williams, are
fit and proper persons to be running the Victorian
casino.

Mr KENNETT (Premier) - The first-Mr 8rumby interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has asked his question.

Mr KENNETT -- Do I look after Lloyd? I would
even look after your fellows better than you look after
them!
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directed the authority, nor will we start now simply
because the Leader of the Opposition feels this is an
issue on which that should be done. Secondly. I cannot
imagine there would be any better independent
authorities to investigate any claims of concern about
the governance of a private company than the
Australian Securities Commission (ASC) or the
Australian Stock Exchange (ASX) - and both have
done it. I understand the ASX has investigated the
claims ofMr Cousins and has rejected them.
I am not aware that the ASC has examined them - if it
has it certainly has not reported it - but the ASX
has--

Mr Thwaites - That is completely wrong!
The SPEAKER the Opposition!

Order! The Deputy Leader of

Mr KENNETT - The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition says that it is wrong. In what way is it
wrong?
Mr Thwaites interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! If the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition does not remain silent I will name him.
Mr Thwaites interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! I name the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, Mr Thwaites. I call on the
Leader of the House to move the motion for his
suspension.

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr KENNETT -

Any time your fellows have
fmished with you, they can just come over here. We
will look after them!
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr KENNETI - Over the past couple of years the
opposition has attacked individuals associated with the
casino. It has also attacked the Casino and Gaming
Control Authority, yet today it asks me to direct a body
in which it has no confidence and which it has
consistently criticised to do something that-Mr 8rumby interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! Will the Leader of the
Opposition cease interjecting across the table!

Mr KENNETT - I have never heard such an
absurd and irrational proposition in all my life. Firstly.
we are on the public record as saying we have never

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I believe
there was a good deal of discourse across the table at
the time. I invite the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
to apologise to the Chair before we go further.
Mr Thwaites Mr Speaker.

I am happy to apologise,

The SPEAKER - Order! I accept the apology
from the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. When I tell
a member that if that member speaks again I will name
him or her, the member had better believe I mean it.
Mr KENNETT - As I was saying, the ASX has
clearly said about the comments made by Mr Cousins
that it accepts the comments made by the boards of
Hudson Conway and Crown Casino. I fmd it
extraordinary that the ALP has consistently attacked the
establishment of the casino, which was first proposed
under the leadership of the Labor government leading
up to 1992. It has not been just the personalities
involved, it has also been the Casino Control and
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Gaming Authority, It attacked the people who were
initially appointed by the fonner Labor government.
I have said before and I say again, no~ne forces
people to game in this state. Crown employs 6000
Victorians, many of whom are young people who have
been unemployed. Like most Victorians I would like to
think their employment is secure, which is the direct
result of that establishment being in place. It is a real
reflection on the ALP in this state that with all the
issues involving public interest at the moment the issues
of greatest concern to the community are the ones about
which the opposition asks no questions and on which it
has no policies. They are issues of education and health.
I cannot remember when the ALP ever did anything
more than try to abuse individuals as it pursues a
campaign based on personalities rather than a campaign
based on intellectual merit.

Health care agreement
Ms BURKE (Prahran) - Will the Premier advise
the house of the progress being made on the Australian
health agreement with the commonwealth on funding
for public hospitals and the health system?
Mc KENNETT (Premier) - I thank the honourable
member for Prahran for her question and for genuinely
being concerned about the health and welfare of the
people of this state, unlike members of the opposition,
who consistently inteJject or ridicule what is, after tax
reform, perhaps the most important issue facing this
country, not just Victoria.

At present the commonwealth's offer stands at $29.3
billion for all states and territories, which is $30 million
more than the amount for the last year of the current
agreement. It is true that Victoria gets the lion's share
of that $30 million - something like $18 millionbut clearly that is inadequate to meet the demands
currently being made on the public hospital system and
the throughput that has been generated as a result of
better productivity. When the coalition government
came to office in 1992 we were treating 680 000
patients; this year we will treat about 910 000 patients
through the public hospital system. In order to do that a
reasonable level of funding is needed. The states and
territories are fmding this more and more difficult to
treat people as quickly as we would like because the
funding from the commonwealth under the new health
agreement is not commensurate with the demand and,
importantly, does not take into account the ageing of
the population or the reduction in private health
insurance. It does not take account of the fact that
private health insurance has dropped to 31.4 per cent of
Victorians or that many of those with private health
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insurance do not use it when accessing public hospitals.
I question whether 20 per cent of Victorians, of whom
31.4 per cent have private insurance, actually use that
insurance. Additional costs are brought about by new
technology, equipment and drugs.
A week ago I met briefly with the Prime Minister and
offered to try to fmd a solution to the current debate on
hospital funding. The states and territories began by
asking for a further $1.1 billion to be added to the base
figure for the first year of the new health agreement.
The Prime Minister said he was not prepared to
negotiate on that, and that is why the Premiers
conference broke up. It is obvious that unless we have
some negotiation the community - I refer to the
Australian community - will fmd access to health care
in public hospitals will be dramatically slowed.
The existing agreement has a trigger point: ifprivate
health insurance drops by 2 per cent there will be an
investigation of the cost that imposes on the states and
territories as more people go to the public hospital
system. There will then be some fmancial make-up to
the states. The Keating government failed to honour
that obligation when the first trigger point was reached
and the Howard government when the second was
reached. That figure for all the states and territories is
$622.5 million, which is worked out on what we call
'the average cost'.
The commonwealth officials have said to us, 'Even if
we agree that we should be putting in money, we will
not be agreeing to the average cost; we will agree to the
marginal cost, which is $312 million'. I proposed to the
Prime Minister that the $312 million be put to the base
in the first year and that some of the expenditure spread
over the five years be spread more equitably over the
five-year period of the contract. That would have meant
that in the first year approximately $742 million extra
would come to the states and territories of which only
$312 million was new money from the federal
government. That seemed to me to be discounting our
requirements dramatically while also being a fair and
reasonable offer. We have not released that
documentation to date because we were hoping the
federal government would be prepared to renegotiate
the base of the proposed new health care agreement.
We will be releasing it this afternoon because this is
perhaps the most important facing this state.
Mr Thwaites inteIjected.
Mc KENNETT - The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition asked, 'What about the money you have
taken out of the public hospital system?'. We make no
bones at all about the fact that in the first two years of
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our coming to office every department, except for the
police, had to bear a reduction in costs to make up for
the irresponsible situation the Labor Party left us with.
There is no doubt that if Labor got back into office the
sort of management that was displayed by the
Cain-Kimer governments would again be exercised
under that Labor government. We make no bones about
the fact that during the first two years there were
reductions, hut every successive year since then there
have been increases. If we had not made that correction
we would not have the independent Victoria we know
today. We would have been unable to survive
fmancially and unable to provide any social services.
We will be releasing this chart later today in good faith.
It is absolutely necessary that the commonwealth come
back to the table and renegotiate the base rate.
Otherwise not only in Victoria but also in the other
states and territories there will unfortunately be a
dramatic reduction in the ability of the public hospital
system to process those in real need to reduce the pain
they suffer. This is a major issue. I should have thought
the opposition would either support the government in
getting a better deal from the commonwealth, or
perhaps the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, who has
spent most of his time recently ringing up the ABC
complaining that he has not had a run, would actually
be delivering a policy of his own, telling us what the
Labor Party stands for or about its policies.

Crown Casino: management
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - In
light of the grave concerns which have been expressed
by Mr Geoffrey Cousins, a fonner Hudson Conway
board member, about business ethics, corporate
governance and conflict of interests concerning that
company and Lloyd Williams, does the Treasurer
believe Mr Williams is an appropriate person to be
running the casino and that he has no conflict of interest
in being a director of both Hudson Conway and Crown
Ltd? If not, will the government now take action to stop
this continuing conflict of interest at the casino?
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I am not a
director of either Hudson Conway or Crown. That is a
matter for them.

Nursing mothers: discrimination
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) - I refer the
Attorney-General and Minister for Women's Affairs to
the recent newspaper article concerning the rights of
nursing mothers and their babies. Does the minister
propose to make any changes to the law on this subject?
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Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I reassure the
house that there is no need to provide further protection
to nursing mothers and their babies; they are already
adequately protected by the Equal Opportunity Act. In
the past few days there has been a deliberate
misinformation campaign by the honourable member
for Pascoe Vale.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs WADE - It is reminiscent of other Labor
Party campaigns on issues affecting women. We have
had Labor Party members misinform women about
such matters as child care, access to maternal and
child-care services, access to community health
services and access to neighbourhood houses. There
appears to be a deliberate campaign on behalf of the
Labor Party to mislead women. There is no point in the
Leader of the Opposition getting more women to stand
for election to Parliament ifhis party is to continue to
deceive women in the community.
As the honourable member for Pascoe Vale and other
Labor Party members will be well aware, it is a breach
of the Equal Opportunity Act to prevent women
breastfeeding babies in banks, shops, trams or other
areas that have been publicly mentioned by the
honourable member for Pascoe Vale. The Victorian
Equal Opportunity Act deals adequately with this
problem. As honourable members know, the act
operates in broad terms; it does not detail particular
areas of discrimination. The act says it is discriminatory
because of sex, parental status or other attribute to treat
somebody less favourably than you would treat
anybody else. The act adequately covers the situation of
nursing mothers and their babies.

Ifwe wanted to insert certain provisions about nursing
mothers we would have to insert other provisions about
pushers on trams, toddlers in supennarkets or babies in
bassinettes. We would have to list every conceivable
discriminatory situation about anybody who could
possibly be discriminated against. It is nonsense!
It is extremely important to reassure nursing mothers
that they have adequate protection under the Equal
Opportunity Act. If nursing mothers encounter
situations which they believe are discriminatory, they
should report them to the Equal Opportunity
Commission which has already dealt with several
claims in this area. The opposition showed its true
colours on equal opportunity when it voted against the
implementation of the Equal Opportunity Act.
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Crown Casino: management
Mr 8RUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - My
question is directed to the Treasurer in his capacity as a
member of the cabinet casino subcommittee. In light of
his previous non-answer and the fact that the
government is currently considering an application by
Crown for a restructure of its company structure, does
the Treasurer have full confidence in Mr Lloyd
Williams as executive chainnan of Crown Casino?
Mr Hulls - Here is your chance, Alan!
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Niddrie has been interjecting far too much today,
particularly calling the Treasurer by his first name. He
should know better.
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - It took three of
them to dream up this question, which really causes you
to question the old saying that three heads are better
than one as it applies to the opposition!
Victorians should see what is happening in this
house - that the Labor Party is abusing Parliament in
its attempt to seek to intervene in affairs which are
currently being investigated by the appropriate
authorities. The appropriate authorities to deal with any
allegation of impropriety or a breach of the law are the
Australian Securities Commission (ASC) and the
Australian Stock Exchange (ASX).
Mr 8rumby - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the Treasurer is clearly debating the question. He was
asked not about the ASX or the ASC but about the
application for a company restructure which is with the
government. The Treasurer was asked whether he has
full confidence in Mr Lloyd Williams as executive
chairman of Crown Casino. Answer the question, AIan!
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition's last comment about' AIan' is out of order.
There is no point of order, but I will listen carefully to
the Treasurer's answer.
Mr STOCKDALE - The last thing I need is a
lesson on propriety from the opposition. If I wanted
lessons in branch stacking or how to be disloyal to your
colleagues, I could not think of a better place to go than
the Labor Party. You should take your book and put it
on the Internet so everybody can have the advantage.
Mr Thwaites - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the Treasurer is breaching standing order 127. He was
specifically asked about and must relate his answer to
whether the Treasurer had confidence in Mr Williams.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The house is well aware
of the standing order. I uphold the point of order. The
Treasurer was straying well from the question.
Mr STOCKDALE - I am suitably rebuked by the
honourable member for Albert Park. Where were
Richmond, Springvale, Melbourne?
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! The Treasurer is
deliberately flouting the rules of Parliament, which he
knows perfectly well. I would like him to either answer
the question or sit down.
Mr STOCKDALE - These are matters that are
properly being investigated by the appropriate
authorities. Should they become-Mr 8rumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
will cease inteIjecting across the table.
Mr STOCKDALE - Should they become relevant
to any issue before the government I would expect
advice from the Victorian Casino and Gaming
Authority and I would give that advice due weight.

Gaming: problem gambling education program
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - Will the Minister
for Youth and Community Services advise the house of
the government's commitment to a new problem
gambling community education program?
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - I thank the honourable
member for Monbulk for his question. Since 1993 this
government, through the Community Support Fund,.
has committed more than $35 million in funds to asSIst
the small percentage of people who have gambling
problems in their families.
As part of that commitment in the 1995-1996
financial year $2.5 million was allocated over three
years for the promotion of the G-Line and Breakeven
services through an integrated statewide publicity
campaign involving advertisements on radio and
television, print advertisements and funding specifically
given to local Breakeven services to enable the.m to
place strategic advertisements in the local medIa to
target particular groups in their areas. The campaign
was deemed to be extremely successful in increasing
the community's awareness of gambling issues and the
availability of G-Line - a 24-hour telephone
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counselling and advice service - and the Breakeven
services, which are available throughout the state.
Victoria is the only state in Australia with this type of
comprehensive statewide, regional and local
promotional strategy to make people who have
problems with gambling in their families aware of the
services the government is able to provide for them.
I am particularly pleased to advise the house today
that this government, through the Community Support
Fund, has allocated an additional $5 million for the next
stage of this campaign. This new advertising and
community education campaign will use a full range of
media. with statewide radio and television
advertisements and advertisements in regional
newspapers and magazines. It will be possible to tailor
the key messages in the campaign to specific groups
such as particular ethnic groups, particular groups in
rural areas and women.
As well as the traditional messages about the
availability of the G-Line and Breakeven services,
which are recognised as the best integrated
problem-gambling services anywhere in the world, a
significant campaign will use a harm-minimisation
approach by advising people that ifthey want to gamble
they should set themselves a limit and gamble within
their means. It will be a modem, harm-minimisation
approach rather than the 'Don't do it' approach.
The government has an excellent record of providing
services to assist the small percentage of Victorians
who have a problem with gambling and to assist their
families. The extra $5 million for the integrated
campaign will further add to the services available and
improve community understanding of gambling issues
and the services available to assist problem gamblers
and their families.
Questions interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER - Order! I interrupt questions to
welcome to the gallery two members of the German
Parliament, Mr Karl Heinz Weirnar and Mr Clemens
Reif, and a former member, Or RolfMuller.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Questions resumed.
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Natural Resources have all failed to comply with
freedom of information requests to release ministers'
credit card spending documents within the 45-day time
limit and to the misleading statement he made to the
house on 26 March that all the documents would be
released on time. I ask why departmental officers have
been told to send the documents to the Premier's office
and not release them to the opposition on time and why
the Premier misled the house on 26 March.
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - What a riveting
question from the honourable member for Niddrie,
having exhausted the first topic ofthe day and having
been giving all the riding instructions to the Leader of
the Opposition - which, puppet like, he accepted!
I can only suggest that those requests are going through
the normal process. They will be dealt with in the
normal course of events and the honourable member
for Niddrie knows that if they are not released within a
certain time there are options available for him to
pursue. He will get them in due course. In the
meantime, I wish him a very pleasant day!

Water: rebates
Mr ANDRIGHETTO (Narracan) - Will the
Minister for Agriculture and Resources inform the
house of the government's initiatives to assist
community and non-profit organisations through the
new water and sewerage rebate scheme?
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) - I am delighted to announce that the
government will finance water authority rebates of up
to $260 across the state. The rebates will be avail'!ble to
a range of not-for-profit community organisations such
as schools, through the education fraternity, hospitals,
nursing homes, places of religious worship, charities,
outdoor sporting and recreational organisations, and
war veterans organisations.
This is part of the government's $1.3 billion program to
upgrade water and sewerage services across Victoria.
Most schools, hospitals, churches and community clubs
will benefit from the rebates. Some 20 000
organisations are likely to be eligible. The government
has written to all of them advising them to apply. As a
follow-up to the direct mail program there will also be
an extensive press campaign advertising that the rebates
are available. Those who have not been contacted by
mail will receive that information through their local
media. It is important to reinforce that message.

Ministers: credit cards
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer the Premier to the
fact that the departments of Justice, Education and

The scheme will be available from I July this year and
will allow a rebate of $260 on water and sewerage
service charges. The government will reimburse the
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various water authorities across the state on the actual
service charge. The rebate will not apply to
consumption charges, because the government wants to
continue to ensure that people are encouraged to use
water wisely. The scheme will apply in both regional
Victoria and Melbourne. This is the fIrst time such a
scheme has been extended to regional Victoria. Under
the previous government such schemes totally
neglected rural and regional Victoria.
In addition to the programs to upgrade the quality of
drinking water and improve the handling of waste water
there is also an across-the-state reduction of 18 per cent
in the cost of water charges. The $260 rebate
demonstrates that the government is continuing to pass
on benefIts to the community, and I am sure the rebate
will be welcomed by all in the community.

Mr Hamilton inteIjected .
Mr McNAMARA - The honourable member for
Morwell, although he argues in the house today, was
never able to persuade his government to provide this
benefit to rural and regional Victorians. You did not ask
us for it, but we gave it to you anyway!

National Crime Authority
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer the Premier to the
federal joint parliamentary committee's report into the
National Crime Authority and its rejection of the claim
that Mr John Elliott has been exonerated by the
Victorian courts and to the fact that the committee was
denied access to a report commissioned by the
Australasian Police Ministers Council into Mr Elliott' s
claim of political conspiracy on the basis that all states
must agree to its release. Will the Premier give a
guarantee that he will cooperate with Justice Minister
Vanstone to have the report released immediately, or
will he continue to conspire with his mate John Elliott
to cover up the truth?
The SPEAKER - Order! I rule the latter part of
the question out of order.
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - The Leader of the
Opposition - that was a bit of a slip; I may have been
just a bit premature! The honourable member for
Niddrie involves himself daily in attacking personalities
in what can only be described as the worst illustration
of continuing slime. I can only say that if the Leader of
the Opposition wants to phrase his questions in those
terms, I do not see why we should be under any
obligation to answer them.
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Schools: Learning Assessment Program
Mr JENKINS (Ballarat West)- Will the Minister
for Education inform the house of the success of this
year's Learning Assessment Program tests in schools?
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I thank the
honourable member for the question, which is an
indication that at least members on this side of the
house are genuinely concerned about real issues such as
the education of young students.
As members will know, the government has introduced
a comprehensive statewide testing program known as
the Learning Assessment Program. I am pleased to be
able to inform the house of more good news in
education. The preliminary advice I have received from
the department indicates that a little over 90 per cent of
all government school students in years 3 and 5 took
part in the latest Learning Assessment Program tests.
That amounts to something like 75 O()() students of a
possible 83 000. The students who did not take part in
the program included those who were sick or on camps
or who had some other relevant reason for not being
involved.
It is interesting that the members of the Australian
Education Union and the opposition seem to be the
only people in the state who are opposed to the LAP.
Based on recent advice I have received I note with
interest that the Leader of the Opposition appears to
favour a basic skills test ending in years 3 and 5 - but
of course, he is against the LAP. I suppose it is
obligatory for the opposition to oppose anything the
government does. I inform the Leader of the Opposition
that the LAP test is a basic skills test for years 3 and
5 - the very thing he supports.
It is important to note that the commonwealth and all

the other state governments have decided to go down
the track Victoria has followed and introduce basic
skills tests for years 3, 5, 7 and 9. I hope the national
benchmarks will be formally agreed to at a meeting of
education ministers in Hobart in two weeks time. It is
also worth noting that, notwithstanding its being
precluded from taking industrial action by a decision of
the federal Industrial Relations Commission, the AEU
is going to no end of trouble in its endeavour to oppose
the LAP tests. It has mounted a public relations
campaign to try to persuade parents to withdraw their
children from tests. Those actions are obviously
dishonest and should be deplored by every member of
the house.
I will give the house an example. The AEU recently
held a demonstration outside the Parkmore Primary
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SchooL which was reported in the Herald Sun of
I April. I suppose some people may have thought it
was an April Fool's Day joke, but it was not. The story,
which was headed 'First LAPs finish', included a
photograph of demonstrators outside the school who
were purporting to be parents. I have a lener that the
principal of the school, Christopher Cotching, wrote to
the editor of the Herald Sun. I will quote one of the
paragraphs, which says:

regional forest agreements, which was signed last week
by the Premier and the Prime Minister and which
affects the Central Highlands. The highlands provide
over a third of Victoria's total wood production and
57 per cent of its total forest pulp log production. The
local industry has over 41 sawmills and 4 processors. It
directly employs 1500 workers and indirectly employs
more than 3500. That area alone provides
approximately $731 million to state revenue.

The photograph detailing protesting parents outside Parkmore
is totally erroneous. No parent-

The signing of the agreement gives certainty to the
timber industry for the next 20 years as well as creating
opportunities for investment. The other side of a
regional forest agreement is that it gives us the
opportunity to preserve our natural resources under a
reserve system. Through the Central Highlands
agreement we have been able to protect an additional
116 000 hectares of land - an increase of more than
64 per cent - in either parks or flora and fauna
reserved areas. While we have an area of outstanding
timber production on which the economy and
employment strongly rely, we also have additional
areas of reserved land so we can ensure that old growth
rainforest areas, a habitat for the Leadbeater' s possum
and the Baw Baw frog, are similarly protected and
preserved.

I repeat, 'no parent' nor teacher from this school community was involved in any
protest'-

There was none whatsoever. That shows the lengths to
which the AEU and the ALP will go to try to denigrate
a good-quality test.
The opposition and the AEU should do what the
government is doing. It should be out there supporting
teachers and parents and championing the quality
education that is being delivered in Victorian schools.

Port Phillip Prison: Mr Tony Holland
Mr HAERMEYER(Yan Yean)-I refer the
Minister for Corrections to his appointment of Mr Tony
Holland as an official prison visitor to the Port Phillip
Prison. Is the minister aware that Mr Holland claims to
have been a contract agent for MI5 and MI6, infiltrated
illegal uranium smuggling operations, partaken in
industrial espionage and spied on a former Tory
minister and that he has a conviction in Britain for
handling stolen goods? Why did the minister not
undertake a thorough probity check before making the
appointment?

Mr W. D. McGRA TH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - When Mr Holland put forward
his application he used a different name. Since that time
an investigation has been carried out. I can inform the
house that Mr Holland is no longer an official visitor.

Forest industry: Central Highlands regional
agreement
Mr PHILLIPS (Eltham) - Will the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management advise the house
of the details of Victoria's second regional forest
agreement for the Central Highlands region?
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - I thank the honourable member for
his question and for his interest in the second of the

As a result of the agreement we have been able to
negotiate with the commonwealth for an additional
$13.8 million for the timber industry under the Forest
Industry Support Assistance Fund. When the
contributions from the state government and the timber
industry are added to that $13.8 million, it means that
$20 million is available to assist the industry to
restructure. The fund will be used to develop and
expand selected markets, including those for special
timber species, and to develop new products. It will
also provide the opportunity to introduce new
technology into the timber industry.
Victoria is home to two of the three regional forest
agreements. This is a significant agreement for the
industry, for foresters, for the department and everyone
else involved. It will give certainty to the timber
industry and ensure that the reserve system in that
important and naturally beautiful part of Victoria will
be protected.

Police: Ballarat information technology
contract
Mr BRACKS (Williarnstown) - I refer the
Treasurer to the outsourcing deal with IBM Global
Services for the Victoria Police information technology
services. Is it a fact that the $150 million five-year
contract will be located in Melbourne and not in
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Ballarat's regional IBM headquarters, making it the
third kick in the teeth to BaHarat from the government
given the recent decision to close the Ballarat-based
State Data Centre and the bungle of the Land Titles
Office imaging contract, which it appears is also now
lost to Ballarat?
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer)- That is not a
matter within my portfolio, but since I sit beside the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services he was
able to fill me in.
Mr 8rumby inteIjected.

Mr STOCKDALE - I probably would when it
gets to that stage! I am advised that the contract has not
yet gone to tender. Indeed, the police force has not yet
decided whether to outsource the provision of its IT. No
doubt when the police and the government catch up
with the honourable member for Williamstown I will
be able to answer his question.
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The Vicsafe youth sport role model program.,
established under the Start program, has used the
services of the North Melbourne Giants on occasions
and has proved to be very beneficial. It has sponsored
the new Victorian Football League with a grant of
$170 000. I attended the inaugural match of the new
VFL at Bendigo on Saturday between the Bendigo and
Ballarat football clubs. The program is about creating
appropriate role models for young people through a
sports environment. That sort of approach gets young
people actively participating in sport, which in turn can
minimise their participation in crime. Young people
under the age of 25 are overrepresented in crime
statistics both as offenders and victims. The
government believes the role model program is the
right approach to minimise crime among young people.
The program is a very positive step and the government
looks forward to positive outcomes in the minimisation
of crime in this state thereby providing the safer living
environment I spoke about previously.

Local government and youth: programs
Mr ROWE (Cranboume)- Will the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services outline to the house the
progress of the Safer Cities and Shires program and the
Vicsafe Youth Sport Role Model program?
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I thank the honourable
member for his question about the Safer Cities and
Shires program and the forthcoming Vicsafe youth
sport role model program of the Department of Justice.
The important Safer Cities and Shires program is being
set up by a board consisting of the chainnan, Mr Tim
Watson; representatives from two municipalities;
Mr Bill Horman, a former Victoria Police officer; and
the heads of the departments of Justice, Education and
Human Services. The program will receive $5 million
in government funding over a three-year period to be
distributed between municipalities. The aim of the
program is for municipalities to come up with their own
ideas that will lead to safer local environments in which
people can work, go about their recreational activities
and conduct business.

That philosophy is a cornerstone of the policy for law
and order in this state. Local communities will benefit
from strategies for a safer environment worked out by
local councils and local law enforcement personnel.
Seventy-six per cent of all municipal councils have
applied for grants from between $100 ()()() and
$250 000. The board, together with Mr Grant Johnson
from my department, will be assessing the applications
against given criteria, and announcements will be
forthcoming in the next couple of months.

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

Natural gas: Gordon and Mount Egerton
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 they require access to reticulated natural
gas.
Your petitioners therefore pray that natural gas be reticulated
throughout Gordon and Mount Egerton.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Trayoor (407 signatures)
Laid on table.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMIITEE
Alert Digest No. 2
Mr RY AN (Gippsland South) presented Alert Digest
No. 2 of 1998 on:
Gaming No. 2 (Amendment) Bill
Health Services (Amendment) Bill
Electricity Safety Bill
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill
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Sea-Carriage Documents Bill

Greater Geelong Planning Scheme -

Crimes (Family Violence) (Amendment) BUI

Maribyrnong Planning Scheme - No. L32

Evidence (Confidential Communications) BUI

Melbourne Planning Scheme - Nos. L288, L298,
L299,L315,L317

Property Law (Amendment) Bill

Melton Planning Scheme - No. L90

State Trustees (Amendment) Bill

Mitchell Planning Scheme -1\;0. L21

Transport Acts (Amendment) Bill

Moreland Planning Scheme - No. L54

Building (Amendment) Bill

Momington Planning Scheme -

Nos. L85, L86

Stonnington Planning Scheme -

No. L24

Credit (Amendment) Bill
Drugs. Poisons and ControUed Substances
(Amendment) BUI
together with appendix.

No. R 125

Tambo Planning Scheme - No. L72
Victoria Planning Provisions- VCl
Werribee Planning Scheme - No. L 128
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:

Laid on table.

Crimes Act 1958 - S.R. No. 33

Ordered to be printed.

Dangerous Goods Act 1985 - S.R. No. 24

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Financial Management Act 1994Report of the Minister for Health that he had
received the Report for the year ended
30 September 1997 from The Dental Board of
Victoria and the Specialist Practitioners
Qualification Committee
Report of the Minister for Health that he had
received the 1996-97 Report of the Edenhope and
District Memorial Hospital
Hamilton Base Hospital- Financial Statements for the five
months ended 30 November 1996

Fisheries Act 1995 - S.R. No. 23
Gaming No. 2 Act 1997 - S.R. Nos. 25,26,27,
28,29,30
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984S.R. No. 33
Local Government Act 1989 - S.R. No. 32
Lotteries Gaming and Betting Act 1966S.R. No. 31
Sentencing Act 1991 - S.R. No. 33
Supreme Court Act 1986 - S.R. No. 33
Wildlife Act 1975 - S.R. No. 22
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994-

Planning and Environment Act 1987 - Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:

Minister's exception certificate in relation to
Statutory Rule No. 3J

Alberton Planning Scheme - No. L46
All Planning Schemes- Nos. S72, S73
Bacchus Marsh Planning Scheme - No. L56
Ballarat Planning Scheme - Nos. L34, L36

Ministers' exemption certificates in relation to
Statutory Rule Nos. 21, 22, 31, 32

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were laid upon the table by the Clerk pursuant to an
order of the house dated 17 February 1998:

Boroondara Planning Scheme- No. L37
Doncaster and Templestowe Planning SchemeNo. L131
Frankston Planning Scheme - No. L97

Hire-Purchase (Further Amendment) Act 1997 - Remaining
provisions on 1 April 1998 (Gazene No. S23. 31 March 1998)
Land (Reservations and other Matters) Act 1997 - Sections
10,13 and 14 and Items 10, 13 and 14 of Schedule Ion
I April 1998 (Gazene No. G13. 2 April 1998)

Glen Eira Planning Scheme - No. L22
Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme - No. L70
Greater Dandenong Planning Scheme - No. L15

Rail Corporations (Amendment) Act 1997 - Sections 3, 5,
26, 31, 32 and 38; Divisions 4, 5 and 6 of Part 2; and Part 4
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(except sections 40 and 57) on 31 March 1998 (Gazette No.
523,31 March 1998).

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent to:
Financial Management (Amendment) Bill
Public Prosecutions (Amendment) Bill
Tertiary Education (Amendment) Bill
Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Building (Amendment) Bill
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I move:
That, pursuant to sessional order no. 6(3), the orders of the
day, government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 4,00 p.m., Thursday, 9 April
1998:
Electricity Safety Bill
Transport Acts (Amendment) Bill
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill
State Trustees (Amendment) Bill
Sea-Carriage Documents Bill
Evidence (Confidential Communications) Bill
Crimes (Family Violence) (Amendment) Bill
Property Law (Amendment) Bill.

Motion agreed to.

ELECTRICITY INDUSTRY (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 March; motion ofMr GUDE
(Minister for Education).
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Mr LONEY (Geelong North) - The bill is
probably the best example yet that the Treasurer does
not understand either the detail or the consequences of
his own privatisation program. The bill aims to
facilitate a $60 reduction in the winter electricity bills of
each Victorian household. The claim in the Treasurer's
second-reading speech is that the $60 reduction has
been made possible by the government's successful
reform of the electricity industry. That interesting claim
will be looked at in more detail during the debate. The
reduction is the jewel in the government's new crown
and supposedly proof of its new approach as a caring
and sharing government that wants to give something
back to the people. So far as jewels go, it is probably
less of a diamond and more of a cube of zirconium! It
does not live up to the claims made about it.

The so<alled benefits of the privatisation of the
electricity industry are illusory. Admittedly, under the
current privatised regime non-franchise customers have
received price reductions. In rural areas that has been
offset by the fact that local customers are paying higher
distribution costs than those living in urban Melbourne.
However, there is mounting evidence to show that the
reductions are only temporary and unsustainable in the
long term.
The prospectus recently released by United Energy
prior to its float on the stock exchange refers to those
reductions. On page 57 United Energy points out:
During the early stages of contestability, in an effort to
maintain and grow market share, the company followed the
industry and entered into aggressively priced sales contracts.
This approach caused a $4 million reduction of 1997 gross
margin as compared to 1996. Subsequently, the company has
adopted a strategy of not entering into negative margin
contracts to buy market share.

As part of the float process, United Energy had to spell
out its position. The statement clearly shows that the
price reductions being given to non-franchise customers
were not based on real prices and were unsustainable in
the longer term. If United Energy's data is to be
believed, between 1996 and 1997 its operating costs
increased by $3 million to $107 million. Unfortunately,
because of the commercial-in<onfidence web
surrounding the industry, that is the only data we can go
on at the moment.
Some of the extraordinary claims made about the
privatisation of the electricity industry are that it will
make the system more efficient and reduce costs. But in
its prospectus, United Energy points out that its
operating costs increased by $3 million between 1996
and 1997, despite the claimed efficiency gains and
staffmg losses since privatisation. The evidence is
mounting against the government's claims. If the
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s<Kalled efficiency gains are producing not lower
operating costs but higher costs, where is the
foundation for the claim that prices will fall after 2000?
The opposition is not opposed to a bill that gives
something back to consumers who have suffered under
this government's regime - and suffered they certainly
have. We agree that long-suffering Victorians deserve
some reimbursement. However, the government should
not pretend this is a price reduction, because it is not.
Instead it is a subsidy for the electricity companies that
has been included in the bill to make it look as though it
is a price decrease. In his second-reading speech the
Treasurer said the government was bringing the
benefits of the reforms forward a couple of years and
claimed the bill contained the sort of price reduction we
could look forward to. Members of the opposition
contest that. The flrst thing we say is that the
government should not try to con Victorians into
believing that this is an accurate reflection of prices in
the industry.
The claims that prices have fallen as a result of the great
privatisation experiment do not stand up. According to
the latest infonnation available, electricity prices for an
average household without electric hot water have
increased in real terms by 2.9 per cent since October
1992 - that is, since the government came to power.
For the average household with electric hot water, there
has been no reduction in real terms over the same
period, either. My flgures are taken from the ..
Regulator-General's most recent report on pncmg.
The government tries to make out that there was a
hiatus between October 1992 and October 1993, during
which time no-one had responsibility for electricity
pricing. If one uses 1993 as the base year, it appears a~
though prices have fallen, even though we know that m
reducing the use charge the government doubled the
supply charge - and the supply charge has continually
increased since then. The Office of the
Regulator-General knows, as does the opposition, that
privatisation has brought no new benefits for the
average household customer.
Of course, some big businesses have done particularly
well. One that has done particularly well is Crown
Casino. It actually pays four times less for electricity
than business generally. A small business operator
across the road from Crown will pay four times as
much for its electricity as Crown does. That was
reported in the Herald Sun by Step hen Mayne. His
article states:
Small businesses are paying an estimated four rimes more
than big business for electricity under the Kennett
government's privatised and deregulated power market ...
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Crown Casino ... under a deal it has negotiated with
Citipower at the rate of about 3.5 clkwh.

The residential or domestic rate paid by most
Victorians is in excess of 12 cents per kilowatt hour.
The benefits that are available go to a privileged few.
After six years of Kennett government the community
is being done over in the name of competition. It is only
the privileged few who have had a break.
The opposition agrees with the government that it is
time for ordinary Victorians to get a break as well. The
opposition welcomes the $60 reduction in so far as it is
about easing the difficulties being caused to ordinary
Victoriahs as a result of privatisation, but it is important
to make clear to the public that the $60 reduction does
not - as was claimed by the Treasurer in his
second-reading speech - bring 'forward the benefits of
the government's successful electricity reforms'. It is a
cynical government handout. It is a subsidy that is
designed to fool ordinary Victorians into thinking that
privatisation is working, but it is not.
On 27 May 1997 the Herald Sun featured a Stephen
Mayne article that makes that point. In referring to
some of the government strategies on water authorities
and utilities in general he states:
Mr Stockdale's strategy appears to be to align price cuts with
privatisation to make it more politically acceptable.

This reduction is not about a clear benefit from
privatisation; it is, as Step hen Mayne puts it, about
making privatisation more politically acceptablebecause on its own it is unacceptable! That is exactly
what is being done with this bill. The bill makes it
perfectly clear that the $60 subsidy is being funded by a
reduction in the franchise fees paid by privatised
distribution companies to the government under clauses
6(4) and 6(5).
The question that arises for ordinary domestic
.
consumers is: what is the franchise fee we are gettmg
the money from? Is it some fonn of benefit we are
entitled to? The current United Energy prospectus
points out that franchise fees were designed to capture
the amount by which the income of each distribution
company derived from the sale of electricity to
franchise customers in the year is likely to exceed the
sum of the costs of deriving the income; taxes payable
in deriving that income; and the amount detennined by
the Treasurer to be a reasonable return on the capital of
the distribution company used in obtaining the income.
It represents the difference between what would be
called a competitive price and a monopoly price. The
franchise fee payable by the four distribution
companies is a capital fee - that is, it was part of the
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purchase price of the five companies and, as the courts
have detennined, it is not tax deductible. For the
Treasurer to suggest otherwise is to show that he does
not understand the basic financial concept.
Franchise fees are essentially the difference between
the competitive profits and monopoly profits. At the
moment distribution companies have a monopoly over
the domestic supply of electricity. Domestic consumers
cannot now choose who they buy their electricity from,
which they will be able to do after December 2000. At
the moment, distribution companies can charge
domestic consumers what they like, provided the fee is
below the maximum uniform tariff set by the Office of
the Regulator-General. Distribution companies have no
fear that their customers will run elsewhere, no matter
what they charge up to that maximum. Their customers
have nowhere else to go. To ensure that the private
distribution companies are not making enormous profits
by exploiting their monopoly power, the
government - as part of the contract of sale - charges
the distribution companies a franchise fee. In some
instances it is across urban and rural areas. The
franchise fee was a part of the capital sale price of the
distribution companies when they were sold by the
government. The amount cannot be amended; it is
fixed.
Now the government is set on reducing the franchise
fees paid by distribution companies to the government
in order to fund its somewhat cynical handout to
Victorians. In short, the government is funding
recurrent expenditure - government subsidy - from
capital expenditure. This is somewhat amazing because
the Treasurer has lectured us for at least four years, and
probably longer, on the evils of doing exactly that! He
has taken up this topic in all sorts of places and said it is
something a government simply must not do. However,
that is what is in this bill. Either the Treasurer does not
understand what he is doing or he is being hypocritical.
As outlined in the Herald Sun today, even his own
party room had doubts about the bill. When it was taken
into the party room the Treasurer had to defend its
fmancial responsibility. The government has sold off
assets belonging to the people of Victoria. At the time it
claimed the sales were successful, yet domestic
consumers have so far seen no real decrease in the cost
of their electricity. In fact, for a large number of users
there has actually been an increase in the price - the
63 per cent of households without electric hot water
heating have seen real increases of2.9 per cent.
The government is now telling Victorians, 'We sold off
your SEC, we have stuck you with privatised power,
increased prices and provided worse services, but we
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will use the sale proceeds to make it easier'. That is
precisely what the government said it would not do. It
costs more to supply electricity to rural areas; the lower
density of housing in those areas and the distances
between residences means you must have more poles
and wires per residence than in high-density urban
areas.
Because distribution companies supplying power to
rural areas are bound by the same maximum unifonn
tariff orders as the metropolitan-only distributors, rural
distribution companies do not benefit as much as their
urban counterparts from the monopoly franchises in
place until December 2000. Hence, the franchise fees
paid by regional distribution companies such as
Powercor and Eastern Energy are non existent or
minimal. Only the city distribution companies, United
Energy, Solaris and Citipower, which by far are the
biggest contributors to the franchise fee, pay. Indirectly,
urban consumers pay the franchise fees, yet every
single household across Victoria will receive the $60
subsidy funded from the pool. Effectively, the bill
proposes a huge cross-subsidy from urban to rural
areas.
The opposition believes cross-subsidies from urban to
rural areas are desirable in some instances so that all
Victorians can have access to affordable electricity; it
has repeatedly said that. However, the Treasurer and
the government have consistently said they do not
agree. Ifthat is so, why is the provision in the bill?
That sort of cross-subsidy is possible under a state-run
system. It can be applied generally as was done under
the former SEC. But it is not possible in a privatised
and disaggregated system; it will not be possible after
December 2000. The intervention by the Treasurer into
the privatised system in the form of an urban-ta-rural
cross-subsidy is first and foremost an admission that a
privatised system cannot deliver equity. That is what
the opposition has been telling the government ever
since it first started talking about selling off the SEC that is, a privatised system cannot deliver equity. This
bill is the proof
Almost 2 million people will benefit from the rebate. I
use the word 'benefit' advisedly because
2 million households have already contributed to the
repayment. Until December 2 million Victorian
consumers will have contributed about $632 million to
the franchise fee pool. That will be paid in the
following form: Eastern Energy's share over that time
will be $47 million; Solaris, $137 million; United
Energy, $275 million; Citipower, $173 million; and
Powercor, zero. That totals $632 million. However, the
proposed subsidy scheme, which we are told is a
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magnanimous gesture by the government, will return
only $360 million - that is, $120 million over each of
three years. So consumers are about $272 million short
of what they have actually contributed in franchise fees
through the system. The government is not only
perpetrating a seam by trying to make it appear power
prices will fall, but also is short-changing consumers
who have already had to contribute the money. They
are getting back only about 60 per cent of the amount
they have been forced to contribute. They are paying
for their own benefits.
The government claims the subsidy reflects the benefits
that domestic consumers can expect when they have the
right to choose their supplier after 2000; that is an
extremely misleading claim. The subsidy for rural
consumers raises the false expectation that electricity
prices post-2000 will be lower by an amount
commensurate with the $60 subsidy. Powercor actually
pays no franchise fee; if franchise fees are the
difference between competitive and monopoly profits,
surely Powercor customers can expect no price
reduction after 2000. They are now paying a real price.
Yet, the government is leading them to believe that the
price will be lowered.
However, it is more likely that the price for Powercor
customers will either hold at around the present level or
perhaps increase. IfPowercor is currently trading at
competitive tariff levels - that is, the domestic pricing
is commensurate with maximum tariffs - there will be
no reduction for Powercor customers post-2000. The
only alternative is that Powercor is currently exploiting
its monopoly in the bush and should be paying a
franchise fee. Has the government let the company get
away with it? There is no other alternative; you cannot
have it both ways. Either Powercor customers are
paying the true price in their areas or the company is
making a profit it should not be making as a result of
having to pay no franchise fee.
Urban domestic customers comprise the almost
exclusive contributors to the franchise fee pool.
Therefore, they could surely expect savings vastly more
than $60. In so far as the government, through this bill,
is signalling that competitive savings may be in the
order of$60, it is actually inviting urban companies to
charge monopoly prices. It does not work there either,
in that the subsidy is a flat rate per household and the
same amount applies for individuals and families
regardless of income. The subsidy also cannot be seen
to meet the government's social advantage test. When
the provisions are examined in those tenns, the bill is
regressive.
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It does nothing to address social disadvantage, which
the government is supposedly very concerned about.
Because it is an across-the-board decrease it does not
meet the government's own test.
The bill has other provisions that are unexceptionable.
They include the repeal of the right of a generation
company to explore and mine for coal without a mining
licence. If we now have an era of privatised companies
conducting mining, they should be subjected to the
same licensing provisions as any other private company
that seeks to exploit Australian minerals. The
opposition believes the amendment is correct and
supports it.
Following its privatisation Powernet Victoria is to be
dissolved. The opposition has expressed its belief that
Powernet should not be sold. However, as it often does,
the government has failed to see reason, so no more can
be said. It is a natural consequence of the sale and is not
exceptionable in itself.
The bill will also make it unnecessary to produce a
certificate of title when registering an easement under
the Transfer of Land Act. As I understand it, the
amendment is necessary because previous procedures
in place for the publicly owned SEC allowed it to create
easements without making a title available. That is not
appropriate in the privatised environment. In these
cases there are no certificates of title for the now
privately owned companies to go back to. Enonnous
problems would be created if the former requirement
were insisted on. The number of properties that will be
affected is not huge and the provision relates only to
specific registered easements rather than entire
properties, so the opposition does not have problems
with it.
Finally, the opposition has no difficulty with the people
of Victoria receiving something back from this
government; it is long overdue. Some $60 after
six years could be seen as a measly return for what
Victorians have had to go through. However, the
opposition says to the government that if it is going to
give a political gift to the people of Victoria, it should
do so honestly and properly. The government should
not pretend the reduction is somehow related to
electricity pricing or comes from somewhere it does not
come from. Consumers have already paid for the
benefit and are receiving back less than they paid in.

Mr JENKINS (Ballarat West)- I see the bill as
part of the process of privatisation that is continuing
through the electricity system. It tidies up some salient
points of change under the act.
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Privatisation is working well in the electricity industry.
I receive few complaints from constituents about the
service provided by the five new retail companies that
have taken over from the former SEC. Pole fires have
been a problem in the distribution network, and the
honourable member for Geelong North has been vocal
on this subject, blaming lack of maintenance. Pole fires
are usually caused by nature working in an intriguing
way. Victoria has had a particularly dry summer, which
has caused dust to settle on the insulators along the
network. Drizzly, foggy mornings cause tracking on the
crossbars of the poles. In my electorate recently there
were three pole fires at the one time. It is not a new
problem. The former SEC had just as many, if not
more, problems with pole fires as the present power
companies. Several years ago, in the heyday of the
SEC, there were some 28 poles on fire along the Great
Ocean Road. They were caused by a build-up of salt
and moist air that led to tracking. It is nothing new; it is
part of our overhead reticulation system.
The honourable member for Geelong North referred to
pricing for major companies that use huge amounts of
electricity. In any type of trade or commerce the bulk
purchase and supply of goods leads to a better deal.
Crown Casino was mentioned. Driving past there last
evening I observed that many lights were on,
consuming large volumes of power . I am sure the
power company would do a deal to sell electricity to
Crown. One customer, one bill means the product is
being used, and why not? It proves that competition
works.
I have received excellent reports from industry about
the good deals it is getting for the supply of power to its
factories. Consumers these days shop around for the
best buy, and the companies are competing strongly. A
company in my electorate is selling power into Sydney
through this system. It is a great set-up that brings more
benefits to consumers because of competition.
The bill makes several amendments to the principal act
to effect the dissolution ofPowernet Victoria. This is
part of the ongoing process of breaking up the
reticulation network throughout the state. The
amendments could be described as housekeeping.
The bill also amends some provisions of the principal
act dealing with easements. Everybody wants to use
electricity, and major generators supply it through the
network to homes, factories, farms, shops or whatever.
Power is available to honourable members in this
house. To make all that possible it is necessary to create
easements over various properties throughout the state.
Titles will no longer have to be made available.
Easements are a practical solution that will enable
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everybody to enjoy the benefits of the provision of this
major source of energy.
In conclusion I point out that the $60 bonus for
domestic customers is a great boost and is proof that
privatisation is a success. I do not remember the SEC
giving us $60 off our bills in winter - or any amount
otT anything. In fact, under the former State Electricity
Commission structure prices tended to increase.

What a great relief the bonus will be to many people
during the winter. I congratulate the government on its
initiative, which is just part of the ongoing successful
privatisation process. I support the bill and I wish it a
speedy passage.
Mr DOLLIS (Richmond) - The bill is possibly the
best example yet that the government and the Treasurer
in particular do not understand either the detail or the
consequences of their privatisation program. The bill
facilitates a $60 reduction in household electricity
prices. Admittedly, since the privatisation program
began non-franchise customers have received price
reductions, but there is little evidence that ordinary
people have had such reductions. More importantly,
there is strong evidence that reductions such as this are
only temporary because they are not sustainable.
Members of the opposition do not oppose the bill.
Because consumers have suffered a great deal since the
government came to office, we believe the measure is
appropriate. After six years of Kennett government and
of being done over in the name of competition,
Victorians need a break. The opposition welcomes the
$60 reduction to the extent that it will help alleviate the
pain ordinary Victorians have suffered since the
government commenced its ugly privatisation program.
However, we do not believe the subsidy will fool
Victorians into thinking that privatisation is working.
As my colleague the shadow minister said, it does not
and it will not work.
The legislation makes it perfectly clear that the $60
subsidy has been funded by a reduction in the franchise
fees paid to the government by the five privatised
distribution companies. The franchise fees are capital
fees - that is, they are part of the purchase prices of
the distribution companies - and, as the courts have
determined, they are not tax deductable. For the
government to suggest otherwise shows it did not
understand basic fmancial concepts when it became
involved in the privatisation process. Franchise fees
essentially mean the difference between competitive
profits and monopoly profits.
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To fund its cynical handout to the Victorian people, the
government is reducing the franchise fees paid by the
distribution companies. In short, as my colleague has
put it, the government is funding recurrent
expenditure - this is basically a government
subsidy - from capital expenditure. The Treasurer has
lectured us for four years on the evils of that. Either he
does not understand what he is doing or he is being
hypocritical.
This government has sold off assets that belonged to
Victorians. At the time, it claimed the exercise had been
successful, yet so far domestic consumers have had no
real decrease in prices. The figures which my colleague
referred to and which appeared in the Herald Sun of
4 June 1997 show that 63 per cent of households
without electric hot water systems have suffered a price
increase of2.9 per cent.
It also costs more to supply electricity to rural Victoria.
The lower housing density in those areas means more
poles and powerlines and so on per household. Because
the distribution companies supplying power to rural
areas are bound by the same maximum uniform tariff
order, they do not benefit as much as their urban
counterparts from the monopoly they all have until
December 2000. Despite that anomaly, at least those
people who live in rural areas are being assisted.
The city distribution companies are far and away the
biggest contributors to the franchise fee pool. In many
ways the urban consumers are indirectly paying the
franchise fees. The opposition has always believed in
cross subsidies from urban to rural Victoria because
they give all Victorians access to affordable electricity.
At the same time, the shadow minister and other
members of the opposition have stated that that sort of
cross subsidy is possible only with a state-run company,
not in a privatised regime - and it will certainly not be
possible after December 2000.

In conclusion I refer to figures in an article by Stephen
Mayne in the Herald Sun that shows that on average
non-concession households pay $1864 a year for those
services, that welfare households pay almost $1500 and
that aged-pensioner households pay $1327. Stephen
Mayne also states:
A big user like Crown -

this is a very interesting case will in 1997-98 pay an estimated 3.Sc!kwh for power, or
about $4 million a year.
But if Crown were a small business on the average rate of
14c/kwh, it would be paying about $16 million a year, or on
the household rate of 12clkwh, about $14 million a year.
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That clearly shows the huge contradictions and
discrepancies in the system. The article continues:
Clearly Crown and dozens of other big power users have, to
quote Mr Stockdale, used their privileged position to
'negotiate a good deal for themselves' -

yet ordinary Victorians cannot. That is the fundamental
point the opposition has been making. Since day one
the shadow minister has been telling the people of this
state that privatisation works for only a small group of
people. It is a tool that assists neither ordinary
Victorians nor rural Victorians. As both the shadow
minister and I have explained, the cross subsidy works
well under a state-run regime, but it does not work
under a private regime, especially the regime that
Mr Stockdale has put into place. The government takes
its privatisation plans as its bible!

In conclusion, I point out that under the government's
privatised and deregulated power market small business
is paying an estimated four times more than big
business for electricity. That is the point Stephen
Mayne was making. Although it does not oppose the
price reduction of $60 per household, the opposition
emphasises the fact that the bill is the best example yet
that the government and the Treasurer
understand neither the detail nor the consequences of
their privatisation program.

Mr CARLI (Coburg) - I share the cynicism of the
journalist who when briefed by the Treasurer about the
$60 bonus to all consumers asked whether the idea was
conceived before or after 13 December. Why
13 December? That was the date of the government's
defeat at the Mitcham by~lection. The bill provides a
$60 reduction on electricity bills per household because
the government felt a backlash in Mitcham! It is a
pay-off for Victorians because the government is
running scared. The opposition has seen many
smoke-and-mirror acts by the government and this bill
is another example. It is merely illusion. That is
certainly the case with the $60 reduction.
Since 1992 the government has imposed on
consumers - particularly householder consumers higher electricity bills. At the last moment it hands over
a $60 bonus and says, 'There you go! You have
benefited from the sale of Victoria's electricity utility to
a foreign multinational. You have benefited from
Victoria's assets being handed over to US firms and
Victoria's profits repatriated over time to the US'. The
$60 is supposed to recompense Victorians for the
ridiculous sell-off of their electricity system. The
government's claim of a benefit from privatisation is
merely an illusion. The government has merely taken
part of what it has earned in franchise fees from
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privatisation and is paying off consumers in the hope of
benefiting electorally! That is what the bill is about. It is
a cynical act by the government.
The opposition does not oppose the bill because it
believes consumers have suffered enough from
increased charges and they deserve a break. But let us
call things what they are; let's call a spade a spade. The
bill is nothing more than a payout by the government in
the hope of securing a few more votes. It is fighting off
the type of backlash that occurred in Mitcham and it is
protecting its seats. That is why the government is
giving the $60 reduction to householders. The
government claims that the new electricity system has
brought about reductions. It has brought reductions to some! For example, Crown Casino has a payment
rate that is four times less than that of small business.
For small businesses and average households the costs
of electricity have actually increased.
In the Herald Sun of 4 June 1997 Michelle Edmunds, in

response to a report by Mr Davey, the
Regulator-General, said that for 63 per cent of
Victorian households electricity costs had increased on
an average of2.9 per cent between October 1992 and
July 1996. She reported that the number of
disconnections over that period, particularly by
Powercor and Citipower, had doubled. Consumers are
suffering as a result of the increases and changes.
Electricity prices for households without electric hot
water systems have increased by 2.9 per cent in real
terms.
In its calculations the government uses October 1993 as

a starting point. That is for the simple reason that it
makes the figures look much better. It looks as though
there has been a reduction. Let's call a spade a spade
and use October 1992 as the benchmark. For most
Victorian consumers of electricity there has been an
increase in real terms. For some purchasers of
electricity - for large companies like Crown
Casino -4here has been a significant reduction, and
those reductions will increase with privatisation. From
the year 2000 when the market is allowed to dictate
prices there will be large increases in electricity costs in
rural and regional areas where it is more costly to
deliver electricity. Large consumers will have cost
reductions because they will have the purchasing power
to go out into the market and negotiate. The rest of us
will have to pay for it! The average Victorian will have
to pay more.
How has the government arrived at the $60 reduction
and where will it come from? It will come from the
franchise fees charged to the privatised companies.
Different franchise fees were charged for each

Tuesday, 7 April 1998

company. Companies like Powercor in rural areas were
not charged a fee while others in urbanised areas were
charged large fees. Franchise fees represent the
difference between the price a company is able to earn
as a regional monopoly and the competitive price if
there were real competition. There is no competition for
most consumers because they have no choice about
who will provide their electricity.
Franchise fees were earned from the theoretical
difference between the monopoly price and the
competitive price. and the fees differed between
producers. Essentially the big urban distributors paid a
relatively high fee. For example, Citipower paid
$173 million, United Energy paid $275 million, Solaris
paid $137 million and Eastern Energy paid $4 7 million,
whereas Powercor, which is essentially a rural and
regional-based provider, paid no franchise fee. Part of
the franchise fees - not the entire $632 million - is
being redistributed to Victorians in the form of a bonus,
a bribe by the government. There is an element of
contradiction in what the government is doing and its
belief in the market.
Why are Powercor consumers getting a $60 reduction
when Powercor did not pay part of the franchise fee?
The opposition is not opposed to those consumers
receiving the $60. Far from it. It believes all consumers
deserve to get something back from the destruction of
the SEC. The opposition is merely stating that although
money has been redistributed equally across the state,
the cost of distributing electricity to different parts of
the state was not the same. In the past the Labor party
has believed --as has the National Party and even the
Liberal Party - that it is fair for Victorians to pay the
same tariff for electricity. After the year 2000 that will
no longer be true. Victoria will see the impact of
privatisation of electricity, particularly on rural and
regional consumers.
The government is telling Victorians, 'You will receive
the $60 bonus because privatisation has been
successful. This is your net return'. The reality is that
Victorians have not seen a net return. Most Victorians
have had their electricity bills increased. The
government sold the SEC and now has privatised
power companies and a regulatory regime in the form
of the Regulator-General-a regulator without teeth!
Disconnections and consumer costs have increased, and
it will simply get worse as time goes on. The bill is
extraordinarily cynical because its real purpose is to
prevent voter backlash to many of the government's
policies. It is a bribe arising from the Mitcham
by-election result on 13 December. The government
says, 'Here is your 60 bucks. We have done something
for you'. But it is not sustainable. The bonus will not
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reappear. The government is simply taking part of the
franchise fee earned through privatisation and giving it
to consumers.
It would be the same as if some of the money - the
billions gained by privatisation - were also directly
passed on to consumers in the form of a bonus. That is
all it is. It will not remain; it is not sustainable; it is a
one~fT payment. The fact that the government is doing
this exposes its panic and stress after the 16 per cent
swing at the Mitcham by-election.
The Treasurer has put forward a $360 million power
bonus. Why should not journalists, honourable
members and all Victorians be sceptical about it? It is a
good question to ask: was it planned before or after
13 December 1997? I bet London to a brick it was
planned after 13 December; it was planned after the
results of the Mitcham by-election! The government
decided that something had to be done. And what is
easier than trying to legitimise the privatisation of
Victoria's electricity system? Why else would the
government do it? It simply wants to demonstrate to
Victorian consumers that selling off our assets to
multinationals - which in the longer term will mean
outflow of capital from Australia in profits being
repatriated - is a good thing.
Although the legislation is cynical, the opposition
accepts it because it believes Victorians should be given
something in return for their pain. The opposition also
accepts other important elements of the bill. They are
small changes in terms of the legislation; nevertheless,
they are important - for example, the right of a
generation company without a mining licence to
explore and mine for coal will be repealed, which is a
good thing. Powernet Victoria is to be dissolved as a
result of being privatised, which is fair enough.
Amendments have been made making it unnecessary to
produce certificates of tide when seeking amendments
to the register in relation to transferred property under
the Electricity Industry Act 1993 that is an easement
registered under the Transfer of Land Act 1993. Again,
that is all acceptable.
The bill is an example of smoke and mirrors. It is an
example of a bribe to Victorians; it is an example of the
government's cynicism towards Victorians. It is about
using part of the franchise fee charged on these
companies to bribe Victorians. The bill is important in
that it gives something back but it is cynical. The
opposition recognises the cynicism of the government's
action and will make that very clear to the Victorian
public. It will not be enough to save this government; it
will not be enough to stem the backlash which has
occurred and which will continue in this state for a host

of reasons equation.
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privatisation is merely one part of the

The opposition accepts the bill but it accepts it in a
qualified way. It recognises that it improves the hurt but
at the same time it is a cynical act by a cynical
government against a group of people who have
suffered enough.

Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - The opposition
supports the Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill and
the reduction per household by $60 in electricity
charges. The legislation gives effect to the
government's decision by giving back a portion of the
franchise fee the government has collected. It is
important to recognise, as other speakers have done,
that we are getting back something - $60supposedly as part of a return to Victoria for the pain
that has been sustained because of the highest taxes and
charges the state has undergone. Over the past five
years the government will have collected up to
$632 million in fees and charges. What is it giving
back? About half1 The government is giving back about
$360 million. Although it is great that Victorians are
getting $60 off their power bills, when they recognise
that over the past five years the government has raked
off twice what it is returning now, the hypocrisy of the
measure becomes clear. Most people will not be
hoodwinked. They know how their power bills have
increased. They can ask anyone. They know all about
it. This $60 will do nothing except soften the blow. The
government is taking with one hand and giving a little
bit back with the other. We must ask the question: what
happens after the year 2000?
With no government regulation and no power for the
Office of the Regulator-General to keep prices down
what will happen after the year 2000? What does the
market predict? The market predicts an adjustment. Of
course it predicts an adjustment: that these prices will
go up! That is how the market works. The reality is that
if you intervene in the market to press at any point in
time for price control, or a subsidy, the market will
adjust back later on. One would think the Treasurer
would know that he has tricked-up a price reduction of
$60 until the year 2000. What will happen then? I
suspect there might be an election around 2000 or just
before - it is due about then! The Treasurer is
tricking-up the price reduction until the year 2000 in the
full knowledge that after that time the market will make
an adjustment and prices will go up. Under this
government's promises prices will go up after 2000!

Mr Honeywood - Talk about Portland.
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Mr BRACKS - Portland is one you tried to break!
The minister at the table says talk about Portland.
Portland was sitting idle under a previous Hamer and
Thompson government with power poles going
nowhere. The infrastructure was being taken to
Portland and there was a gridlock; they did not know
what to do. The former government entered into a
tripartite deal to get Alcoa up and running. Being an
elected government the deal was transparently done and
the government was re-elected on that basis. The
question of sovereign risk comes into play here. When
this government wants to get out a contract it threatens
the company; it has no regard for sovereign risk or for
the private sector entering into contractual
arrangements with an elected government. It is
prepared to threaten the notion of sovereign risk, which
scares off investment in this state.
The opposition has explicitly said - and the minister at
the table should note this - that unless there are
arrangements where contracts have been made under
duress or improperly, or there are some matters which
are fraudulent or subject to dispute in the courts, the
opposition accepts the notion of sovereign risk. The
contracts are there and should be adhered to, even if we
disagree vigorously - and we have that right - about
whether a contract should be signed by the government.
It has signed some rotten ones! Look at Intergraphwhat a rotten contract! If we can find a way out because
of what the Auditor-General says is potential corrupt
activity in the area we will find a way out. If other
contracts are entered into fairly, we accept the notion of
sovereign risk, so the minister's interjection is
nonsense. It exposes this government - it just wants to
have its own way all the time. This government could
not get Alcoa up and running; the former Labor
government did. It wanted to break the arrangements
and jeopardise investment in this state.
Universal tariffs will be eliminated after the year 2000.
There will be a disparity in electricity prices around
Victoria and there will be an adjustment. Most
commentators predict there will be an adjustment back
and prices will increase after 2000 - after the next
election. Price disparity will be even worse. In urban
areas there may be some competition which obviously
keeps prices low, but in less dense areas and in country
and regional Victoria where the pickings are fewer,
where the competitive market is lacking and where
demand from industry and domestic users is lower,
country people and outer suburban people will be
paying more for electricity.
If you live in a high-rise flat or an expensive apartment
on Southbank, you may get some benefit from it. But if
you live in Colac, I suspect you will be paying for the
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benefits enjoyed by the people who live on Southbank.
That is what the government's pricing policy is all
about, and that is what will happen after 2000. This is
effectively a one~ff measure tricked-up for the
election. The reduction is halfwhat it should be. Under
the current arrangements, the government will rake off
more than $600 million up to the year 2000, but it is
giving only $360 million back to Victorians.
The Treasurer is fixated - rightly, in many ways - by
the notion that recurrent expenditure can be funded
only from recurrent revenue and not from one~ff
arrangements. But the franchise fee is a one~ff
arrangement that is being turned back into a cross
subsidy to reduce prices. The Treasurer is breaking his
own rules. When the sale of electricity companies went
through, he deemed the franchise fees to be part of the
capital arrangements, but now he is saying the rules are
changing. Capital will now go into reducing recurrent
expenditure. That is a notion the Treasurer has shunned
over the past five years, but he is happy to embrace it
now. The answer can be traced back to 13 December
last year. In an article in today's Herald Sun written by
Damon 10hnston, the Treasurer is asked a question
about some change in policy.
Mr Honeywood - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member for Williamstown
seems to be enjoying making personal asides about
other honourable members, but the bill has nothing to
do with personal interviews with treasurers. I request
that he be asked to come back to the specifics of the
bill.
Mr BRACKS - On the point of order, the article I
was referring to, which was written by Damon
Johnston, is in today's Herald Sun. It refers to a
decision by the Treasurer to reduce electricity prices by
$60, which is the subject ofthe bill. I was referring to
the article to point out the inconsistency between that
decision and some of the Treasurer's previous
decisions. I was referring to the measure in the bill and
to Damon 10hn5ton's comments about the Treasurer's
decision.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham)Order! The honourable member for Williamstown has
referred to an article in the Herald Sun on the discount
of $60, so at this stage there is no point of order.
Mr BRACKS - The article goes on to describe
how the Treasurer had taken his eye off the ball on a
number of issues. I am pointing out the reason for the
change, which goes back to 13 December last. When
the Treasurer was asked about the significance ofthat
date and its part in the decision to give a $60 subsidy to
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every household, according to Damon Johnston the
Treasurer's reply was, 'What happened on
December 13?'. His adviser had to say the Mitcham
by-election was held on that date, which the
government lost to Labor as a result of a record swing
against it.
The bill is about the lessons learned from the Mitcham
by-election. The Treasurer is losing and therefore has
been forced into reducing taxes and charges where he
can. He has been forced to use capital- franchise
fees - to reduce electricity prices. That shows how off
the ball he is, which the article makes clear. This is
about tricking-up an arrangement that will hold only
until the next election in 2000, after which prices will
go up.
The arrangement is a government subsidy to the
privatised electricity companies to reduce electricity
prices. It is about government intervention in the
market - the very thing the Treasurer said he would
not do. He said it would not be necessary because
privatisation in its true form would deliver good
outcomes and proper regulation and would ensure the
industry met its community service obligations. Now
the Treasurer has admitted by his own actions that the
government needs to intervene in the privatised system
to keep prices down.
The Treasurer has admitted that over the long haul the
privatised electricity regime will not produce price
reductions. Why else would he kick in the money to
reduce the price of electricity winter bills by $60? All
this from a Treasurer who does not believe in
government intervention. The contradictions are
enormous! He has obviously been forced by his party
room and by the cabinet - and, probably, by the
Minister for Tertiary Education and Training, although
I cannot imagine him forcing much - into delivering
something to counter the effects of the Mitcham
by-election result. The best he could do was to deliver
something which meant intervening--

Mr Honeywood inteIjected.
Mr BRACKS - It is totally about policy. I have
been talking about the policy inconsistencies of the
Treasurer, who crows about privatisation and the
market delivering benefits but then intervenes in the
market to provide a benefit the market could not
provide. This is all about policy, especially policy
distortion. The government picked the wrong horse in
the first place. Now it finds, as all governments do, that
privatised models give nothing back
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The opposition supports the bill because it agrees with
people's winter bills being reduced by $60. The
opposition would have liked to see the government
deliver a reduction consistent with the franchise fees it
had collected. Instead, the government has capitalised
the fees, giving back in the price reduction only half of
what it has taken. The reduction will do nothing to
change most people's views that electricity prices are
higher than they were when the government came to
office and higher than they were when the Premier and
the Treasurer started their privatisation project.

Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) - I note the support of
previous opposition speakers for the bill, which is
effectively a further restructuring of the electricity
industry. I note the concerns expressed by the
honourable member for Geelong North about the partial
return to Victorian consumers offunds that have been
collected from the franchise fee pool. In fact, only
$360 million of $632 million will be returned, which
suggests they have been short-changed.
This will not be the first time Victorians have felt
short-changed by the restructuring of the electricity
industry. My constituents certainly recall how seriously
they were short-changed a couple of years ago when
the first wave of restructuring occurred. At that time the
former Box Hill Electricity Supply Authority supplied
their electricity and the electricity of constituents in the
neighbouring electorates of Forest Hill, Bennettswood
and Box Hill. One of the final acts ofthe former Box
Hill City Council was to sign over ownership of that
entity to the government, which appropriated it in late
1993. That was subject to an understanding that when
the distribution companies were sold off the councils
whose authorities had become part of the new entities
would be compensated.
In 1995 there was a payout to what become the City of
Whitehorse that was dramatically lower than those who
had been negotiating the agreement were led to believe.
Honourable members may recall that United Energy
was sold for $1.8 billion and great claims were made
about that being a good guide to successful privatisation
of the electricity industry. However, the City of
Whitehorse received only $62 million.
After the deal had been done in late 1993, when the
authority had been appropriated by the government,
teams of slick accountants and smart lawyers went
through the agreement with a fine toothcomb. They had
the job of reducing the 'unfixed sum'. That expression
is very important because the agreement at its heart
guaranteed to the City of Whitehorse only a payout of a
fixed proportion of an unfixed sum. It was the
expectation of the people of Box Hill and beyond when
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the sale figure of $1.8 billion was announced that the
City of Whitehorse would receive in the vicinity of
$150 million, but of course it received far less - onI y
$62 million. A testament to the government's lack of
accountability is that since that time it has refused to
open the books and to explain clearly to ratepayers and
constituents in the electorate I represent why they were
so severely short~hanged.
The first wave of restructuring led to constituents in
Mitcham being dramatically short~hanged, and we
concluded from that that the underlying proposition
applied by the government at that time was not so much
based on the question, 'What is fair recompense for an
entity owned by ratepayers that we, as the government
of the day, have appropriated?' as on the question,
'What is a figure that would not overly endow the City
of Whitehorse and have neighbouring councils that did
not have the benefit of owning electricity authorities
screaming that the situation is totally unfair?' .
The government would be doing itself a service if it
opened the books. It is now two years down the track,
and the government should explain to ratepayers what
the agreement was. At the time commercial
confidentiality was claimed as a shield to any inquiry.
The time has long since passed when that could be held
up as a justifiable excuse. The power industry is fully in
private ownership. No other distribution companies are
being sold. Matters that were commercial in confidence
in 1995 are now to a large extent matters of history.
They no longer retain any cornmercially confidential
value.
It is my experience that constituents do not believe the
electricity service has been improved to any great
extent during the past couple of years. Indeed, United
Energy's track record is very patchy. At first it
continually blamed possums for blackouts. That went
on for about six to eight months. The minister would be
aware ofthat situation. Later United Energy claimed
that the blackouts were the result of the run-down state
of the former electricity authority infrastructure in the
Doncaster-Templestowe area. It has been inconsistent
about the cause of blackouts since the beginning.

The company then introduced a surge protection
insurance scheme that Arthur Daley would have been
proud of. Effectively it was the equivalent of the state
government selling Victorians the right to fresh air. For
$30 customers of United Energy received surge
protection insurance, but it later transpired that that
protection was available to customers at common law.
Its customers were effectively being asked to pay for
something they already owned. It was only after the
ACCC got involved that United Energy was reminded
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of its responsibilities and quietly withdrew the scheme.
At the time of its reversal of policy the explanation
offered was that this measure would introduce greater
equity into its arrangements. United Energy did not
apologise for its bald-faced effort to extract from people
money to which it had no right.
Since then it has dabbled in telephony services. At one
stage it obtained a licence for telephony, but that has
been put on hold or disregarded altogether. It found the
competition in a deregulated electricity market to be
much fiercer than it anticipated and is shedding 15 sales
and marketing jobs because it believes the margins are
too tight and in some cases non-existent. I note United
Energy is in the process of issuing a prospectus for its
intended float on the stock exchange some time this
year. I hope that exercise raises its level of
performance, because to this point its performance has
not been much more than mediocre.
I shall conclude my remarks on the bill by suggesting
that we are entitled to ask the government whether the
$60 to be returned to electricity customers is fair
recompense for the changes that have been made in the
electricity industry over recent years and, in the case of
residents of my electorate, whether it represents fair
recompense for their electricity authority being
appropriated by the government and their being
short~hanged to the extent of about $90 million
without any explanation being offered. I suggest the
$60 payment to Victorians pursuant to the bill is a very
poor return for those changes. I invite the government
to rebut my views by opening up the books on the deal
that saw the Box Hill council electricity supply
authority being turned over to what became United
Energy.
Mr LANGDON (lvanhoe) - I am aware the
opposition is not opposing the bill, and there are sound
reasons for that, but I take up the comments made by
members of the opposition about the hypocrisy of the
government providing a reduction of $60 per household
in electricity bills over the winter months. As with the
example given by the honourable member for Mitcham,
the City of Banyule also had a well run local electricity
supplier, the former City of Heidelberg electricity
supply. The City of Banyule was also short~hanged by
millions of dollars. The then commissioners of the city
advocated a reasonable payout for the electricity
supplier, but, like other local electricity supply owners,
they failed. The government made substantial profits on
that venture and has since sold all the regional
electricity suppliers to private enterprise, predominantly
American private enterprise.
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Like the honourable member for Mitcham, I would
welcome the release ofthe detailed commitments made
by the government to the councils. Now that the
suppliers have been privatised, surely commercial
confidentiality does not apply. On behalf of all
ratepayers I want to get to the bottom of some of the
deals that were done behind closed doors. The former
City of Heidelberg had a fme electricity service. As a
councillor of the City of Heidelberg I can report that the
former supplier responded to all demands fairly and
honestly by not only providing an adequate service
superior to the one currently received but also providing
that service at a reasonable price.
Residents of the City of Banyule, now covered by
Solaris, have been offered a $60 reduction in their
electricity rates, but that amounts to only about 50 per
cent per head of the money to be raised by the
franchise. The grant by the government is politically
motivated because of the result of the Mitcham
by~lection.

Mr Robinson - Too little. too late.
Mr LANGDON - The honourable member for
Mitcham is correct. Since the by~lection, the
government has armounced that a social advantage test
will apply to all household bills. This legislation fails
that test because the $60 grant applies to individuals or
families regardless of income. The subsidy is not based
on income but will be a flat rate, and that does not meet
the criteria of the social advantage test.
Those people in my electorate who are struggling to
pay their electricity bills will not receive a rebate
greater than those who can comfortably pay their bills.
The $60 subsidy, of which I approve, falls far short of
what should be returned to Victorians - the entire
$632 million franchise fee pool should be returned to
consumers. If the government were honest in its
dealings with the electorate and in its commitment to a
social advantage test it would return the total pool to
consumers.
I have two examples of the hypocrisy of this
government. Its recurrent expenditure includes its asset
sales profit, an approach categorically rejected by the
government. The government is going against its own
philosophies and following a course for which it has
repeatedly slammed the opposition. The government is
also using a cross-subsidy between urban and rural
electricity consumers - again, an approach rejected by
the government many times. Although the bill may
have merit, it falls far short of what the government
should be doing.
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The $60 government grant per household is minimal
because of the position adopted by Solaris in the
Heidelberg area. When the City of Banyule wants.
something from Solaris it must initiate what the
company calls a customer-initiated request. It takes
months to deal with such requests, and an additional
surcharge is applied by Solaris on the customer. Even
something as basic as fixing faulty street lightingvital for safety in our streets - must be a request
initiated by a customer. This bill does not address those
concerns, but is a step in the right direction. For that
reason, I support the bill.

Mr HONEYWOOD (Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training) - I thank all honourable
members for their contributions. In doing so, I note
particularly the comments made by the honourable
member for Williamstown. I shall use the word
'hypocritical' with regard to his comments. He went to
great pains to tell the house the government is giving
something back to the people. Isn't it a shame that, after
years of having to carefully watch its fmancial
management, the government should return a social
dividend to the people?
Honourable members opposite - particularly the
honourable member for Mitcham - will not recall that
when the Labor Party was in government, Victoria had
a wonderful cross-subsidisation system for tariffs! A
small business operator paid more for electricity, gas
and water tariffs than did a consumer. The Labor Party
taxed small business to the hilt only to cross-subsidise
residential tariffs. That suited the Labor Party
philosophy at the time, but it should now be seen for
what it was - that is, a deliberate tax on small business
to prop up marginal Labor Party seats at a time when
small business had enough problems of its own with the
state being bankrupt.
The honourable member for Mitcham spoke about his
constituents being done in. The new City of White horse
and other metropolitan councils have done well from
the sale of the former municipal electricity
undertakings. For example, the City of Moreland
achieved about a $30 million surplus from the sales. In
his social egalitarian role, the honourable member for
Mitcham would surely not expect some ratepayers to
have a windfall over others!
The rationale for the tariff is to return to Victorians a
benefit which they richly deserve after many years of
tight fmancial restraints. This tariff was not framed as a
result of the 13 December by~lection; I would not want
to stroke the ego of the honourable member for
Mitcham to that extent! After having led the state into
recovery mode after the financial ineptitude of the

TRANSPORT ACTS (AMENDMENl) BILL
826

ASSEMBLY

Labor Party, the Premier wanted to return some
financial gain to the people of Victoria. I wish the bill a
speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

TRANSPORT ACTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 March; motion ofMr COOPER
(Minister for Transport).

Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - The
opposition will not oppose the Transport Acts
(Amendment) Bill which, in effect, is a mini omnibus
bill dealing with three different transport acts. The
government is seeking to use one bill to change three
separate and distinct parts of the transport
administration. To make sense of this debate I will deal
with each component or segment separately.
The bill recommends changes to the National Rail
Corporation (Victoria) Act. It seeks to remove from the
act a provision that prevented the National Rail
Corporation from providing intrastate rail services. The
removal of the provision will allow the NRC to provide
freight services within Victoria as well as between the
states in line with a long-established practice.
The NRC was established in September 1991 to create
a competitive and commercially viable interstate rail
freight business. Its shareholders are the
Commonwealth Government of Australia and the states
of New South Wales and Victoria. The NRC
commenced commercial operations in April 1993 when
a shareholders' agreement was entered into by the three
shareholders and the other Australian mainland
states - Queensland, Western Australia and South
Australia.
The agreement specified a five-year establishment
period that ended on 31 January 1998. It was
detennined that during that period the NRC would take
over all the interstate rail freight businesses conducted
by the five separate state-based rail authorities. It was a
terrific initiative to overcome the lack of foresight that
characterised the establishment of rail industries in
Australia. Different gauge rail tracks operating in
different states made it very difficult for a competitive,
efficient and rational rail freight industry to exist.
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It is ironic that Australia, which because of its large
expanse ofland and its capital cities being so far from
one another was ideally suited to rail freight, should
have ended up with such a hotch-potch of systems
operating independently with no thOUght being given to
connecting them together. The creation of the NRC in
1991 put an end to that. Significant funds were
provided by the national government of the day,
resulting in the creation of a successful, commercially
focused business.
In his second-reading speech the minister said the
change I have just outlined - the elimination of the
restriction on the NRC's operating intrastate freight
services - is being done to apply competition policies
to make the rail freight business in Victoria competitive
and to bring benefits to all the consumers who will use
the rail freight services. In that context the opposition
does not oppose the removal of the provision.
Interestingly, in his second-reading speech the minister
unambiguously explained that the bill will facilitate the
intended privatisation of the NRC. As I mentioned
earlier, the NRC has three shareholders under an
agreement that has enabled the NRC to operate
unencumbered during the establishment period. John
Howard's national government has indicated that it no
longer wishes to have the NRC in government
ownership and will sell it. To achieve that the federal
government must get the agreement of all the
shareholders. It is apparent from the indication in the
minister's second-reading speech that the federal
government has the agreement and compliance of the
Victorian government, but that is only two out of the
three. Many outstanding issues will have to be
addressed before the NRC can be privatised in line with
the wishes of the federal government.
Even so, the federal government has indicated that its
objective, its desire, its obsession is to privatise the
NRC, but neither coalition government has yet
indicated at state or federal level how that will best
serve the national and public interests. The creation of
the NRC and the contribution of substantial capital to
revitalise the rail industry has led to a significant
improvement in national rail freight operations and it
could be expected that that would continue.
One wonders why in a strategic sense a national or state
government would choose to disband, get rid of and sell
off the NRC when it took so many years from the
earliest establishment of railways in Australia to get a
national system. Australia has had a national rail system
in place for barely a few minutes in the context of white
settlement yet Liberal-National Party governments at
both national and state levels are keen to privatise it.
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Even though this bill does not in the strictest technical
sense seem to be a necessary prerequisite for that
privatisation, the government of Victoria is signalling
its intention to sell otT the shares and making this
pre-emptive change to the legislation currently covering
the NRC.
The government hopes it will get a better sale price if
the purchaser of the NRC can buy it in the knowledge
that it can provide not only interstate freight services, as
is specified, but also provide intrastate freight services.
This debate must also be viewed in the context of
freight services in rural Victoria. It cannot be seen in
isolation or apart from what the Victorian government
is seeking to do in parallel- that is, to sell the NRC.
The Victorian government has announced its intention
to privatise all public transport services in the state and
it has indicated that the first target will be V!Line
passenger and freight services. It is hoping to achieve
that by the end of this fmancial year. The government
has a number of difficulties in trying to do that.
That is an indication that the privatisation of country
freight services, whether at the national or the state
level, is fraught with organisational difficulties. The
tragic events that resulted when one system was
initiated in Victoria and a different system was initiated
in another state could be repeated given the
government's same sort of stop-start approach to
privatisation.
It is against that background that we express our

concern about the government's decision to sell its
shares in the National Rail Corporation. The
government believes it is a good idea only because
someone told it privatising rail services was the way to
go. It has no understanding of the long-term
consequences: it does not know whether community,
state and national interests will be advanced or what the
outcome will be for people who depend on their goods
being transported by rural freight services. That is the
context in which the bill has been introduced.
The bill will enable the National Rail Corporation, if it
so wishes, to enter the Victorian country freight rail
business and to compete with V!Line Freight. Members
of the opposition understand that the government
intends to restructure the Victorian rail freight industry.
However, instead of adopting the Hilmer reform
proposals that the federal government uses to justify the
sale of the National Rail Corporation and instead of
relying on Hilmer-based institutional changes in the
Victorian rail freight industry, the government is
agreeing to set up arrangements that are likely to lead to
the establishment of a monopoly.
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The government is being pressured to agree to a set of
institutional arrangements by which freight services
will be transferred from a state-owned to a private
monopoly. It is in that context that it wants National
Rail--

Mr Cooper - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, although a second-reading debate is
wide-ranging, normally it is restricted to the bill before
the house. As the honourable member for Thomastown
said. the bill addresses three issues: the first relates to
National Rail Corporation Ltd; the second to
restrictions on the carriage of goods, particularly
aviation fuel at Tullamarine; and the third to a small
amendment to the Rail Corporations (Amendment) Act
that defmes who will be authorised to carry out duties
on passenger transport.
The bill contains nothing about VlLine Freight or an
intention to privatise any transport arrangements owned
and operated by the Victorian government. Although
the honourable member for Thomastown may want to
widen the debate so he can carry on with a diatribe
about privatisation, the bee he has in his bonnet has
nothing to do with the bill. I therefore suggest that,
although in another context they may be interesting and
relevant, in this case the honourable member's
comments are certainly not relevant. I ask you to draw
him back to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I ask the honourable member to remain relevant
to the bill.
Mr BATCHELOR- Thank you, Mr Acting
Speaker. As I have in the past, I will continue to remain
relevant at all times. As the second-reading speech says,
the bill facilitates the sale of the government's shares in
National Rail Corporation Ltd. It is about creating the
climate for the privatisation of the National Rail
Corporation. That is what the second-reading speech is
about, and that is why I am talking about how the
privatisation of rural freight services will be achieved
by the sale of National Rail. The National Rail
Corporation cannot be talked about in isolation as
though there are no other rural freight providers. The
bill removes the restriction that has prohibited the
National Rail Corporation from operating in Victoria.

The privatisation of the rural freight business is directly
relevant to the bill by virtue of both the second-reading
speech and the amendment of the National Rail
Corporation (Victoria) Act to enable the corporation to
provide a privatised rural freight service in Victoria. It
is within that context that I have been making my
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remarks, and it is entirely appropriate that the house
understands how that is being undertaken.
The minister is a bit peeved because he will soon be
announcing the institutional arrangements by which the
National Rail Corporation will carry out its intrastate
services. He is concerned that the opposition's
predictions about those institutional arrangements are
right. If the National Rail Corporation is to carry out
business in Victoria it will have to be given access to
the infrastructure, including the track, not from V!Line
Freight as a publicly owned utility but from the
American company that will own it.
Mc Cooper - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member for Thomastown has
again gone off on a tangent in trying to connect the
government's intentions for V!Line Freight with its
intentions for National Rail, as he sees them - in fact,
he has jumped from standard gauge to broad gauge! I
suggest he is now clearly treading over the line of
relevance. I can understand how anxious the
honourable member for Thomastown is to broaden the
debate, but the remarks he is now making are not
relevant to the bill, which concerns National Rail and
other related matters. His speech has now gone well
beyond being relevant to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I am in the process of looking at the
second-reading speech. When the honourable member
refers to the sale of National Rail Corporation Ltd, it
seems to me his remarks are consistent with those in the
second-reading speech, so to that extent he is relevant
to the bill. I note the point made by the minister about
some of the detail. When 1 have fmished reading the
second-reading speech I will be better informed about
whether the honourable member is staying on track.
However, I ask him to think kindly of the Chair and not
put me in the position of needing to rebuke him.
Mr Baker -

Perhaps a little shunting.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I would have thought there has been enough
shunting in the past few days!
Mc BATCHELOR - I assure you, Mr Acting
Speaker, I always think kindly of you, and would never
do otherwise. As you said, the bill is about privatisation
and allowing the National Rail Corporation to operate
on V!Line tracks. That is the point I am making. It is
preposterous to think it will operate on another set of
tracks because there are no other tracks. At the moment
there are only V!Line tracks. V!Line provides a service.
The bill will allow the NRC to provide freight services
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in Victoria if it wishes to do so. The government may
well be sensitive about the privatisation plans of V!Line
Freight coming unstuck, but that is not what I am
talking about. I am talking about the sale of the NRC
that was mentioned in the second-reading speech and
the specific provision in the bill that allows the NRC to
operate freight services in Victoria. If the sale of the
NRC proceeds, the government can table in Parliament
a variation to the agreement. That would then be
subject to the prospect - that is as high as one can put
it - of debate on an opposition disallowance motion.
But that is a debate for another day.
The opposition has no objection to the National Rail
Corporation being able to operate in Victoria. Our state
needs a competitive system that looks after the interests
of rural communities and does not render them victims
to the vicious grip of private monopolies. The Hilmer
reforms in rail transport are designed to provide
alternative arrangements, to use a competitive model to
drive down prices and to introduce efficiencies and
better services. The bill is designed to facilitate that by
allowing the National Rail Corporation to enter into
intrastate freight. Whether the NRC chooses to do so is
a commercial decision it will make. It will have to take
into account, among other things, the access fees. The
owners of Victoria's tracks will ultimately control the
access charges.
If Victoria's tracks and infrastructure are owned by
Victrack Access, and ifthat remains publicly owned, it
will ensure that Victorian freight providers have to pay
fair and competitive prices to use the rail track,
signalling and other infrastructure. But if a different
model were put into place and, for example, V!Line
services and Victrack Access track and infrastructure
were sold to Wisconsin Central or Genovese in
Wyoming or Rail America, or if it were leased, say, for
45 years, it would have an impact on the competitive
ability of another provider such as the National Rail
Corporation to provide rail freight services.
The point the opposition wishes to make is that
although the bill proposes changes that will allow the
National Rail Corporation to compete, all that will be
thwarted if the government makes a wrong decision
about the ownership of Victoria's tracks and rejects the
Hilmer proposal of separating infrastructure from
service provision and adopts an anti-competitive model.
I bet that is exactly what the government will do. That
will have a huge impact on the residents and economy
of rural Victoria for many years to come. I bet the
government will announce that shortly. That is why the
minister has worked himself into this agitated state.
Mr Cooper inteIjected.
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l\1r BATCHELOR - The minister is very
agitated. He called spurious points of order when the
opposition is not opposing the government's proposals.
The opposition is entitled to raise these matters in
ParI iament on behalf of the Victorian public and rural
Victoria. The government does not care about the
people of rural Victoria. That is why it wants to stifle
the debate today.

The bill will remove from the Transport Act the last
remaining restriction on the carriage of bulk
commercial goods. For some considerable time a series
of regulations and legislative requirements that restrict
the carriage of certain goods largely to rail transport
have been operating in Victoria. Over the years those
restrictions have been progressively lifted. The bill
seeks to remove the one remaining restriction.
Interestingly, it does not allow goods previously carried
by rail to be carried by some other mode of transport;
rather it removes the requirement that aviation fuel be
taken to the airport by pipeline. Given that there is no
rail line to the airport, that enables road transport to
carry aviation fuel to the airport. Because a pipeline
already provides the service, it is hard to imagine why
the airport or fuel companies would not want to use it.
It may be to cater for the transport of aviation fuel in
emergencies when the pipeline has to be shut down or
for products that require special road vehicles. If that
were the case, transport of aviation fuel or other
specialist products by road vehicles would be covered
by the transport of dangerous goods regulations, which
stipulate the use of appropriate vehicles for safety
reasons. It is the government's primary role to ensure
that community assets are well protected.
This will create some practical problems because the
main road route to the airport is the City Link project.
Using road transport to carry aviation fuel creates some
difficulty because there are parts of the City Link
project where that type of procedure is unlikely to be
allowed. As I understand it, it will not be possible for
those tankers to drive through either the long or the
short tunnels - integral parts ofthe City Link project
and of great significance in detennining how aviation
fuel is transported to the airport. It would force the
transportation of aviation fuel off the major approach
road. Where will these vehicles go? They will travel
through the adjoining residential streets and
neighbourhoods, through streets that are not designed
for and should not be used for the transportation of such
goods.
The government seeks to amend the Transport Act; it is
an administrative tidying-up. Yet the government has
not thought through all the implications. In one sense
the issue will be confronted irrespective of whether the

829

provision remains in the bill or not, because other forms
of hazardous materials and dangerous goods will be
transported along the City Link project. These are
exactly the circumstances the government is
introducing by forcing the transportation of aviation
fuel on roads other than City Link. The opposition is
entitled to address the consequences of the
transportation of dangerous goods and the implications
for the surrounding neighbourhoods, residential streets,
community facilities, schools and shopping centres.
One has only to remember the impact that a tanker
collision had in the early hours of the morning in Swan
Street near the Sports and Entertainment Centre a
couple of years ago; if the accident had occurred other
than when it did the consequences could have been
catastrophic.
The third area of change is to the National Rail
Corporation (Victoria) Act. The changes are an attempt
to correct a drafting error about the appointment of
authorised officers to carry out certain ticket inspection
functions on private trams and trains. It was suggested
to me in a briefing that the National Rail Corporation
(Victoria) Act as it now stands means that if those
revenue protection and ticket inspection functions were
to be carried out the tram and train companies would
have to provide those people to the bus companies.
Clearly that is not a sensible set of arrangements. While
ticket inspection is not as crucial on buses because the
drivers carry out the ticket inspection functions, it is
absolutely crucial on rail and it is absolutely imperative
on our trams, of which the minister is well aware. We
are all aware of the inability of the automatic ticketing
system to sell people tickets. There has been a revenue
collapse; and the government should be concerned
about what is happening to our tramway revenue and
our overall passenger revenue.
The bill seeks to correct a previous mistake made by
the government in drafting the legislation, which was
designed to be set in place when our public transport
system is privatised. The government has made
mistakes in its headlong rush to privatise public
transport, and it has made mistakes in this legislation.
The bill tries to correct those mistakes. The government
has made mistakes with the early attempted
privatisation of the ticket revenue stream. The
provisions that will enable private tram and rail
companies to appoint their own ticket protection
officers, or to engage people from outside companies,
are an essential requirement and feature of a privatised
public transport system in Melbourne.
The opposition can see that under the privatised system
companies will be contracting out revenue protection
for ticket inspection, for chasing people who do not
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have tickets. We will see the likes ofChubb and other
private security companies rushing headlong in to take
up those functions. In the past the opposition has
expressed concern about the use of private security
firms - private police in the privatised public transport
system. The union has also expressed concern about the
Public Transport Corporation making use of these
contracted-out privatised security companies. The bill
allows prospective buyers when they purchase our
public transport system to be able to provide security
people from within their own ranks, or to have them
provided by somebody from outside.
Mr Hamilton -- Like a private police forcel
Mr BATCHELOR - It will be like a private
police force. Other people have described them as
trumped-up bouncers; and it is exactly the wrong sort of
scenario that we should expect. We want people to
return to public transport - buying tickets and paying
fares. People using public transport would fulfil their
obligations by purchasing tickets before they travelled
and by making sure they had those tickets with them.
The system the government has instituted - which
includes the failure of the automatic ticketing system creates many difficulties. Instead of fixing the problem
at its source, one solution is to try to fix it at the other
end of the process by allowing private security police to
become heavy-handed with customers at the other endl
If you were trying to resolve an issue so that it worked
effectively and ticket revenue was maximised, you
would try to fix the problem at the source not at the end
of the process. While this change has been designed to
correct a drafting error, the fundamental policy behind
the provisions is flawed and clearly indicates that the
government does not have the best interest of public
transport commuters at heart. Rather it has the interests
of the ticketing machine suppliers at heart.
Mr Hamilton -

Does that surprise you?

Mr BATCHELOR - I t does not surprise me.
What does surprise me is that the government expects
to be able to try to sell the public transport system when
those sorts of issues are still fundamentally unanswered.
If you were a prospective purchaser of our metropolitan
public transport system would you want to buy it when
you cannot be certain that you will be paid for the trips
that you provide to individuals?
As a result of the government's initiatives, fundamental
mistakes were made in the design specifications for the
ticketing system.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Orderl The honourable member is now straying from
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the bill. I am anticipating the minister taking a point of
order at any moment.

Mr BATCHELOR - I am attempting to
demonstrate that the bill contains infonnation about the
ability of privatised companies to appoint security
police, and they will need to do that because of the
failure of the ticketing system. It is as simple and as
straightforward as that; one could not make it any more
uncomplicated. The house has to deal with the
government's inability to get even the simplest drafting
legislative procedures through. How can we expect it to
get something as complicated as a ticketing system
right when it cannot get right the drafting provisions
that give police special powers?
The opposition will not oppose the three parts of the
bill, which the government is putting forward for a
variety of reasons, including those unconnected to
transport.

Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) - As the shadow
Minister for Transport said, the opposition will not
oppose the bill. The honourable member has spoken
about a number of issues, but I will briefly touch on
three. The first concerns the privatisation of the
National Rail Corporation. The community is
concerned about the effects of the privatisation of rail
services. The effects of the privatisation of British Rail
are relevant to our trying to work out what to expect
from a privatised rail service both at the federal level
and in Victoria. I have extracted some figures from a
couple of recent journal articles that show that the
British experience has not been a happy one for the
general travelling public.
For example, operating costs have risen from
$233 million to $480 million, a fairly substantial
increase, yet there are 3000 fewer trains in England
than there were prior to privatisation. In a three-year
period, $450 million was spent on consultants and
lawyers involved in the reorganisation while
2500 transport jobs were cut. The same sort of thing is
happening at the federal and state levels with the
privatisation of public transport. The Manchester
Guardian recently reported that the private rail
infrastructure company Railtrack had come under
attack from both the government and the rail regulator
for failing to invest in the industry while enjoying a
60 per cent rise in profits.

Mr Rowe - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member has now been
speaking for 2 minutes. Although it is interesting to
hear about the experience in the UK, I point out, firstly,
that the bill facilitates the sale of the shares in National
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Rail owned by the Victorian, New South Wales and
federal governments. It also relates to National Rail's
ability to carry freight on an intrastate basis, repeals
certain sections of the Transport Act that have never
been proclaimed and makes minor amendments
affecting the carriage of aviation fuel and the
appointment of revenue protection officers. All that has
absolutely nothing to do with the privatisation of British
Rail or the privatisation of the PTe. whether it be
Victrack, our freight facilities or our metropolitan
transport facilities. I ask that the honourable member be
brought back to the bill, which is narrow and has
nothing at all to do with the British experience.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I presume the honourable member for Essendon
was making a passing reference to what happened in
England. I should have thought 2 minutes ofa possible
speaking time of 20 could be construed as constituting a
passing reference. I am sure the honourable member
will not make a speech about the British Rail
experience when she is meant to be making a speech
about something else. I expect she will now concede
that she has made her passing reference to the British
experience.
Mrs MADDIGAN - I was referring to the British
experience in view of the fact that the second-reading
speech clearly refers to getting the National Rail
Corporation ready for sale. In the future we may be
concerned about how a further privatised National Rail
Corporation may effect the service provided to
Australians. Obviously members opposite are feeling a
little nervous about that because they have also read
about the experience in Britain.
The second issue concerns the Transport Act. The
honourable member for Thomastown mentioned the
provision that removes the necessity for aviation fuel to
be transported by tunnel to Tullamarine airport. Like
him, I am somewhat surprised because the
second-reading speech gives no hint of why it is
necessary to change the system that appears to have
worked without any problems for a number of years. It
raises a number of questions which are of concern and
which the community would like the Minister for
Transport to answer. What sorts of guarantees will the
government give to safeguard residents from any
problems with the transport of aviation fuel and other
hazardous substances?
The honourable member for Thomastown specifically
referred to the transport of fuel such as that on City
Link. If aviation turbine fuel has to be transported to
Tullamarine airport, that will be the most likely route.
As the honourable member pointed out, the fuel will
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not be taken through the tunnels that form the southern
link. Even if fuel and other dangerous substances are
not taken through the tunnels, there is a possibility they
will re-enter the link at Dynon Street along the elevated
section, which the government refers to as a viaduct.
The elevated area is close to built-up residential areas
such as the public housing units at 120 Racecourse
Road and there are serious concerns about the effects of
accidents involving the vehicles carrying those
dangerous substances, including access for emergency
vehicles.
Parts of the City Link project lead into narrow
roadways such as Footscray Road, which previously
have been used to transport hazardous chemicals.
People are increasingly concerned that aviation fuel and
another dangerous substances may end up being carried
through residential streets in highly developed areas.
Members of the community would like the Minister for
Transport and the government to give them some idea
of the procedures they will be putting in place,
including alternative routes for the transport of aviation
turbine fuel and other goods to either Tullamarine
airport or the hazardous chemicals dump at
Tullamarine.
Although the bill refers to the movement of such fuels
by road or other transport, it gives no indication of what
action may be taken to ensure that safety procedures are
put in place so that residents can be confident they are
not at risk. That has been left blank not only in the City
Link legislation but also in this bill.
I make another point about the fears of the community
concerning accountability when the government is
allowing services such as the National Rail Corporation
to be privatised. Much has been written recently about
contracting out, leasing and selling public services and
accountability for them. Those fears were exemplified
in this house two weeks ago when the subject of private
prisons was being discussed. The honourable member
for Berwick suggested that the government was not
responsible for these things, they were a management
issue for the private prisons, and the government
therefore does not have to be accountable to the public
in the same way as residents expected it to be when the
prisons were publicly owned facilities. This is an area
that has not been examined in great depth because of
the fairly new privatisation procedures in this country.
An article entitled 'Contracting out and accountability'
in the Australian Journal ofPublic Administration
refers to problems when public authorities are sold or
leased out. They are the sorts of problems that might
occur when dangerous goods are being transported. The
article states:
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The difference between public service and contractor
provision is most apparent when unforeseen problems arise. If
public servants fail to deli ver the expected quality of service,
members of the public have the right to complain to the
public servants' superiors, including the minister. The
minister, activating the hierarchical chain of authority and
accountability, has the right to seek immediate answers and
impose immediate remedies. Where the service is provided
by a contractor, however, the minister may well be powerless.
The citizen may seek redress from the company, if the
contractor is clearly in breach of the terms of the contract.
However, where the contractor has fulfilled the terms of the
contract, immediate remedies are not available. Public
officials and their ministers may be held accountable for
deficiencies in the contract and may be pressured into
promising to implement changes in future contracts or even
into renegotiating the current contract However, they will not
usually be free to offer the type of immediate redress which is
available when acts of departmental staff are involved.

The article goes on to refer to two cases involving
privatised facilities, the first being prisons in the United
Kingdom and the second being public hospitals in New
Zealand:
... where members of the public have expected ministers to
take responsibility in the normal way, by providing
infonnation, offering explanations and imposing remedies.
However. ministers have claimed that they are responsible for
general policy only and not for the details of day-to-day
administration and are therefore powerless to justity or
intervene. Whatever the rights or wrongs of such incidents.
the point remains that contractual relations limit ministerial
intervention and thus limit a traditional right of public
accountability .

It is the issue of public accountability that is overlooked
in legislation that comes before the house, including
this measure. We are constantly considering the
privatisation of public authorities but that sort of
accountability is ignored. The community will be
greatly concerned about accountability and will seek
further support from the government, not merely
responses such as the one we got from the honourable
member for Berwick - that it is not the government's
problem, it is a management problem. When the state
government sells public authorities it does not abrogate
its responsibility to the community.

Mr Rowe - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, I earlier raised the matter of the relevance of
the honourable member's remarks to the bill. The bill
has nothing to do with the matter the honourable
member is talking about. Once again she has wandered
off to things she may like to speak about on budget
bills, the address-in-reply or on a bill involving the
privatisation of government assets, but the bill before
the house clearly relates to putting in place mechanisms
to allow Victoria to sell its share in the National Rail
Corporation and to allow the National Rail Corporation
to engage in intrastate transport. It repeals two
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redundant sections of the Transport Act and deals with
revenue protection and the transport of aviation fuel by
pipeline. During the past 6 minutes the honourable
member for Essendon has not addressed the provisions
in this minor legislation or the matters raised in the
minister's short second-reading speech.

Mr Batchelor - On the point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member for Essendon has
been speaking on the bill and has made passing
references. This point of order was tried on earlier.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr Batchelor - It was not upheld. It is
inappropriate for a new Acting Speaker to come to the
Chair and have these same tired points of order raised.
Mr Rowe -

That is a reflection on the Chair!

Mr Batchelor - No, it is a reflection on the
member raising the point of order. In that context the
honourable member for Essendon is entitled to make
passing comments. The bill deals with three matters,
but they cannot be referred to without setting them into
context in the real world in which those transport issues
exist.
Mr Cooper - Mr Acting Speaker, when the point
of order was raised by the honourable member for
Cranboume the honourable member for Essendon was
talking about the responsibility of the government for
passenger services. Just a cursory look at the bill shows
that it relates to freight services. The principal
provisions of the bill relate to the National Rail
Corporation, as the honourable member for Cranboume
has said. If the honourable member wishes to talk about
passenger services she should do so on a bill that relates
to that subject. This bill does not, and I suggest the
honourable member is irrelevant and should be brought
back to the bill.

Mrs MADDIGAN - On the point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, I was not talking about passenger
services at all, I was talking about the accountability of
the government in selling or leasing public authorities
to private operators. I was dealing with where
accountability and responsibility lies. The article I
referred to does not relate to rail transport but to the
general topic of the relationship between governments
and privatisation. I am not sure whether the honourable
member for Cranbourne read the second-reading
speech or listened to the minister when he made it, but
he would understand that it refers specifically to selling
shares in the National Rail Corporation and indeed the
future sale of the corporation, which I understand to be
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privatisation even if the honourable member believes it
to be something else.

recently, may mean that that state is more committed to
enhancing or stealing the advantages from Victoria.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) - Order!
Although I do not uphold the point of order I recognise
the bill's provisions are limited. The second reading
allows a member to contribute to a broad-ranging
debate, but it has limitations. I shall listen to the
honourable member carefully, and I ask her not to
digress to other matters. If she does I will pull her back
to order.

I hope the minister can explain why New South Wales
is not as anxious to be a signatory to the agreement in
the same form as is the Victorian governmentsomething which causes me concern. I understand the
nature of the New South Wales rail system is different
from ours in that it does not have the free-running
interstate track that we have, which I gather this bill is
largely about. Therefore, there is much complexity in
the way New South Wales has to route a whole range
of four or five different categories of rail traffic through
the rail system, particularly through the centre of
Sydney for north-south access. The complexity there
also includes another variable - that is, being up and
ready to handle a whole range of movements during the
forthcoming Sydney Olympic Games. New South
Wales has jumped out of the blocks a little earlier than
us. I understand New South Wales has already
committed about $450 million over the next five years
to try to do something about freight access through the
Sydney area. I sound that note of caution. I am not
suggesting that the government of which I was a
member was any great shakes in that regard.

Mrs MADDIGAN - In fact, Mr Acting Speaker,
you will not have a chance to do so. I was coming to an
end of my comments when the honourable member for
Cranbourne found it necessary to leap to his feet. The
honourable member showed great sensitivity on the
subject of privatisation. I can understand that because if
I were in his position, I would too!

As the honourable member for Thomastown said, the
opposition does not oppose the bill, but it would like
answers to some of the questions raised by the
honourable member for Thomastown and me,
particularly in relation to the transport of aviation fuel
and other hazardous chemicals, which is of major
concern to many people and warrants some answers.
Mr BAKER (Sunshine)- Mr Acting
Speaker-Mr Cooper interjected.
Mr BAKER - I wish I could return the
compliment; I might be talking or writing about you
soon!

Ifthis bill means we are fmally stumbling or tottering,
or a permutation of both, towards a borderless national
rail network, I am strongly for it. I do not simply not
oppose the bill - to use the appalling double
negative - I strongly favour it.
I shall pick up some of the historical points already
made by my eminent colleague, the shadow Minister
for Transport. Victoria owes much of the wealth
generated late last century and early this century to the
infrastructure represented by the rail system. If I
remember history correctly, Victoria stole a march on
other places and used its advantages as a natural
geographically located centre of distribution. I am
concerned that we may not pick up the opportunity to
get in there again and enhance those advantages. Some
of the developments in New South Wales and the way
in which that government has proceeded on this matter,
and some of the things that have been suggested there

Mr Finn interjected.
Mr BAKER - It was not bad in agriculture, and I
think some government members may give me credit
for that! At the time Victoria missed opportunities to
pick up some money. I suspect the Minister for
Transport shares my concern that there is not enough
money around to realise the dream of producing the
concept implied in this legislation.

The Prime Minister has suggested the federal
government could provide some $250 million over the
next four years for rail infrastructure across Australia.
When you compare expenditures between rail and road
in the past three decades, covering governments of
quite different political views, you can see the bias and
the distinction being made. It may well be we are
suffering from that. The bias is that through that period,
expenditure on rail has averaged about $50 million a
year; but by direct contrast, expenditure on roads has
averaged some $500 million a year. That is a huge gap.
I do not blame the current government solely for the
nature of Victoria's infrastructure, particularly in its rail
system; I am not trying to make a silly point. That
run-down has occurred in the past three decades or even
since the turn of the century. I describe the state of our
rail infrastructure, particularly the tracks, the gradients
and the opportunities for using long loads and faster
trains, as being quite Neanderthal. In some ways our
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rail system would be more appropriate to Kipling's
India than to modern times, and certainly the concept
implied in this legislation.
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and impingements to run long trains with heavy loads
at high speeds.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) - Order! I
ask the honourable member to relate his comments to
the bill.

International experience suggests that rail freight costs
can be reduced by as much as 30 per cent so they are
competitive with road transport. As members of
Parliament, we understand the many benefits of rail
transport including safety, the environment and
reliability. Those benefits are all on offer for the
carrying oflarge loads over long distances with a
minimum of interference to the broader population. I
commend the legislation. I hope it is more than a
tottering step along the way - rather a leap and a
jump - towards establishing a borderless national rail
transport system, especially in the area of freight.

Mr BAKER - It is simply an aside, Mr Acting
Speaker. The coward in me refuses to allow me to
reveal what I went to the ball as! Judi Stack is the chief
executive of Rail Access Corporation in New South
Wales. In February she made a significant keynote
speech to the rail open access forum. Many of the
concerns I have raised are lifted, stolen or borrowed
without any compunction from the remarks Ms Stack
made to that conference.

Many years ago when former federal Treasurer,
Dr Cairns, suggested an electrified national rail link, I
and many others thought he was crazy. In deference to
him now, it would not have been a bad idea~ it certainly
would have been much cheaper then repairing the
tracks and putting in an electrified rail system between
the major cities. Ifhis vision had been adopted we
would not be talking about very fast trains or the bill
now before the house. I retrospectively salute him.

I repeat those concerns. The function of a minister, as I
know from past experience, is to be able to go into
cabinet and grab some money. To a large extent, your
success or failure depends on whether you have clouted
the cabinet table. I urge the Minister for Transport - I
assume he is familiar with some of the things I have
been saying, and he can be assured of my support, such
as it is, for any move he makes - to try to dramatically
improve the amount of money being provided for rail
infrastructure, in particular from either his federal
colleagues or from the state purse, because Victoria will
miss out unless it can match the effort of New South
Wales.
We all know that New South Wales is keen to establish
itself, with the development of Queensland in the past
30 years, as being the key distribution centre in
Australia and to steal that mantle and those
opportunities, and all the second-round and third-round
economic consequences that result from being
recognised as a major distribution centre.

Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - I thank
the honourable members for Thomastown, Essendon
and Sunshine for their contributions, and I am pleased
the opposition does not oppose the bill. I shall deal
firstly with the issues raised by the honourable member
for Sunshine as he took a more philosophical approach
to the bill than the other speakers. He made some
important points when speaking about the vision of the
national rail network shared by many in this country
some time ago. Dr Jim Cairns does not go back all that
far, but there have been people before and since who
have held a vision about the future of rail and who were
perhaps seen as ratbags or, in the kindest sense, people
before their time. They were considered impossible
dreamers. Others thOUght that rail was a declining
rather than a growing force competing with the motor
vehicle, super highways, super freighters, B-doubles,
B-triples and B-<J.uadruples. In the future we will
probably go into B-<J.uintuplets if we allow our
imagination and technology to run away with us! At
one stage rail was given the push off and cold shoulder.

The minister does not have an easy job because we are
starting from a long way behind. Because of the nature
of the track and the base upon which it is laid, the
infrastructure has run down to such a point that it may
be the only way it can be brought up to international
best practice is by starting again. The gradients,
cornering and tunnelling are wrong, and where it goes
through farming areas there are far too many crossings

The resurgence of rail has occurred in recent times only
because of people who not only had a vision but were
prepared to put thought and, more importantly, money
into their idea. Not long ago a vision was held by the
Keating federal government and the then state
governments of Victoria and New South Wales, which
believed a lot could be achieved if parochialism was
thrown away and a national rail freight network

I have picked up many of the things I have been
referring to from recent utterances by the chief
executive of Rail Access Corporation in New South
Wales, Judi Stack, whom, I might say by aside, I took
to a journalists' ball about 20 years ago. The gentleman
in me will not cause me to reveal what she was
wearing--
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established. As a result of that vision National Rail
became a reality. When rail was seen as a risky venture
three governments were prepared to put cash and kind
into the establishment of National Rail. At the end of
negotiations it was the commonwealth, New South
Wales and Victorian governments that contributed to
the establishment of National Rail. No-one considered
the possibility that private rail operators would operate
on that network; everybody expected that governments
would deliver and that the private sector would stand to
one side.
Only a relatively short time after National Rail was
established a number of major companies saw
opportunities opening for them. Those opportunities
have created a new climate in which National Rail has
become one of the victims. Rather than becoming a
profitable enterprise it has become a non-profitable
exercise and will increasingly lose money rather than
make it. It is now competing in the marketplace against
major operators such as Tolls, TNT, SCT and Box Car
Pty Ltd to name a few. Those companies are taking
National Rail's customers, and National Rail must
refocus and re-establish itself. The commonwealth
government is the principal shareholder, owning 70 per
cent of National Rail, and it believes the only way
re-establishment can occur is through privatisation.
The honourable member for Sunshine said he had come
to the conclusion that the New South Wales
government, which is a 20 per cent shareholder, is not
as anxious to sell as Victoria and the commonwealth,
and he is right in making that assumption. New South
Wales has problems that Victoria and the
commonwealth do not have. It has a full standard gauge
network throughout the state, and the honourable
member for Sunshine hit the nail on the head when he
referred to the impact the New South Wales
government perceives on its network.

Mr Baker inteIjected.
Mr COOPER - One thing I have never denied is
that the honourable member for Sunshine is a man with
a great intellect and also a man who puts that intellect
into real words. Perhaps the Labor Party has done the
coalition the greatest favour it possibly could! National
Rail has no future in its present form, a fact
acknowledged by the governments of both New South
Wales and Victoria in their agreement with the
commonwealth that National Rail should be privatised.
It is not an easy task, but the reality is that the
government is doing National Rail a favour in allowing
it to survive through privatisation.
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I compliment the honourable member for Sunshine on
his perceptions. Clearly he has understood the rationale
behind the situation, and he touched upon aspects of the
lack of commitment by other parties to a national rail
network. He mentioned the commitment of
$250 million by the commonwealth to a national rail
network over the next four to five years. All state
governments believe that is insufficient, and the
honourable member for Sunshine compared that with
the money that is poured into roads.
Unfortunately we still have the situation where, to put it
in the crudest political terms, there are votes in roads
but there are no votes in rail. I hope we have come a
long way over--

An honourable member inteIjected.
Mr COOPER - I must say you could not get
greater supporters of a national rail network than the
two federal National Party ministers, John Sharp and
Mark Vaile. I would not point the fmger at either the
National Party or those two, who have done as much as
anyone could expect of commonwealth ministers in
fighting the good fight for rail.
We should remember that rail was neglected
throughout the country for decades, as a result of which
the use of passenger and freight services gradually slid
away. However, in the space of a mere five to seven
years, we have seen a tremendous concentration on a
return to using rail freight. It is asking a lot of any
government, commonwealth or state, to suddenly turn
around the prevailing view of decades that roads were
all-important and rail was way down on the priority list.
Victoria's plea to the commonwealth - and all the
other states, regardless oftheir political colour, have
joined us - is that it should review its $250 million
commitment to the national rail network over the next
four to five years, because it is insufficient, and come
up with a greater amount. From an environment
protection and cost point of view, it is essential that we
build up the national rail network faster than we are
building it up at present.
A concentration of people have come up with all sorts
of grandiose ideas, including an inland truck route
railway to run from Melbourne to Darwin and the
construction of a connection between Alice Springs and
Darwin. Both those freight possibilities are being
seriously considered. Whether they come into being
over the next decade will be decided later. Certainly the
people of this country are not lacking in ideas, all of
which are along the same lines. We need an efficient
private network that will take goods from one end of
the country to the other, not only benefiting the
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companies that produce the goods but also expanding
businesses along the way and creating jobs.
That is what the bill's reference to the national railway
is all about. If National Rail is left to its own devices it
will eventually collapse under the debt it is currently
incurring. The government wants National Rail to
survive. That will be done through the sale process, not
by holding up our hands like Canute and saying,
'Philosophically we do not like privatisation; therefore
we will say no to the sale'. If we do that we will just be
putting off the evil day when a major operator folds and
jobs are lost. I again compliment the honourable
member for Sunshine on his speech.
As the lead speaker for the opposition the honourable
member for Thomastown said he does not believe the
sale of National Rail is in the national interest. I hope
what I have just said will make him think about
whether the national interest would be served by
National Rail falling over in future years. I do not
believe the national interest is served by ignoring the
facts and simply saying, 'We do not want to privatise;
we do not want to sell. We just want to leave things as
they are'. The honourable member for Thomastown
should rethink his approach. Perhaps then he may get a
clearer idea of what is going on in the minds of those in
government federally, in Victoria and, perhaps from his
point of view more importantly, in New South Wales.
Based on what the honourable member has signalled,
the New South Wales Labor government does not have
the same philosophical approach to the issue as the
Victorian opposition.
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Lastly I will respond to claims made by the honourable
member for Thomastown that there has been a revenue
collapse on the public transport system and that when
the system is privatised private companies will contract
out revenue protection and private security police will
roam the system - basically, it was all doom and
gloom. I advise the honourable member that there has
not been a revenue collapse. He is absolutely wrongagain. It was just another furphy he dreamt up. His
claim that goons will be contracted to roam public
transport is also wrong. Ifhe wants to see private
security guards operating on a public transport system,
he should go to Sydney, which has them. That state
happens to have a Labor government - his own
crowd! He dreams up paranoid schemes and comes in
here spreading claims as though they were fact in the
hope that someone will believe him. The days of
believing the honourable member for Thomastown
were over a long time ago.
While the honourable member claims he wants to get
people back on public transport he should listen and
look at what the government is doing to bring them
back.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) The minister's time has expired.

Order!

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

In referring to the second part of the bill, which lifts the
restrictions on the carriage of aviation turbine fuel to
Tullarnarine airport, the honourable member expressed
some concern about the dangers that may present to
communities along the way. He also wondered whether
aviation turbine fuel will be carried on City Link or on
other roads. I point out to the honourable member that
under the Dangerous Goods Act Vicroads can ensure
that local communities will not be endangered by
transport operators deciding to carry aviation turbine
fuel to Tullamarine by road rather than by the pipeline.
This is not about closing down the pipeline; it is simply
about opening up a competition regime that was
established by the fonner federal Labor government.
We are talking about aviation turbine fuel, which is
basically kerosene, the volatility of which is nothing
like that of petrol. To compare it with petrol is to take a
bigjump. It would be wrong to alarm communities by
letting them think that petrol or A vgas will be carried
along the road to Tullamarine.

HEALTH SERVICES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Council.
Read first time for Dr NAPTIlINE (Minister for Youth
and Community Services) on motion ofMr Cooper.

STATE TRUSTEES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 March; motion ofMr GUDE
(Minister for Education).

Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - This bill is one of
several coming into this house as a result of the
requirement to review all state acts under national
competition policy legislation. The bill arises from an
internal treasury review of the State Trustees Act that
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has recommended certain arrangements to provide a
mor'e competitive model for the conduct of future
trustee arrangements and some minor matters,
including the extension of the Ombudsman's role.
The competition policy legislation does not necessarily
require the recommendation of a changed or
competitive model; it merely requires a review of
legislation to establish whether there are
anti-competitive provisions in state acts. Competition
policy reviews undertaken by the competition policy
task force of the Department of Premier and Cabinet are
rated from complex major to minor and serious major
to minor. A level of urgency and complexity attaches to
all such reviews. The legislation dealt with by this bill
is rated as a minor matter requiring internal treasury
review.
The opposition does not oppose the legislation and will
support it. The opposition signed on and supported the
template competition policy legislation that was passed
by this house. I spoke in the debate on the bill, as did
the Leader of the Opposition. The legislation originated
from a previous federal Labor government, and the
principle of it has been supported by the state
opposition.
I notice the Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer
and Minister for Multimedia is noting that down,
because he will want to use those words during debate
on other bills. He may wish to note this down also: the
opposition does not support the manner in which the
legislation is initiated. The opposition is not privy to
how these things are done. I innocently requested at the
briefmg on this measure that the opposition have at
least the internal advice from Treasury that led to the
drafting of the bill. That would have informed the
opposition on how treasury recommendations were
expressed in the bill and what the anti-competitive
measures were. It would have enabled the opposition to
take a responsible position, but that request was
refused. Nevertheless, the opposition has consulted
with a wide range of people and is in a position to
support the legislation.
Obviously the opposition will never be privy to all the
information the government has, but it would be
preferable if it had access to the substantive information
which would enable it to be better informed. If the
parliamentary secretary is noting this down, he can
inform the representatives of the State Trustees or the
Department of Treasury and Finance that the opposition
could in future be privy as a matter of general
agreement to some non<ontroversial reviews
conducted under competition policy legislation.

837

In the absence of that information, however, I will

make a few comments. One of the concerns the
opposition has is the monopoly that the State Trustees
has over its client base. That has led to a situation
where the State Trustees is taking about 5 per cent of an
average estate between $250 000 and $400 000 as its
fee. That is a considerable amount.
I am aware of one private trustee company, National
Australia Trustees, which has a standard fee of
approximately 4 per cent with a sliding scale backwards
from the first $250 000 upwards. Exposing fee
arrangements to competition would clearly mean that
the clients of the State Trustees would have better and
more cost-effective options. The opposition supports
the arrangement for a more competitive model while
retaining as a last resort the State Trustees, particularly
for those whose estates are not economical. Some estate
arrangements consist of a pension only. Clearly no
private company would want to take on such an estate.
There is a corrununity service obligation, and the State
Trustees would be expected to receive a cross-subsidy
from the state for taking on those arrangements. That is
something the opposition would like to see enshrined in
the bill.
The opposition hopes that in closing the second-reading
debate the minister will assure the house and clients of
the State Trustees that there will be no move to open up
the market and privatise the State Trustees. The state
also needs to provide a safety net service for those
whose estates are not economical. The bill contains no
provision for privatisation, and the opposition hopes
that will remain the case. The Tasmanian Liberal
government attempted to privatise its State Trustee
arrangements. It failed and had to retain what it
originally had. The lesson for Victoria is that
arrangements can be opened up to a more competitive
market, but a safety net is essential for those
arrangements that are not competitive and not
economical. The provision of that safety net is a
sensible role for government. I hope that will also be
reflected in the minister's reply.
I question how the competitive model proposed in the
bill will work. A contestable market will drive more
efficiency, more competition and more productivity.
That is a view accepted by the opposition. However,
that model is confusing because the mechanism allows
for a determination to be made by the courts, the
Victorian Workcover Authority where the clients are
injured workers, or by the Transport Accident
Commission where the clients are injured motorists,
about whether the estate will be handled by the State
Trustees or a private trustee. That is an unusual way of
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driving competition. I do not know how the competitive
market is advantaged by that.
During the briefing on the bill the opposition asked how
that mechanism could drive more productivity and
efficiency and therefore provide better services to the
client, but no clear answer was given. I would not have
thought the courts would have the capacity or
knowledge to assess what would be the best and most
cost-efficient arrangement for the client. The court is
not in a position to determine cost-effectiveness. A
better arrangement would have been a brokerage-type
situation where the court would refer an estate to a
broker and that broker would bid for the work in
competition with private trustees and the State Trustees.
I am unsure what is achieved by the model proposed,
and my reference to a brokerage-type arrangement is a
genuine suggestion to achieve a better result.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.

Mr BRACKS - As I said earlier, the opposition
does not oppose the legislation. It is one of the many
competition policy review bills -legislation which the
opposition supports now as it did when the federal
Labor government drove the national competition
guidelines following the Hilmer report and the
accompanying legislative framework. The opposition
supported the template legislation which required each
subsequent act of Parliament in Victoria to be reviewed
to see if there were anti-competitive measures that
needed to be changed. In this case the process applied
to the act was an internal Treasury review which
recommended that certain matters needed to be
changed by legislation. The issue here concerned the
monopoly rights ofthe State Trustees on the category
of clients which use the State Trustees office, and to
open that category up to a competitive arrangement
requiring licensed arrangements in the
Attorney-General's department for the trustees to
operate in the first place.
The opposition does not oppose the principle, but I shall
make some points about the matter. Essentially the
opposition reserved the right to differ with the
government on how competition is broUght about. In
this case there is a deficient model. The opposition
would like to see a different model. The legislation says
competition is driven not by some independent body
which can assess the productivity - the
value-for-money arrangements for clients of the
trustees - but in these cases the Transport Accident
Commission or the Victorian Workcover Authority.
The mechanism proposed here is that the courts can
determine which company they assign to a client to act
as a trustee. That mayor may not produce a competitive
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environment. It would be unproductive to go through
changing the act if at the end of the day you do not
provide competition and advice to the courts - to
magistrates or judges - or tackle Workcover on how
the competitive regime works. When I asked this
question in the briefmg there was a nonplussed silence
and an indication that it does not matter, the courts will
just decide.
If the courts decide, how do they know whether the
system is cost-efficient and productive? How do they
know whether a 5 per cent rate, which the State
Trustees have on the average trustee arrangement, is
worse or better than someone offering a different
percentage rate? The answer is they will not make that
assessment. In most cases you probably need an
independent arbiter to determine those arrangements.
Although the opposition supports the legislation it
reserves the right to criticise whether it will work. I
would be pleased to hear from the minister how these
arrangements will work to achieve the proposed
outcome and to deliver a cost-effective outcome. The
trustee arrangement is not without its critics. I accept
and understand that in these arrangements people are
very sensitive. With disputing family members it is
often hard to please everybody. I understand you have
to look at criticism. Some criticism, of course, has a
sound justification. Some entitlements and
arrangements are often disputed between family
members. Nevertheless, we need only consider a couple
of things. The 1997 annual report of the State Trustees
states the organisation has admitted it has significant
problems.
The opposition requested two things in the briefing;
they were not forthcoming and were not able to be
delivered. One was the internal Treasury review which
led to the legislative change. The second and most
important was an independent audit by KPMG which
examined the level of service delivery to see if it was in
accord with the required standards. My understanding
is that the report has been commissioned by the
Department of Human Services to examine whether its
clients - principally those associated with the
guardianship and administration of the board - have
received good service out of the State Trustees office.
I would have thought it was material to this debate and
to this legislation to have the results of the KPMG
review available to the Parliament. However, on
requesting the information the opposition's advice was
it is a separate department and we were told we could
not have it. My understanding from my colleague, the
shadow minister for health and community services, is
that he has also requested this information under FOI
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and he has not been provided with it either. Clearly the
government does not want to release the details of the
review, which is a pity, The opposition is happy to
support a competitive arrangement to give people
choice.
Mr Clark interjected.

Mr BRACKS - The Parliamentary Secretary to
the Treasurer and Minister for Multimedia may smirk,
but the opposition supports the bill, so why can't it have
the information? We might be aggrieved about matters
of efficiency to do with the current office. KPMG says
the opposition should be privy to such information, it is
just as interested as the government in seeing the public
sector work well. Not having that information available
does not give the opposition the ability to make the
sorts of judgments it would like to make. The annual
report also refers to a significant achievement - as the
State Trustees put it - and I commend them for being
honest in their annual report and admitting there are
problems. It is a good and healthy outcome for any
organisation to use its annual report to be frank and
open, and if there are problems to express them.
State Trustees has said the service had initial teething
problems, but it claims those problems have been
overcome and has forecast continued improvement due
to the introduction of new technology. I am told the
STRATIS system has caused at least three months
delay in the distribution of clients' estates. One can
imagine the anxiety caused by a system that does not
work well. At least State Trustees has been honest in
saying there were some teething problems. State
Trustees is not without its problems and that has been
clearly shown by the Department of Human Services
undertaking an independent review of the State
Trustees service provision and by the admission about
the information technology system.
The opposition also supports the change because
competition will produce a better outcome for the
clients. I understand that State Trustees charges a flat
5 per cent rate on an average estate of somewhere
between $250000 and $400 000. In the private sector,
National Australia Trustees - I imagine the same is
true of others such as IOOF and National Mutual- is
offering a 4 per cent charge on a sliding scale which
falls as the value of the estate increases. It is hoped that
the change will produce more competitive outcomes,
although we recognise that State Trustees will always
be at a disadvantage because of its community service
obligations to its clients, which, it is understood and
accepted, the private sector would never take on.
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There are other issues I wish to raise and seek responses
on. For example, the government says it has no further
plans to change State Trustees from being a last resort
for clients who cannot be acconunodated in the private
system. It is important that that provision remain and
that the State Trustees not be privatised. With those
provisos, the opposition does not oppose the bill. It is
happy to see competition legislation come into play as
part of the review, but it hopes to see it having the
desired effect, which is to get a more competitive and
productive outcome for the clients. At the end of the
day, that is the key.
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - The State
Trustees (Amendment) Bill is an admission of failure
by the government, which has conceded that it has left
some of the most vulnerable people in our conununity
unsupervised, unregulated and without access to an
effective complaints mechanism. It is also an admission
that the corporatisation undertaken in 1994, which
resulted in the creation of the State Trustees in its
present corporate identity, was too extreme. It was an
inappropriate move considering its role as a trustee for
clients referred to it from the Guardianship and
Administration Board or, as the shadow Treasurer said,
as a trustee oflast resort. The annual report of the State
Trustees shows the difficulties inherent in combining
private sector profit-based objectives with the sensitive
and important public role as a trustee of last resort. The
trustees have an enormous responsibility to carefully,
frugally and prudently manage the financial affairs of
those members ofthe community who may be disabled,
ill, or incapable of conducting their own affairs.
In recent times State Trustees has had a dreadful record
as trustees of last resort. I refer to an article in the Age

of2 August 1997, in which the Treasurer is reported as
conceding that there were significant difficulties with
the State Trustees and that the government was
reviewing the accountability system governing it,
including the possibility of reinstating the Ombudsman
as an avenue for people's complaints. However, he
refused to give a reason for the move. The reason was
that State Trustees was failing in that responsibility and
had been the subject of a number of serious complaints.
One of the most vigorous complainants has been the
Villamanta legal service, a specialist service that assists
the disabled. Although it would probably see a
higher-than-average proportion of people disaffected
with State Trustees, it certainly has some significant
criticisms to make and some hair-raising tales to tell. In
August last year, it related around 100 complaints made
to it in 1996 alone. I looked in vain in the annual report
for an indication of the extent to which State Trustees
had been able to satisfy complaints. I would have
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thought an organisation such as that would have at least
acknowledged its responsibility to sensitively deal with
its disadvantaged clients by relating how successful it
had been in dealing with their complaints. While the
annual report deals at length with the financial
perfonnance - asset ratios and every other
conceivable financial ratio - you cannot find out how
well it deals with its clients.
The tragedy is that the government's withdrawal of the
Ombudsman's coverage of the State Trustees meant
that the complainants had nowhere to go. They had to
rely on agencies such as the Villamanta legal service to
take up the case. Two cases were referred to in the
article of 2 August 1997. One related to a man in his
late 20s who often went without food for several days
at a time because he could not survive on the $60 a
week food and living allowance State Trustees gave
him after it paid his rent from his disability pension.
The matter had to be raised by the fonner Council of
Civil Liberties with the State Trustees. There was
nowhere else to go. Can you imagine the difficulties of
those faced with the prospect of having to live on a $60
a week food and living allowance? In the second case a
man with a mental illness received a $90 a week food
and living allowance from State Trustees. He asked for
an extra $300 one-off payment to buy new clothes. He
nominated the clothes and the store the cheque should
be sent to. His request was denied. He complained to
the trustees, and the case is being investigated. It was
extraordinary stinginess.
When checking to see whether the performance of State
Trustees had improved over time I was advised by the
Villamanta legal service that the widespread view of
agencies that deal with State Trustees clients is that its
name and reputation are considered to be appalling. Its
recent history has been characterised by episodes such
as failing to pay medical insurance for a client who was
admitted to hospital on the understanding by all
concerned that he was privately insured, only to find
that was not the case. The hospital was up for
significant costs and all sorts of extraordinary measures
had to be undertaken to both compensate the hospital
and get the client out of trouble.
There are also instances of State Trustees allowing
investment accounts to run dry and go into debit and
failing to keep up rental payments it was responsible
for, with the client subsequently being evicted. That is
an appalling situation for a person with the level of
disadvantage, illness or disability we associate with
clients of State Trustees. There have been cases where
State Trustees has failed to keep accurate records of
income from investments or has failed to secure loans
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made from loan accounts despite specific advice to the
contrary from representatives of the client.
As a minimum the opposition supports the
reintroduction of the authority of the Ombudsman over
State Trustees. It should have been done in what would
have been fairly simple legislative action approximately
12 months ago. Had it been done fewer people would
have been disadvantaged by the incompetence and poor
decision making of State Trustees. Although the
opposition does not oppose the bill it points out that it
contains some of the characteristics seen in other
government legislation that has implemented changes
about which the community has been kept in the dark
and therefore has been unable to participate.

In August 1997 there was widespread awareness of a
review by the Department of Human Services of the
perfonnance of State Trustees. As the shadow
Treasurer pointed out, a review has been undertaken by
KPMG and the Treasury. What did they fmd? Were
they glowing reports or did they reflect the enonnous
concern that has been expressed in my discussions?
That infonnation is critical to our ability to judge
whether the legislation is appropriate. From talking to
those in the field I would have thought a stronger level
of oversight and a much more robust complaints
procedure would be more appropriate than bringing
these matters under the Ombudsman. We all know the
Office of the Ombudsman has enormous integrity and
goodwill, but we also know it is chronically
underresourced and seems to specialise, particularly on
some issues, in ways of saying, 'Can't you try to solve
this yourself because we do not have the resources to
assist you?' .
We need to know the results of any systematic review
that has been carried out with a close knowledge of the
number of complaints and an analysis of the capacity
and perfonnance of State Trustees to meet its
obligations. I have to hand it to the shadow Treasurer
that he was able to find meaningful information in an
annual report of the State Trustees about its capacity to
deal with its clients. State Trustees put a lot of effort
into the production, quality, business language and
financial performance indicators in the report but State
Trustees does not exist to make money as a government
business enterprise or to supplement the current
account, it exists to play a vital public role.
The opposition has some difficulty with the imposition
of a market context on decision making by the courts,
which are expected to decide among a number of
potential competitors the appropriate trustee
organisation for a particular client no matter whether
the issue relates to the Guardianship and Administration
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Board or to an individual appearing in court in a matter
relating to accident compensation or the TAC. As the
shadow Treasurer rightly asks, how can we reasonably
expect the court to make such a decision? Two years
ago a court might have said that ANZ Trustees, headed
by the wonderful Father Vincent Kiss, a well-known
identity in Melbourne with a wonderful veneer of
respectability and integrity, should be chosen. That
would have been a reasonable decision by the court, but
if the cl ient had been referred to that agency Father Kiss
could have well been off in the Philippines embezzling
the money or undertaking some other nefarious activity
of the sort for which he was brought to trial.
Who oversights the trustee companies? How can we
have confidence not only in the conduct or practices of
the companies but also that courts will be in a position
to make what is essentially a marketplace or
business-based decision? How can a court detennine
the most appropriate rate of return or decide which
trustee organisation has the most appropriate range of
services or specialisation appropriate to a particular
client?
Without an independent authority that can cover the
State Trustees and other trustee organisations we can
never have full confidence in the ability of the
companies to conduct their affairs in a totally
appropriate and sensitive way. Administering the affairs
of trustee clients is an expensive business and there is
little money in it. There is no particular financial
incentive for companies to provide services. We are
relying on a commitment to a sense of public duty.
Certainly the State Trustees are setting their strategic
direction with overtly profit-based objectives. There
must be a stronger oversight. Although the
Ombudsman's oversight of State Trustees is welcomed,
I ask the minister to reassure the house that there will be
a robust, pro-active oversight and scrutiny of trustee
companies so the courts will have confidence that
people referred to particular companies will be well
cared for.
We also need to ensure that the courts are infonned and
that there is some mechanism to provide the appropriate
market advice, to ensure the philosophical system,
assumption or mechanism with which the government
is obsessed - that is, of the marketplace solving our
problems and providing the rationale in decision
making - can effectively work. In the absence of
detailed information and the knowledge of any of the
reviews or information collected, which has led to the
development of this legislation, the debate on this bill is
of a much lower quality and is much less infonned than
it needed to be.
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The opposition does not oppose the bill. It believes the
extension of the coverage of the Ombudsman and
providing exposure of the State Trustees to the market
is an appropriate direction in which to move, but it is
taking that stance on faith or trust. Does the government
have the track record to give the opposition the
confidence that it has taken the appropriate stance? It is
simply an act of trust, hope and faith. I wish the
government would take its legislating role and its
responsibility to infonn the public more seriously, and
that it should engage expert agencies, families or clients
to take that responsibility more seriously. Had that been
the case, we would have been able to move more
confidently forward with this bill. As it is, the
opposition does not oppose the bill, but I hope it works
and that the government will be able to satisfy the
opposition's reservations. I hope the government does
some homework between now and the bill's
implementation phase to ensure that the system works
effectively.
Mr DOLLIS (Richmond) - The opposition does
not oppose the State Trustees (Amendment) Bill.
However, I place before the house some concerns that I
hope the government will address. Some constituents
have made submissions to the review of the State
Trustees legislation conducted by the Secretary of the
Department of Treasury and Finance.

The main point many people have made is that State
Trustees are now failing to act in the interests of
consumers or to meet their obligations in respect of the
public benefit and welfare of their clients. I have tried
to argue against this point, but unfortunately it
continues to raise its head. It is up to the government to
ensure that when the bill is passed and the review's'
fmdings are announced Victorians will be confident
that the system will work well. The tasks of State
Trustees seem at times to be contradictory. This may
put people at a disadvantage in dealing with clients and
organisations.
Many people claim that since its incorporation the
organisation seems to have become obsessed with
making a profit. Many people also continue to claim
that at times the smaller individual accounts suffer. An
example made in a submission to the review involved
an elderly woman who was being moved into a nursing
home. Her daughter had been her full-time carer for
many years. The mother had left the house to her
daughter in her will. Regardless of that wish, the State
Trustees sold the house to increase the capital for
investment. The daughter then had nowhere to live and
the mother's wishes were not taken into account. In that
case the Guardianship and Administration Board's
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guidelines showed 'increasing income' as only one
factor that an administrator should take into account.
That example clearly demonstrates how, in
administering a trust where the main aim is profit, the
person who should be looked after by the State Trustees
can be disadvantaged. In the past the Guardianship and
Administration Board has forced many disabled people
to have State Trustees as their administrators. I am
informed they have not been offered a choice. I say 'I
am informed' in the hope that some of the claims will
be addressed by the government; if the allegations are
correct, I hope the government will address them.
In the case of the disabled, generally there is no

competition because disabled people have no close next
ofkin who can offer to become their administrators.
That becomes an additional problem.
Another problem concerns the independence of
auditors. Unlike any other business, the Guardianship
and Administration Board Act insists that private
administrators be audited by the State Trustees, the only
major competitor. Private auditors are not used to audit
independent accounts held by State Trustees on behalf
of, in the words of the act, a 'represented person'. There
is little accountability to the clients and only on request
are people given statements of accounts. Quite often it
is difficult for the people they are dealing with to
understand the accounts. The audit process is another
area to which the government will need to give
consideration.
In some cases institutions, carers and lawyers for the

represented person are fighting the State Trustees, the
Guardianship and Administration Board and the Office
of the Public Advocate. The argument is about which
side should have control of the client. Many people
would, if given the choice, not have the State Trustees
control every aspect of their lives because it can be
difficult to break free from its control mechanisms.
More care and attention should also be paid to the
inherent possibility of a conflict of interest arising
between an accountant service and a service that looks
after the day-to-day aspects of a person's life.
Sensitivity should be shown in addressing these issues.
As the shadow Treasurer stated quite clearly, the
opposition does not oppose the bill, but it is expressing
its concerns in the hope that the government will be
able to address these issues. Constituents in my
electorate have time and again made representations
arguing these matters. It would be of great benefit to
honourable members if some of these points were
addressed, thereby ensuring that many of the difficulties
that have been experienced by clients will not continue
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to be part of the operation of the organisation that will
come about as a result of the amendments we are
debating today.
Mr LIM (Clayton) -1 welcome the opportunity to
contribute to the debate on this important bill. The last
paragraph of the minister's short second-reading speech
states:
Expanding the jurisdiction of the Ombudsman to include the
clients of State Trustees will make available an accessible and
highly regarded review body for the investigation of
complaints regarding administrative action taken by State
Trustees or its officers or employees. This will further
enhance the high standard of client service to which State
Trustees is committed.

There is no doubt that the minister is referring to the
ongoing problems State Trustees has been going
through - although to call them problems is probably
an understatement. I have noted with concern the
significant contribution made by the honourable
member for Footscray, who brought to the attention of
the house a report in the Age of 2 August 1997 that
states:
Civil liberty and community groups said there was increasing
evidence since the agency was corporatised in 1994 that the
financial affairs of some disabled people were being handled
badly, even forCing some people to go without food.

I will not quote the entire article, but it is important to
note that it continues:
Under state law, State Trustees must act in the best interests
of the disabled person and in accordance with their stated
wishes. The Guardianship and Administration Board Act of
1986 also says that administrators should help clients with
budgeting skills to enhance their independence.

I refer to the establishment of the State Trust
Corporation by the former Labor government. An
article that appeared in the Herald Sun of 20 May 1990
clearly states:
People who act as trustees occupy a very privileged position
in our community - trusteeship is an important concept of
our law.
Trustees ordinarily have a sense of duty towards the people
on whose behalf they are looking after assets ... the law has
required very strictly that the trustee act openly and honestly
in relation to beneficiaries and never allow a trustee's
obligation to conflict with his own professional or other
monetary considerations.

That is very important. We have heard that many
community and civil liberties groups have raised
concerns. I had extensive discussions with the
Campaign for Economic Justice, which asked for my
support in approaching the Auditor-General, Mr Ches
Baragwanath, because of its extreme concern arising
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from observations made over some years concerning
the operation of the State Trustees. The group has been
made aware that there are serious, ongoing failings in
the treatment of clients on the part of the State Trustees,
particularly clients from the Guardianship and
Administration Board. Members of the group believe
that if the Auditor-General conducted a performance
audit it would identify reasons for such failings, make
appropriate recommendations, affmn effective
performance and provide intelligence to the Parliament
and public.
The group is particularly concerned with the welfare of
the disabled and the elderly who cannot manage their
own affairs. They have listed cases for me, but for fear
of boring the house I will not detail them. Suffice it to
say that they are indeed heart wrenching and very
compellingly show how people appear to be at the
mercy of the administrators of the State Trustees.
What the government is trying to do by introducing this
bill to bring the operations of the State Trustees within
the ambit of the Ombudsman is a welcome
development that should be supported. As previously
stated by members of the opposition, the opposition
does not oppose the bill but areas of concern to
community groups, in particular the Campaign for
Economic Justice, still need to be addressed. Areas of
concern in the administration of the State Trustees
include the exercising of discretionary powers; audit
function; fees and charges; wills; internal fraud;
litigation at the client's cost; secrecy; its relationship
with the Guardianship and Administration Board, the
government and the Public Trustee; and the general
attitude of State Trustees to its clients.
A summary of the group's concerns expressed in its
letter to the Auditor-General of 18 December 1997
states:
STL (State Trustees Ltd) seems way out of step with
commWlity attitudes and even nonnal commercial practice.
STL seems to treat the client rather than the difficulties the
disability causes the client (as decided by the Guardianship
and Administration Board) as the problem.
Major decisions affecting people's lives are made without
warning, discussion or appeal. An action which may be
correct if made after due consideration and process can be
catastrophic when the client is simply presented with a fait
accompli.

The summary continues:
They may put their client in a position where the client is
Wlwillingly exploiting others and in a position which renders
the client actionable. This can cause withdrawal ofsuppon to
a degree which puts the client at risk ofhomele~lless,
destitution or unnecessary institutionalisation. It is also cruel.
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They often appear to show conflict of interest when they:
sell assets;
withhold income;
sell assets appropriately but without reserve price;
act in dual roles such as an administrator as well as
executor;

work Wlder whichever act is most beneficial to
themselves ---arguably illegally;
increase client's assets or income when the client
can't benefit from this;
handle clients' concerns casually to keep things
'neat and tidy' on the computer without
considering the consequences, and generally
handle acCOWlts inefficiently. They seem to put
their responsibilities to owners (profit) before their
responsibilities to their clients.

My main concern, which the shadow Treasurer
highlighted and which the honourable member for
Footscray repeated, relates to two reports which have
been commissioned. The fIrst is a report by KPMG on
the role of State Trustees in fulfIlling its community
service obligations, and the second is a Treasury
in-house review that examined the application of
competition policy. I am concerned that these two
reports have never been made public. Unless and until
those reports are made available to members of
Parliament, particularly those on this side of the house,
and to interested community groups such as the group
which approached me and with which I had an
extensive discussion, the government will be seen as
having a lot to hide.
It is not that I am opposed to the bill, because I am not.
But I must express my concern loudly and clearly, and I
ask the government to take it on board.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) -It has been interesting
listening to the contributions of members opposite. The
honourable members for Richmond and Clayton raised
issues concerning service levels, and I will later deal
with a couple of those raised by the honourable
member for Richmond.

The differences in the style and content of the speeches
by the honourable members for Williamstown and
Footscray were noticeable. Their electorates may be
side by side, but the attitudes they have taken to the bill
are worlds apart. The honourable member for
Williamstown presented a moderate and reasoned
approach to the bill, constructively raising a number of
issues. The honourable member for Footscray went full
bore, attacking anything and everything he could think
of in a scattergun approach.
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The honourable member for Footscray criticised the
corporatisation of State Trustees. That is noteworthy
because the corporatisation process was initiated by the
previous government, under which the former Office of
the Public Trustee was turned into the State Trust
Corporation. Although its corporate form has changed
under the present government, it remains an
incorporated entity in government ownership. The
honourable member's criticisms of the corporatisation
process and his blanket rejection of a state~wned
entity's adopting a business-like and professional
approach to providing services were rather unusuaL
The remarks of honourable members opposite have so
far concentrated on four distinct areas. The first, and
probably in the long run the most important, is the level
of service provided to clients. Those of us who in years
past were involved with the former Public Trustee's
office will vividly recall the serious difficulties the
office had with delivering good service to its clients. In
fact, the office was notorious: if someone's estate had
the misfortune of ending up being administered by the
Public Trustee, it became a matter of grave concern.
Legal practitioners who had dealings with the Public
Trustee's office often viewed it with dread. The
problems were systemic and were not necessarily a
reflection on the individuals involved. However, the
Public Trustee arrangement did not deliver the quality
of service its clients were entitled to expect.
For that reason the previous government commenced
the reform of the service with the establishment of the
State Trust Corporation in 1987. I am not sure whether
Mr Bernie Carmody was the first CEO of the State
Trust Corporation, but I know he was the CEO for
many years and has continued with the present legal
entity. Together with a board appointed by the previous
government, he spearheaded a significant effort to
improve the standard of service to clients - using the
same principles of corporatisation and consequent
accountability that have been carried over into the
present legal entity. Over the years service standards
have significantly improved.
As at 30 June 1997 State Trustees had 16 976 clients
under the community service obligation contract it
entered into with the Department of Human Servicesand on top of that, there would have been external
clients. Any failure in providing services to clients
should be focused on, remedied and preferably avoided.
But the number of complaints coming forward needs to
be viewed in light of the overall number of clients. We
should remember that many of the clients taken on by
State Trustees have complex matters that involve not
just the administration of their assets and financial
affairs but also lifestyle matters, even sometimes
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involving medical matters. The trustees manage a wide
range of affairs for people who are not able to look after
their own. That is a difficult task for whatever public
institution takes its on. It is a credit to the efforts of
successive board members and the senior management
of State Trustees and its predecessors that a good
overall standard of service is being delivered.
The government is always seeking to improve what it
has achieved to date. A wide range of protections are in
place to deal with the difficulties which arise, including
in future the Ombudsman's ability to review
complaints. On top of that State Trustees has a
community service obligation contract with the
Department of Human Services, which, as the
contracting body, is responsible for ensuring that the
clients for which it is paying receive a good standard of
service.
The annual report of the State Trustees touches on the
fact that a review of the standards of the services it
provides under its community service obligations found
them to be satisfactory and in accordance with the
contract.
For clients under the supervision of the Guardianship
and Administration Board and the Office of the Public
Advocate there is also the possibility of recourse to
those bodies. As well, recourse can be had to the
relevant minister responsible for the Department of
Human Services administering the CSO contract from
time to time, as well as to the Treasurer as the minister
exercising the shareholder role in respect of the State
Trustees. Those additional means of supervision and
review are available. A solid range of mechanisms is in
place to ensure that the highest possible standards of
service are achieved and that efforts will be ongoing on
the part of everyone involved to continually improve
those standards of service.
The honourable member for Richmond expressed some
concern that there was, as he put it, no choice of trustee
to administer the affairs of people with disabilities. That
is not universally the case. In some instances other
trustee companies can take on the responsibility. As
mentioned by the honourable for Williamstown and
others, the State Trustees is a trustee oflast resort to
take on responsibility for cases that would otherwise
not be looked after. The public and the taxpayer must
and do accept that they bear the cost of that service
through the explicit mechanism of the community
service obligation contract entered into by the
Department of Human Services. That mechanism is a
substantial improvement on the previous mechanisms
that existed. The interesting question arises of whether
there are opportunities to improve the system by
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introducing further choice. The bill makes it possible
for the courts, the Victorian Workcover Authority or
the T AC to allocate estates to trustee companies other
than the State Trustees.
The honourable member for Richmond is also
concerned that trustee companies exercised too much
control over the lives of people with disabilities. As I
said earlier, it is a difficult area because often by default
there is no-one else available to help the person other
than the trustee company. Even though its duties are
notionally confined to the administration of the estate,
the trustee company by default ends up looking after
the client in many other ways.
The structure of the Guardianship and Administration
Board Act draws a dichotomy between administrators
who look after financial affairs and guardians who look
after broader lifestyle concerns. A wide range of
discretion is given to the Guardianship and
Administration Board as to who is appointed and on
what terms. Existing provisions in the Guardianship
and Administration Board Act charge the board with
the duty of reaching a decision that is the least
burdensome and intrusive on the individuals concerned
and leaves them with the greatest possible freedom
consistent with their capacity to make their own
decisions and control their own lives. That is exactly as
it should be.
The honourable member for Williamstown suggested
that fees charged by State Trustees were higher than
those charged by other trustee companies. He
mentioned the National Australia Trustees. Honourable
members have to take care to ensure that they are
comparing like with like. As the honourable member
for Footscray pointed out, one feature of the estates
administered by the State Trustees is that they tend to
be lower-value estates. As the honourable member for
Williarnstown acknowledged, the fees that are imposed
are on a sliding scale with a relatively high percentage
for estates of relatively low value. If the estate is of a
higher value the marginal percentage is lower. That
explains the apparent discrepancy between the fees
charged by State Trustees and the fees charged by other
companies. In other words the estates administered by
the State Trustees are smaller, and therefore to cover
the cost of administration a higher percentage fee needs
to be charged. In many instances that is also
supplemented by payments made under the community
service obligation contract.
The honourable member for Williamstown questioned
what the courts, and similarly the Workcover Authority
and the Transport Accident Commission, will do with
the power that has been given to them to decide to
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which trustee company they will award an estate. It
must be remembered that the courts are independent of
government and independent of Parliament. No-one
here would question that. The courts need to make their
own decisions and work out arrangements they are
comfortable with. One should not jump to the
conclusion that the courts are incapable of working out
arrangements to enhance the standard of service
received by the people whose estates they are
responsible for allocating.
Masters of the court have for many years been charged
with the oversight of estates, long before other
mechanisms such as the guardianship board became
available. Perhaps in the distant past the perfonnance of
the courts in that regard has not been all it could have
been. Courts along with the rest of the community have
been looking at better ways of doing things that are
more focused on providing good results for clients.
Although the laying down of mechanisms is precluded
by the independence of the courts, it should be
recognised that the bill opens up enormous possibilities
for the courts to designate other trustee companies
should they offer their services. We should have
confidence in the courts to evolve appropriate
mechanisms to take full advantage ofthe potential
opened up by the bill.
The bill introduces a number of significant reforms in
making available further opportunities for client choice
and for new trustee companies to make themselves
available to provide services. It also reinforces the
commitment to the highest service standards in the area
of public care for trust estates. For those reasons the bill
is to be welcomed.

Mr SEITZ (Keilor) - In joining the debate on the
State Trustees (Amendment) Bill I express some
concerns about the national competition policy and the
changes the bill proposes to the position of trustee.
Honourable members have been talking about
competition. Do we have competition by having private
enterprise involved? The people affected by the bill are
the very ones in need of the benefits of the
government's community service obligations. The
major function of State Trustees is to act as the trustee
of the estates of people who for some reason are unable
to manage their own affairs.
Family members and others are sometimes involved in
managing the day-to-day dealings with the trustee who
oversees the accounts and ensures that the person's
property and needs are looked after, whether it involves
somebody else taking care of the clients in their own
homes as live-in housekeepers or just looking after their
finances. I had a visit in my electorate office from a
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woman who was appointed by the trustees to act on
behalf of her mother. They had gone through that
process. She was also concerned about the bookkeeping
fees.
Her biggest concern was about the little bit of money
she had left. She expressed a concern that she was
looking after her brothers and sisters; she was worried
about how much it would cost her to have the books
audited and accounted for because she did not feel
capable of doing all the work herself. She was worried
she may have to get another accountant to prepare the
documentation. What is the government's involvement
in a community service obligation? We are talking
about competition and opening it up further. What will
happen in the years to come?
Competition does not bring prices down; it means other
people get involved and push up the prices of goods
and services. The people who are the most vulnerable
in our society need to be considered and cared for. As
we now live longer the same applies to people who
need somebody to manage their affairs. Those people
need to have the funds available so they can buy the
goods and finance the services they need to be cared
for. People need to be assured their money will last for
the rest oftheir days.
Another case presented to me in my electorate office
concerned a husband and wife who owned a house.
Before the husband passed away he made a will that
left the property to his wife. The case went to the
trustees to sell the property because the wife died before
she had time to transfer the property title to her name. It
was five years before the case was resolved. I was
concerned, as were the relatives, because the house was
not rented. It sat empty for five years. Insurance on the
property was not taken care of; the neighbours were
looking after the property to keep vandals out. Squatters
could have moved into the area, vandalised the house
and reduced the value.
I sent letters to the lawyers and to the people handling
the matter. The replies I received said that had the
property been sold five years earlier before the crash of
the state economy the relatives would have received at
least $20 000 or $30 000 more, and because it took
such a long time to sell the property there was a loss to
the estate. Changing and extending services to other
service providers will not benefit the people we are
considering.
Victoria has been part of the national competition
agreement; it has to be open to everything and to those
sorts of processes. In today's newspaper there is an
article about Margaret Thatcher, who started this
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competition and privatisation process. She has achieved
notoriety as a prominent leader of our era, but I wonder
whether 50 years from now people will think her way
was the right way. If you are losing and everything is
expanded out to private enterprise, and if the State
Trustees and the Guardianship and Administration
Board have fewer customers and fewer cases, their fees
will have to go up to be able to manage. I am sure
Treasury will not top up the fund and subsidise them.
We are often told that big is beautiful. The government
has proved that with local government - it made it big.
In the case of the hospital networks big is beautiful. We
are now disassembling some of those services, which is
of concern to me and to my constituents. The
government should give some thought to the
administration of these estates and to the taking care of
costs and charges so they will not increase as a result of
this legislation. If you or I were appointed guardian on
behalf of an aunt, an uncle or a child, we would want to
be able to do the best with the least amount of money.
In that way the remaining money would be preserved
for the person to buy the goods and services he or she
needed.
Most of us want to leave some inheritance to our
relatives when we go through the Pearly Gates. I know
some people ask, 'Why should there be anything left
for your family?' , but I think we have all been brought
up that way. The money should not be squandered on
some big bureaucracy or on other private companies
entering the market. I would like to be assured that
costs will be kept down, not increased, as a result of
these amendments.

Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - The legislation is
important because it deals with State Trustees, which
handles the assets of some of the most vulnerable
people in the community. We have all experienced
cases of the families of people with disabilities who
have expressed concern about the management of their
affairs by State Trustees. There are some 6000 people
in that category. The matter has been raised not just by
individual families but by the advocacy groups that
represent people with disabilities. Principal amongst
them is the Villamanta legal service, which handles the
legal concerns of people with disabilities. That
organisation has raised serious concerns about the ways
in which individuals who have their affairs managed by
State Trustees have in many cases been left high and
dry without funds because of mismanagement. Some
people have been left for up to three months without
adequate funding because State Trustees is not doing its
job properly. I should have thought in those
circumstances, where a report on State Trustees has
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been undertaken, the best thing that could occur is for
that report to be released.

opposition members. However, I will raise a few
complaints that have been brought to my attention.

If there is one thing that ensures government
organisations pick up their perfonnance it is the
knowledge that it will be publicly scrutinised. Public
scrutiny will lead to a better performance by State
Trustees, but we are being denied that public scrutiny
because this report, like so many others that have been
undertaken by this government, is being covered up. I
am even more concerned that the organisation
involved - State Trustees -has claimed in its annual
report that the independent audit carried out by KPMG
found that the level of service delivery was in
accordance with the required standards. Given the
failure to release the report, I question that statement in
the annual report.

The first example concerns a client of the Prahran
Community Health Centre who had a bank account
with $5000 still in it closed by State Trustees. That
could have precipitated a relapse of a mental health
problem that had stabilised. The second example was
outlined in a letter from a Mrs Hooper, who complained
that her aunt was not being given enough money by
State Trustees to pay for decent clothing. She was
especially concerned because her aunt had always
prided herself on her appearance.

I question whether Parliament has been misled by State
Trustees because I believe the report does not endorse
the performance by State Trustees. I believe it analyses
a number of performance benchmarks State Trustees
set for itself and fmds that State Trustees has not
perfonned adequately. That is why the report is being
covered up: State Trustees is not performing. The
government has in its possession a report that questions
the performance of State Trustees but will not release it.
I am most concerned that the annual report of State
Trustees would have us believe that there has been
compliance with those benchmarks when in fact that
may not be the case.
Some time ago I lodged an FOI application with the
relevant department for release of that report. I still do
not have the report. The act has not been complied
with, and I have been forced to appeal to the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal. I have no doubt that
in this case, as with so many others, the government
will fork out many hundreds if not thousands of dollars
to fight the opposition's application. Then, shortly
before the hearing in the Administrative Appeals
Tribunal, it will release the report. The government has
a certain modus operandi when it comes to freedom of
information requests. It refuses to release documents
until it is at the door of the court. It then releases them
because it does not want to be scrutinised at the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal.
Although the honourable member for Williamstown did
not move his reasoned amendment, the opposition
raised its concern about the need for open scrutiny of
State Trustees, a concern that would be shared by all
members. It is not a party-political question; it is a
question about providing the best service for people
with disabilities. The complaints that have been made
about State Trustees have been well summed up by

The third complaint arises from the organisation STAR,
which represents many people with disabilities. That
organisation has reported numerous complaints about
the way State Trustees administers fmancial affairs, in
particular that the trustees are too distant and do not
deal with individuals. Many general rulings are made,
but they do not take account of the particular
circumstances of individuals.
State Trustees has acted for clients of Western Port
Speaking Out, which reported a client who was unable
to fmd suitable accommodation because he could not
contact his State Trustees administrator to discuss his
fmancial affairs and put them on a sound footing.
Another example has been raised by Pamela CUrT of the
Uniting Church, who reported that in one case a doctor
had to keep ringing the Guardianship and
Administration Board on behalf of his patient to ensure
State Trustees allowed sufficient funds to pay for her
medication. That covers a range of complaints raised
with the opposition, but I am sure there are many
others.
The government's response is to open up State Trustees
to market forces. It has adopted the same response in
other fields, including youth and family services. In
some senses it is seen as a panacea: where there is a
problem with service delivery the government has
opened up the service to market forces in the
expectation that that will automatically lead to a better
service. Unfortunately we do not know whether that
will be the case. I do not object to opening up the
possibility of other trustee organisations taking over the
administration of some cases. The performance of State
Trustees has been such as to make one believe that
many of the other organisations will no doubt do a
better job.
However, I am concerned that the government has
given no indication of the monitoring mechanisms it
will adopt to ensure that those other trustee
organisations do the job properly. Although the
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principle is not objected to in this case, the minister
ought to describe the monitoring and evaluation
methods the government has in mind when he sums up.
The opposition believes there needs to be a closer
monitoring of the private organisations than is currently
the case with State Trustees. Just as importantly, the
performance of those private trustees needs to be
transparent. That, of course. is missing in the case of
State Trustees because the report referred to tonight has
not been released.
During the recent Mitcham by-election campaign one
of the issues raised with the opposition was the
government's provision of disability services. The
perfonnance of the government at Kew Residential
Services has been commented on widely in the media
and by the Coroner. More broadly, the government has
presided over an administration that has made
fundamental cuts to services for people with
disabilities. The government has failed to give adequate
support to families whose members suffer from
disabilities, and it has failed to set out a proper plan to
cater for the future of all those with disabilities. That is
why hundreds of people are now living uncertain
futures in the community, not knowing what services
they will have access to. Something like 3000 people
with disabilities now need accommodation support. The
government is not giving them any indication that they
will receive any sort of assistance.
Many people with disabilities have their affairs
managed by State Trustees. The problems they are
facing as a result of the budget cuts and
mismanagement of the government have been
compounded by the mismanagement of State Trustees.
There is a step forward in the legislation in that at least
those people will be able to complain to the
Ombudsman, although of itself that will be something
of a Pyrrhic victory when they find that the
Ombudsman's resources are so limited that any
complaints they make could take a great deal of time to
investigate.
Although I admire the work of the Ombudsman, it is
my experience that his office is understaffed and
underresourced. In many of these cases I cannot
imagine the Ombudsman will be able to respond
quickly enough to give any help to people with
disabilities. To take a practical example, it may well be
that the family of a person with a disability is not
getting any response from State Trustees because of its
mismanagement. A request will have to be made of the
Ombudsman to investigate, who may himself not have
the resources to chase up that inquiry. That is the
problem.
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Mr Finn interjected.
Mr THWAITES - The honourable member for
Tullamarine is interjecting out of his place again.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I thought the
honourable member for Tullamarine would have been
fairly quiet this week after the flogging Geelong gave
Richmond on Saturday. The honourable member for
Tullamarine has been disorderly and should remain
silent. As his voice was not effective on Saturday, he
should remain silent tonight.
Mr THWAITES - I notice the honourable
member for Tullamarine is interjecting from out of his
place, which is not surprising. We all know he is trying
to get out of his seat and into the safer neighbouring
seat of Gisborne. He knows Liz Beatty is coming to get
him.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition would assist the Chair ifhe
came back to the bill.
Mr THWA1TES - I will, Mr Deputy Speaker, but
before I do I warn the honourable member that the
candidate for Gisborne will whip him as well.

Before I leave the issue of privatisation I shall raise a
concern that was raised with the opposition by a
number of community organisations. They asked, 'How
do we know whether competition will remedy the
problems when we do not know what the problems
are?'. We do not know what the problems are because
the government has not released the reports. If the
government were to release the reports it would be a
much more open situation and private trustee
companies and others would have an opportunity to see
how they can improve the service. If the problems with
State Trustees were out in the open for all to see the
private operators would be in a much better position to
provide a better service.
One additional area we oUght to give some
consideration to is the situation of people from
non-English-speaking backgrounds who have
disabilities. There may be alternative trustee
organisations that have experience in dealing with
ethnic groups that can provide better services. That
ought to be looked at in the future.

In conclusion, although the opposition has not moved a
reasoned amendment it wishes to raise its serious
concern with the government about the reports that
have not been released. The reports will eventually be
made public, and instead of wasting time and money at
the Administrative Appeals Tribunal the government
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would be much better off if the truth were to come out
now so that a more informed appraisal could be made
of the performance of the State Trustees.

Read second time.

Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I thank the honourable
members for Williarnstown, Footscray, Richmond,
Clayton, Box Hill, Keilor and Albert Park for their
comments on the bill. The honourable member for Box
Hill summed up in his very adequate response the
questions raised by the honourable member for
Williamsto\\m, who was the lead opposition speaker.
The honourable member for Box Hill said that the bill
is opening up State Trustees to competition. State
Trustees has been in existence since 1939. It has done
an enormous amount of work assisting people with all
sorts of mental and physical disabilities over that time.

Passed remaining stages.

The honourable member for Albert Park spoke about
not being able to get a response in less than three
months. I question his remarks and wonder how he
went about assisting his constituents to get advice. I
have had occasion to call State Trustees on behalf of a
constituent, and the response was forthcoming in a
positive and helpful manner. The honourable member
for Albert Park complained about the delay rather than
doing a bit of hard work and making appropriate
representations. It is my understanding that State
Trustees has a 1800 number that people can dial at the
cost of a local call. I am sure that if the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition rang and gave his name on behalf of
his constituent he would receive a helpful response.
The honourable member for Albert Park talked about
the Ombudsman's office being underresourced. From
where I sit in my ministerial portfolio I have a fair bit to
do with the Ombudsman's office. I endorse the
comment of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition that
the Office of the Ombudsman is efficient. Every time
the Ombudsman has sought under the portfolio
responsibility of the Premier additional resources to
carry out an investigation he has been provided with
those resources. The points made by the honourable
member for Albert Park have a hollow ring about them.
The bill amends the Accident Compensation Act, the
Administration and Probate Act, the Supreme Court
Act and the Transport Accident Act. Competition will
follow those amendments. Not only will State Trustees
continue to provide a good service to those in need of
that type of support by providing competition in the
marketplace, this measure will go a long way towards
ensuring that the performance we look for is reflected
in the outcomes.
Motion agreed to.

Remaining stages

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 24 March; motion of Ms McCALL
(Frankston) for adoption of address--in-reply.

Mr SEITZ (Keilor)- It gives me great pleasure to
join other honourable members in the address-in-reply
debate and to congratulate Sir lames Gobbo on his
appointment to the high office of Governor of this state.
I wish him an enjoyable period in office. I offer his
predecessor, Richard McGarvie, my congratulations on
a job well done. He has an extraordinary ability to
recognise people, even ifhe has met them only once in
a crowd. I was with some constituents in Keilor when
he visited the Keilor Primary SchooL Some 12 months
later he saw the same people in a different location, and
he remembered their names. They were very pleased
and proud, and they came and told me so.
It is a big thing for the migrant community when one
of its members achieves high office. The embracing of
multiculturalism, in having a person from an ethnic
background elevated to the high office of Governor of
Victoria, demonstrates the maturity of Victorians and
Australians. His is a role model which gives the next
generation something to work towards. We should all
share in that joy as one nation that recognises people
from different ethnic backgrounds and communities. At
present, when I think about it, I get a warm feeling and
an appreciation of the fact that somebody from an
ethnic background, born and raised to speak a language
different from English, has been elevated to the position
of Governor, as I too consider myself privileged to have
been able to attain the high office of representing my
electorate in this house.

Many people take for granted what we in Victoria and
Australia are on about. Australia gives everybody the
opportunity to reach the highest position or office in the
country. That would not happen in other countries
unless you had been born there; you would not be given
such an opportunity. I am concerned that, as we build
Australia from what is still a young country, our
community should cherish the fact that regardless of
their blood line, birthrights, or whatever. all people are
treated as equals in this country.
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Too often I see ethnic community leaders misusing the
Australian democracy. At citizenship ceremonies I
stress on those becoming Australians not to be
kidnapped by the ethnic leaders who are usually not
democratically elected, but to maintain a participation
in the mainstream of Victorian life. I tell them, 'Your
children go to kindergartens, primary schools or high
schools; they play in the same sporting clubs and are
integrating with their neighbours. Do not be kidnapped
by your leaders. If you participate in the Australian
mainstream of life you will fmd opportunities exist for
everybody' .
It is important that we educate our community,
particularly those from non-English-speaking
backgrounds, to understand and reach the goals
available to them, their children and grandchildren. If
that right is not guarded we could end up with the
ethnic cleansing which occurred in Europe, Africa and
other countries where, after 100 or 200 years, many
people fmd it is no longer safe to live. Many would
never have dreamt they would be forced to leave their
countries of origin. Members of Parliament must
maintain their responsibility to provide for those from
different educational and ethnic backgrounds.
The people of Keilor embraced the fonner Governor,
Mr McGarvie, and I know they have loudly applauded
the appointment of the new Governor, Sir lames
Gobbo. No doubt, they would like to have him visit
their community organisations and clubs. I have
encouraged them to invite the Governor to visit and to
see the services that have been developed in the
electorate. For example, the Australian-Italy Club in
Sunshine is a multicultural club whose committee and
members are all migrants. That is a prime example of a
community club or organisation that has opened its
doors to everybody. I was surprised that people from
Africa are shareholders and members of that club.
Recently I was there and heard a person speaking
Italian. I asked, 'Where did you leam Italian - when
you came to Australia?'. He said, 'No, I came from
Africa and the native language spoken in that part of the
country was Italian'. That demonstrates what is
happening in Keilor where people from all nations can
easily and freely mix.
Opposite my electorate office is the building where
migrant English classes are held. Recent arrivals,
including refugees of all nationalities who attend there
remind me that we all have the same needs. People
have to live: they need transport, health care and
education. They need to have affordable services - for
example, telephones, water, gas and electricityprovided by the government so that life becomes easier.
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Transport is a significant problem in Keilor and the
City of Brimbank. The biggest problem faced by the
fonner council commissioners, they told me, was the
limited transport within the city. Those
commissioners - some from the other side of
Melbourne where trains, trams and buses are within
easy walking distance - were shocked to fmd that the
growth area of Keilor does not have those services. It
has sparse bus seIVices. Train services terminate at
St Albans or Sydenham. The fares in the travel zone in
which St Albans is located are higher than for suburbs
in the east or south a similar distance from the CBD.
My constituents pay extra to use the train from
St Albans. Many of my constituents travel to Albion,
which is in a closer fare zone to the CBD, to avoid
paying the extra fares.
We all value education. We all learn that life is an
ongoing education; we are never too old to learn.
However, class sizes in our secondary and primary
schools are of concern. Teachers fmd it difficult to
teach properly because many classrooms have been
built to accommodate only 16 or 20 students, not the 30
who now cram into each room. Insufficient classroom
space creates problems and tension. In the past 20 years
children have tended to grow taller and need more
space, as we know from our own experience. Years ago
the average house size was about 12 squares and was
considered sufficient for a family of six; today a home
of 56 squares is often considered too small for a family
of two.
We are now trying to cram more kids into smaller
classrooms, and that is an impediment both to learning
and to the teachers, who have extra problems of
discipline to cope with. The government must put more
resources into education and look at the needs of
schools individually, not just take a mean average
teacher-student ratio of, say, 1:24 or 1:26. Who is
counted in that ratio? Are the principal and teachers
who are away or relieving counted in that figure? It is
important that society and a responsible government
have their priorities right, and education is an important
investment for the future of Victoria. A well educated
society gives Victoria an advantage over other states
and countries.
The development of modern technology requires a
highly educated society, and unless we invest in it now
we will pay the penalties in years to come. The children
of today will not thank us if those issues are not raised
and a proper education process put in place to give
them every opportunity available.
Too often one hears people saying they attended a
school with 30 or 40 kids in the classroom. That
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situation may have applied 10, 20 or 30 years ago.
Today, even if you are a gatekeeper you must be able to
operate a computer. Ten or twenty years ago the
attendants and orderlies in this house did not need
computer skills as they do today. In the future there will
be jobs we do not know about yet, and unless society is
highly educated people will be unable to cope and
Australia will not be at the forefront of living standards
and economic survival. We have seen a rapid change in
technology in areas such as medicine, and Victoria
must invest in the future of its young people regardless
ofthe cost.
1 shall now deal with aged care. In my electorate many
post-war migrants need services provided to the elderly.
They are concerned and confused about how much
money they must pay for those services and whether
they must sell their homes or divorce their spouses if a
partner needs nursing home care as in the case
mentioned in the newspaper today. The fear of not
having the money to pay for the services needed due to
changes brought in by the federal government in the
main will affect not only the 17 or 18 per cent who go
into nursing homes, but many others. The Victorian
government must show it is concerned about those
issues. It is a concern of elderly people today and will
be of concern to honourable members in the future.
I now turn to the issue of the privatisation and
corporatisation of water, gas and electricity services.
Prices have increased and the elderly in my electorate
experience difficulty in meeting their expenses. The
actual figure for kilowatt hours on electricity has been
fixed, but there are other hidden charges. At the end of
the day it is not a matter of how the figure is broken up:
the amount on the bill is the amount that must be paid.
The government said privatisation would bring
competition and prices would come down, but they
have not.
My electorate ofKeilor is a growth area with much
development taking place. The government deregulated
many departments, and inspectors - whether weights
and measures or building inspectors - were taken
away. Building permits may now be obtained from a
private provider and a request may be made at
Werribee for a building inspection to be carried out in
the City of Brimbank. Builders and subcontractors must
be registered, have insurance and guarantee their work,
which is good. However, unless the government
provides money to employ people to enforce the
regulations this is not done. For example, a quote from
a law-abiding concreter would be higher than one by an
unregistered person who works off the back of a ute as
all the costs involved must be accounted for. The
honest businessman complying with government
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requirements is going broke because his quotes cannot
compete with those of an unregistered person.
Privatisation with its self-discipline, self-registration
and self-control does not work. Industry needs paid
government inspectors to investigate the situation. This
applies to all areas of the building industry, including
roofing, fencing and framing.
The requirement for toilet facilities on the site is often
disregarded because inspectors are not there to enforce
the regulations. Laws may be made in this house,
registration boards may be created, but at the end of the
day the regulations are not being enforced. I urge the
government to consider those matters. Many of my
constituents have expressed concern about the way they
are disadvantaged by abiding by the requirements of the
government.
Because of the time limits I will not raise other matters
of concern. I wish Sir lames and Lady Gobbo well and
hope they will visit the electorate of Keilor in the near
future.

Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
The SPEAKER - Order! Under sessional orders
the time for the adjournment of the house has now
arrived.

ADJOURNMENT

Beeac Swamp Reserve
Ms GARBUTI' (Bundoora)- I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management the Beeac Swamp Reserve and ask her to
investigate claims by a local group, the Friends of
Beeac Swamp, that they have been unfairly denied
membership of the Lake Beeac catchment management
strategy steering committee. Although the other
stakeholders have been included, that group alone has
been excluded, which appears to be deliberate.
The group has collected signatures on a petition, which
it has asked me to direct to the attention of the minister.
Unfortunately it is not in a form that enables me to table
it in the house because it is addressed to the local
member, the honourable member for Polwarth, who has
obviously not tabled it and is not going to.
Nevertheless, I will bring it to the minister's attention.
The petition says:
We, the undersigned, hereby petition the Hon. lan Smith,
MLA, member for Polwarth, Parks Victoria and Landcare
Colac to preserve Beeac Swamp Reserve of any interference
to its natural state. We consider grazing and dredging
detrimental to the natural environment, including the

ADJOURNMENT

ASSEMBLY

852
numerous species of Australian native flora and fauna living
there.

FlU'thermore, we ask that a guarantee be given to us that this
natural environment will be preserved for present and future
generations to enjoy.

The petition outlines the issue, which goes to the level
to which the lake will be filled and the amount of stock
grazing and dredging that can occur in the swamp. The
friends have gathered 305 signatures on the petition,
which is a significant number from a rural area. I ask
the minister to take the issues into consideration,
particularly the final point on the petition that the
natural environment be preserved for the future.
The group has also asked that Beeac Swamp be
investigated for a possible Ramsar listing, because it
believes it is of sufficient environmental importance to
justify it. I again ask the minister to take note of the
concerns, in particular that as a significant stakeholder
the group be included on the steering committee on the
future of the lake.

Cyclists: road laws
Mr FINN (fuIIamarine) - I raise for the attention
of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services the
apparent near suicidal tendencies of some of the cyclists
roaming the streets ofMelboume. I am aware that
cycling to work provides wonderful exercise, and I
have no doubt that it is also wonderful for the
environment. However, my experience in recent times
has been that some cyclists show a blatant and total
disregard for the laws of the road. Over recent years
considerable concern has been expressed about the
number of accidents involving cyclists. That does not
greatly surprise me, because in many instances those
people clearly bring it on themselves. Every morning
when the house is sitting I drive through Moonee
Ponds, Brunswick and Carlton on my way to
Parliament, and I will continue to do so until City Link
is opened - anything to avoid the TuIIamarine
Freeway during peak hour!
I will give the minister some idea of the sorts of
problems motorists in the area face. This morning I was
driving along Mount Alexander Road, Moonee Ponds.
When I stopped at the lights, along with the other
traffic, a cyclist came up from behind us and went
straight through both sets of red lights.
An Honourable Member - Do you drive?

Mr FINN - I drive, yes, and a marvellous thing it
is, too. Closer to the city, on the corner of Elgin and
Swanston streets, a cyclist decided to take it upon
himself to cut across the road in front of the flow of
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traffic down Swanston Street. I can assure you that if it
was not for our brakes he would be a very sore and
sorry lad tonight.
An honourable member intetjected.

Mr FINN - I decided to brake, although I had to
think deeply about it. Motorists in the area face similar
situations every day. I ask the minister to take the
appropriate action and have the police carry out a blitz
on cyclists, particularly in those areas. They are clearly
a danger to others who use the roads and a major threat
to road safety in our city. Unless our law enforcement
officers take tough action, tragedies will occur as a
result of accidents caused by cyclists who display a
total disregard for the law.
School buses: Ballan-BalIarat
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Education the extension of
the Ballan to Ballarat government school bus service to
Greendale. Jo Fisher ofGreendale, who has
campaigned on the issue for quite some time, has
recently been in touch with me. The government has
not only refused to help the students wishing to attend
school in BaHarat using the Ballan to Ballarat bus
service but has now imposed a fee on those Greendale
students catching the bus at Ballan, despite the sibling
entitlements they have enjoyed. The government claims
the bus service it has provided will go only to the
nearest government school, despite a free service
having been available from Ballan to BaHarat and
Bacchus Marsh - when Ballarat is further away.
Ms Fisher informed me that she is staggered that the
Parliamentary Secretary, Education, the honourable
member for Ripon, has refused to assist, despite having
played a part in allowing a free government school bus
service from Blampied to bypass Daylesford Secondary
College on the way to Ballarat and in allowing the
Waubra and Skipton buses to bypass Beaufort
Secondary College on the way to Ballarat. The
honourable mernber for Ripon made the amazing
suggestion that the parents start up their own business.
Ms Fisher claims the extension of the service would
save the government of the order of $11 000 in
conveyancing allowances. With its continual cutbacks
and its obsession with every dollar in the budget, I
would have thought that that would appeal to the
government. Ms Fisher also claims that she has been
intimidated by Department of Education officials.
Those allegations need to be inquired into. We need a
public review of government school bus services
around BaIlarat. We need to look at the cosy deals to
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see whether policies are being consistently applied. We
also need to look at ways of extending services instead
of cutting them back and constantly imposing new
charges.

the area? Can the minister provide any information for
local people about the release of the draft plan?

I call on the honourable member for Ripon to attend the
public meeting at the Ballan Mechanics Institute
tomorrow at 7.30 p.m. and to have the courage to
explain the anomalies in the policies he is partly
responsible for. I call on the minister to review the
government's bus policies for Ballarat.

Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - I refer the
Minister for Planning and Local Government to an
inquiry he commissioned in the Shire ofNillumbik.
Will he abandon the farcical, theatrical, mic key-mouse
inquiry that he has instigated into the shire and replace
it with a proper inquiry under the Evidence Act so that
it is subjected to the rules of evidence and has the
power to subpoena witnesses and grant indemnity?
Such an inquiry would have a far broader brief and
could inquire into the role of the commissioners the
government appointed and their role in appointing the
current CEO. It could also inquire into the roles played
by local members in the area, particularly the
honourable member for Eltham and the federal member
for McEwen, Mrs Fran Bailey, in the appointment of
the shire's CEO.

Port CampbeU National Park
Mr J. F. McGRATH (WarmamtJ<.x)I)- I raise for
the attention of the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management the draft report on the national park at
Port Campbell, and more particularly, on the Bay of
Islands, which is an extension of the attractions for
international visitors along the Great Ocean Road.
Not many people in Victoria would understand the
significance of the attractions that extend beyond the
Twelve Apostles and Port Campbell. As you go
towards the City of Warmamboo I and the township of
Peterborough you come to a beautifully scenic and
historical spot called the Bay of Islands. Many people
take the time to go to the Twelve Apostles but do not
go beyond that. As I said, it is the part of the report that
deals with the Bay of Islands to which I draw the
attention of the minister. In that area, at a spot called
Boat Bay, there is access for small craft along what is
otherwise a rugged and inaccessible coastline. Although
the small craft using the bay are principally engaged in
fishing, the bay is also the only access point along the
coast for small craft involved in sea rescue.
The Bay of Islands has been used on various occasions
to great effect. Small craft launched there have
recovered people, particularly those in fishing craft who
have been washed in close to shore. Although large
fishing craft cannot gain access, smaller boats can. The
review identified significant dangers associated with the
ramp due to deterioration. Problems were also
identified in relation to members of registered pony
clubs riding along Childers Cove, an area of Crown
land adjacent to the coastline that has been improved
for the benefit of visitors by the local community.
Has the minister had the opportunity to look at those
issues in the draft plan? Is the government able to
address some of the issues of major concern to people
like Bamey Hammond, who represents the local
community and has a particular interest in the boat
ramp, Childers Cove and horse riding by pony clubs in

Nillumbik: inquiry

The reality is that the minister's current inquiry is more
about satisfYing the demands of the honourable
member for Eltham, who wants the elected council
sacked because he believes the local residents - his
constituents - are unable to make intelligent decisions
about who should represent them. He wants his local
constituents to be disenfranchised because he thinks he
knows better. He thinks this government knows better.
He thinks his constituents ought to be represented by
those who represent him rather than their elected
representatives.

It is all about this government's seeking justification for
sacking the elected council. That is what the honourable
member for Eltham is all about. It is all about deflecting
the blame over the appointment of the CEO, who has
been an absolute disaster. He deceived the shire about
his employment conditions. He was appointed at the
behest of the federal member for McEwen and the
honourable member for Eltham. It is about deflecting
theblame--

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

Catchment management authorities
Ms DA VIES (Gippsland West) - I ask the Minister
for Agriculture and Resources to do some more
research to find other ways offmancing the valuable
work that will be done by our new catchment
management authorities other than by imposing yet
another new tax on people in West Gippsland. The
second key recommendation of his working party's
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report, Review of Catchment Management Structures in
Victoria. which was released in February 1997, states:
Adequate funding be provided by government for the
establishment of the se catchment management authorities,
taking account of their increased responsibilities and
accountabilities.

Government funding of $1.7 million is not adequate.
The Department of National Resources and
Environment document Questions and Answers on
CMAs produced in March 1997 gives three funding
sources: state government resources, federal funding
from National Heritage Trust and regional resources. It
also mentions other cost-sharing arrangements. It would
seem that is a euphemism for a new tax, which has
become the main source of funding for these CMAs.
I inform the minister that he has a major public
relations disaster on his hands in my area. As soon as
the bills started coming out my office was completely
flooded with complaints, and they just keep coming.
Some 43 per cent of the population of Bass Coast Shire
live on less than $200 a week. They cannot afford yet
another $25 tax. For many of them it is absolutely the
last straw. I suggest that the minister do some research.
Preferably he should do what was originally
recommended by his working party, and ensure that
'adequate funding be provided by government for the
establishment of ... catchment management
authorities' .
That applies specifically to the West Gippsland
catchment management authority, which has just sent
out its new bill.

Directors Talent Libraries
Dr DEAN (Berwick) - I direct the attention of the
Minister for Fair Trading to a company known as
Directors Talent Libraries, which commenced
operations on 23 September 1997. It promoted itself as
a talent agency and its advertisements contain
statements along the lines that 20000 film and
television production houses, directors, advertising
agencies and consultancies in Victoria are just
clamouring for work. The company says it is looking
for actors, actresses and child performers and offers to
put those who pay $135 on to a prospective performer
database.
Last year the company was linked to two people by the
names of Mathew Douglas and Michael Kain. They
have a reputation. They were major players in a firm
called MTO - Melbourne Theatre Office. Last year
MTO offered a package deal for high society evenings,
including concerts, dinners and luxury
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accommodation - all for $49. It may not surprise
members to fmd that it was not possible to provide
luxury accommodation, concerts and dinners for $49!
As a consequence Fair Trading obtained injunctions
against the company and prohibited it from continuing
deceptive and misleading advertising. The County
Court froze its bank accounts and assets.
Those two gentlemen have also been up to that sort of
behaviour in New Zealand, Queensland and New South
Wales. They are now permanently banned from the
travel industry in New South Wales. The link to
Directors Talent Libraries is of great concern. It appears
that DTL does not yet have its database in existence
and has just changed from the South Yarra address I
mentioned to a South Melbourne address. In light of the
allegations and allegiances will the Attorney-General
investigate the firm?

Geelong: sexual assault service
Ms KOSKY (Altona) - I refer the Minister for
Youth and Community Services to the sexual assault
service at Geelong, which is auspiced by the Geelong
Rape Crisis Centre. The program is funded under the
Streetkids program for homeless young people, which
currently receives funding from the Department of
Human Services. The department acknowledges the
very strong link between youth homelessness and
sexual assault. It also acknowledges that existing
models for rape crisis centres do not adequately
respond to the needs of young people and require
additional resources to develop those models in
response to young people's concerns.
The program received three years of funding and is
currently funded until the end of June. Will the minister
advise whether this important service is to receive
ongoing funding? The sexual assault service has
established networks locally and is a highly regarded
service in the area, extending from Geelong through to
Lavers Hill. The extensive waiting list for the program
evidences its success. The program has dealt with
49 young people in the past six months. It responds
well to the needs of young people who are victims of
sexual assault and who are either homeless or facing
homelessness. The service currently receives $65 000 a
year in funding. It is not an expensive service.
The government's evaluation of the Streetkids program,
which was completed in July 1997 and is yet to be
released publicly, refers to the sexual assault service
and states that there are good reasons for maintaining
youth-focused sexual assault services for at risk and
homeless young people. Current services are not
providing the necessary approach and, even if they
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were, young people do not easily access those agencies.
The government's own evaluation supports the
programs. Will the Minister for Youth and Community
Services advise the house of his intentions for the
Geelong sexual assault service? Will the service receive
continued funding so that young people in the area who
are homeless or facing homelessness and who are
victims of sexual assault can gain access to the services
they need to get on with their lives?

Eastern Freeway: extension
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) - I ask the Minister for
Transport to refer the attention of the Minister for
Roads and Ports in another place to the Eastern
Freeway extension which was opened in December last
year and which cost $250 million in state funds. It has
been a terrific success and has improved the lives of
eastern suburbs residents extraordinarily. In my
constituency alone Doncaster Road traffic has been
reduced from some 80000 cars a day to 20 000. That is
a fabulous result for a residential area. It represents a
reduction in noise and atmospheric pollution and
provides a terrific boost to the local community. Most
workers in my community work in the central business
district and their trips home have been improved
dramatically. Last night at a meeting a woman told me
she estimates she saves 20 minutes a night in travelling
time. Other people said they save 10 to 15 minutes
every day on their trips home. When you add that up
over a year it is a terrific boost to the lifestyles of the
people of my constituency.
These benefits, however, have led to many people from
further out in the eastern suburbs - and even further
south - using the freeway to travel into town. It is
quite clear that the traffic is increasing in volume at the
Hoddle Street end. I am sure the constituents of the
honourable member for Ivanhoe have also experienced
the increased traffic. At 7.00 a.m. last week I
experienced a 10-minute delay on the trip to town. I
share with my constituents a desire to deal with the
problems the Labor Party failed to deal with - that is,
the establishment of an inner ring-road.
Two legs of the ring-road are already under
construction at the western and southern end. Despite
the sabotage of the Labor Party, there is the capacity to
extend the Eastern Freeway further west to ultimately
link with the Tullamarine Freeway. Hoddle Street could
obviously be altered to enable improved traffic flow in
a north--south direction. In the context of budget
restraint and the requirements of the health and
education systems, will the minister bear in mind the
needs of the people of the eastern suburbs who use the
Eastern Freeway in morning traffic to travel into the

855

city and take steps as soon as possible in cooperation
with the federal government to improve access to the
CBD and the western suburbs?

Audrey Brooks Preschool
Mr LANGDON (lvanhoe) - Will the Minister for
Education seek clarification on the transfer of the
Audrey Brooks Preschool to the Bellfield Primary
School site? I raise this as a matter of urgency because I
noticed in his address-in-reply of 17 March in the other
place a member for Templestowe Province, Mr Furletti,
mentioned the transfer but stated it was to the Banyule
Primary School, which is some 5 or 6 kilometres as the
crow flies away from the proposed site. I also note from
his speech that he claims I know very little about the
Audrey Brooks Preschool. I certainly know far more
than he does if he thinks it is close to the BanyuJe
Primary School!
There is concern in my electorate that the upper house
member did not know what he was talking about. The
honourable member for Templestowe Province also
claimed that I have not approached the Minister for
Education on the issue: that is another barefaced
untruth. On 4 December 1997 I raised the matter on the
adjournment debate and clarified the situation. I
mentioned that I knew the minister had met with a
councillor.
Mr Perton - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, the
honourable member is using the adjournment debate as
an alternative means of personal explanation rather than
raising a matter of substance for a minister. I ask you to
rule his comments out of order.
The SPEAKER - Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The honourable member has the right to raise
something with a minister. The honourable member for
Ivanhoe should, however, ask the minister for some
action on the matter he raises.
Mr LANGDON - I seek clarification because, as I
said, there is a great deal of concern in the area about
whether the Audrey Brooks Preschool is to be
transferred to the Banyule Primary School, which is
near Banyule Road in Rosanna, or to the Bellfield
Primary School, which is in Banksia Street in Ivanhoe.
Clearly the member for Templestowe Province had no
idea what he was talking about when he raised the
matter in the Legislative Council. He endeavoured in
his speech to clarify what I had said. He said I did not
know about the issue. I am well aware of the issue and
raised it in the house on 4 December last year. I am the
president of the Audrey Brooks Preschool, which is
something the member for Templestowe Province

ADJOURNMENT

ASSEMBLY

856

seems to have overlooked. He stated in the Council that
I had made incorrect statements. People in glass houses
surely should not throw stones! I recommend that that
member for Templestowe Province investigate the
issues he wishes to raise and get the facts right before
he starts making disparaging remarks about anyone in
this house.

Motorised scooters: classification
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports in another
place, through the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, the appropriate classification of motorised
scooters that have been developed by a constituent,
David McGregor. The scooters are not currently
classified, and I ask the minister's assistance in
obtaining an appropriate classification.

Responses
Mn TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - The honourable member for
Bundoora raises with me an issue involving the Friends
of the Beeac Swamp Reserve. It was unclear from the
honourable member's comments what she wanted me
to do, but she referred to a petition addressed to the
honourable member for Polwarth which she had but
which was not in the right format. I am more than
happy to look at the petition, which I understand had
305 signatures.

Apparently the petitioners do not want grazing or
dredging in the Beeac Swamp Reserve. I do not know
whether grazing or dredging already exists in that
reserve but I am prepared to be briefed on the issue.
The honourable member also asked why the group is
not represented on a steering committee, presumably
under the auspices of the Corangarnite catchment
management authority, that is examining the future of
Lake Beeac. I will consider the matters raised by the
honourable member and have regional officers of the
Department of Natural Resources and Environment or
officers of the catchment authority look at the matters
raised.
The honourable member for Warmambool raised with
me the draft management plan of the Port Campbell
National Park. As honourable members will know,
there is a draft management plan that takes in the
Twelve Apostles, the Bay ofIslands and the whole of
that elongated national park running along the coastline.
During discussions on the draft management plan a
number of local issues have been raised both with the
honourable member for Warrnambool and local media
and, I suspect, in submissions on the draft management
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plan. Although the plan will take its course, as it must,
under the legislation, some matters which the
honourable member has raised and discussed with me
are a concern to local people in the area.
I am more than happy to take on board the matters
raised by the honourable member and will suggest to
Parks Victoria that some of the local issues be
addressed. I am also more than happy to indicate to
Parks Victoria that the long-established boat ramp at
Boat Bay in the Bay of Islands Coastal Park could
remain open and be upgraded because it is an important
local asset. If it is to be maintained appropriate funds
will have to be spent on it. The honourable member
said it is used not just for commercial and recreation
fishing craft but as a jetty from which to launch rescue
operations. I am more than happy to indicate to the
honourable member that I recognise the boat ramp as
an important local asset that should be upgraded and
maintained.
The other local issue related to horseriding. Having
heard about the concerns raised in the local community,
1 am prepared to inform Parks Victoria that horses
should continue to be permitted in the beach zone of the
Bay of Martyrs, with the bay being defined to protect
the nested hooded plovers. As is often the case there
needs to be a balance between what is appropriate for
the protection of natural access and native flora and
fauna and the preservation of what have become
traditional recreational uses. In this case it seems that
we can protect the plover while protecting the
environment of the Bay of Martyrs. Similarly, through
a licensing process registered horseriding clubs could
be included in the plan.
The last matter raised by the honourable member
related to community concern about Childers Cove and
the need for a new car park layout. That issue is
ongoing, but now that it is clear that car parking should
be developed I will have the matter addressed quickly. I
hope that addresses some of the important local matters
raised by that community. It will enable park
management, the community and other interested
parties to have a broader focus on some of the key
issues involving the infrastructure that supports the
huge number of visitors that visit Port CampbeU
National Park, the Twelve Apostles and the Bay of
Islands through to Warmambool and Peterborough. I
am aware of the media attention given to these issues
and I will indicate to Parks Victoria that in finalising the
management plan they should be managed in the way I
have indicated tonight.
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - The honourable member for
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Yan Yean raised with me the inquiry that is under way
relating to the actions of the chief executive officer and
the Shire of Nillumbik. I am reminded of the remarks of
the honourable member that the appointment of the
inquiry into the Nillumbik council and its chief
executive officer was some sort of payback for the
criticism made of the ambulance service's late arrival in
tragic circumstances involving one of the parties. I was
unaware of those circumstances at the time I appointed
the inquiry, but it seems there is some hysteria, perhaps
arising from the insecurity of the honourable member
for Van Yean and some of the more active players in
the Nillumbik municipality.
I am willing to await the municipal inspector's report
into the matter. I do not know what the report will say. I
do know whether a number of people have put evidence
before the inquiry, but I would not doubt that it will be
given careful consideration. The honourable member
for Yan Yean does not need any evidence. In the great
Labor tradition he makes up his mind first and then
holds the inquiry later. 1 am absolutely delighted to
know - and I am sure you will be, too, Mr Speakerthat the honourable member for Yan Yean has
discovered the Evidence Act. That is a great advance
for this Parliament. The fact that the honourable
member has discovered the act gives us great hope that
he might know what it is to tell the truth, what it is to be
put on oath, what it is to allow proper process and
natural justice to take place and what it is not to allow
one's enthusiasm to condemn without knowing the
evidence to lead to using Parliament in a disgraceful
way, as the honourable member has done before and is
again doing.
The honourable member seems to want to make a case
as a prosecutor - I am sure being a prosecutor is one of
the occupations the honourable member would
naturally most like. 1 see him in that great
middle-European tradition of the prosecutor who
condemns the accused before he or she is even heard, as
he does in this house. I do not see the honourable
member ever allowing anybody to make a defence. I do
not see the honourable member ever wanting to hear
the evidence under the Evidence Act or any other act.
Condemn somebody fIrst and listen to the arguments
later! That is probably a great family tradition of the
honourable member, coming as he does from
generation after generation of that tribal experience.

Mr Haenneyer - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
I find the insinuations of the minister against my ethnic
background particularly offensive. Certain things take
place in this house in the cut and thrust of debate, but
insinuations against people's heritage and ethnic
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background are particularly offensive. 1 ask the minister
to withdraw.

Mr Perton - Further on the point of order,
Mr Speaker - The SPEAKER - Order! Sit down, please. I am
sure if the honourable member for Yan Yean fmds the
remarks offensive the minister will withdraw them. I
commend to members not being too thin-skinned and particularly when members are prepared to dish it
out, they also have to take it. The minister will
withdraw the remarks the honourable member finds
offensive.
Mr MACLELLAN - I withdraw any remarks I
have made which offend the honourable member for
Yan Yean. I simply recall this is not the first time the
honourable member has used Parliament to make
remarks that he would not have the courage to make
outside the house. I repeat to the honourable member
my previous invitation: I ask him for Yan Yean
whether he would be willing to take the Hansard report
of what he said in this house about the chief executive
officer and read it in a public forum outside this
chamber.
The answer is the honourable member for Yan Yean
would not have the courage to do that because he
knows that what he has said in the house would be
actionable ifhe said it outside. He talks about the
Evidence Act; he talks about justice; he talks about
having a dinkum inquiry. As I say, he is in a personal
mode where he condemns people first and uses the
Parliament to do it. It is interesting that the honourable
member is, as you would say, Mr Speaker, so sensitive
when the situation is reversed and he is being
condemned in the house. It is very interesting - -

Mr Haenneyer inteIjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! Will the honourable
member for Van Yean heed the Chair's advice and
cease interjecting!

Mr MACLELLAN - He is so sensitive when he is
the subject of any comment but he likes to dish it out to
people who are not members of the house. He has all
the sensitivity of a little bully.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I thank the
honourable member for Footscray for raising the matter
he did. However, it is sad when the spokesperson for
the Australian Labor Party seeks to denigrate a policy
of government that is largely a replication of the policy
of his own party before it left office. However, there are
some fairly important differences on conveyance
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allowances - for example, when the Labor Party was
in government the allowance was $70; under the
current government it is $300.
Another very important difference is that in the sad,
depleted days of Labor we had old buses, we had kids
sitting on the floor and we had kids standing up. Now
we increasingly - and it does take time - have newer
buses and I am pleased to say fewer youngsters needing
to sit on the floor or stand up - and I hope the need for
that will be eradicated in the fullness of time. It is also
sad that a skilful politician from the city should seek to
manipulate a lady from rural Victoria, Mrs Jo Fisher,
into accusing bureaucrats of being intimidating. I know
the people concerned. I should have thought that in all
those circumstances the last thing one could have
accused the bureaucrats concerned of was to have been
harassing or in any way intimidating. The bureaucrats
are there to solve the problems individual parents may
have. The remarks ofthe honourable member for
Footscray should be put into proper context.
I understand that the honourable member for Footscray
was also critical of the honourable member for Ripon.
I know at first band that, unlike the honourable member
for Footscray, the honourable member for Ripon
understands what it is like to have student children
move from home in a rural setting to a rural school,
whether a government or non-government school. The
residents of Greenvale are seeking to contract school
bus transport arrangements in a way that does not
conform to current or former government policy. It is
humbug on the part of the honourable member for
Footscray. He is clearly unaware of the former
government's policy, of the generosity of the current
policy, or of the fact that parents who are given a
generous conveyance allowance under this government,
as distinct from the mean and miserly approach of the
Labor government could have used that allowance to
hire their own bus to move the group of students.
We are dealing with a quirky circumstance in which the
current bus driver happens to live in a convenient
location. As usual Labor Party members have
processed the issue expediently rather than offering a
constructive solution or presenting Parliament with a
bus policy. There has been no bus policy from the
honourable member for Footscray. He does not know
the difference between the current and former
conveyance allowance or how the process works. He
usually runs around parroting what he gets from
anybody. If the information he gets does not suit the
fantasy he wants to deliver he reprocesses it,
regurgitates it and spews it out in Parliament in an
attempt to give credibility to his poor performance.
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Mr MildenhaU interjected.

Mr GUDE - The honourable member for
Footscray has asked why we do not help them. The
reality is that currently they get three times the level of
funding they got under the fonner government. The
policy is the same by and large as that which applied
under the former government. It is a sensible policy. I
encourage the honourable member for Footscray to
give some serious consideration to the issue because
substantial funds are expended in transporting students,
and that is done in a caring and thoughtful way. The
government is not in the business of trying to make life
more difficult for rural families at all- unlike the
Labor Party, whose members do not seem to know
what happens beyond where the tramline stops. That is
why the government has a process to support rural
schools. It is why we have a student index that supports
lower socioeconomic families throughout the state.
They are two cogent examples of funding commitments
of the Kennett government that did not exist under the
former government. I suggest that the honourable
member for Footscray drop the issue before he further
embarrasses both himself and his party.
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - The honourable
member for Berwick has raised with me concerns about
the operations of a business by the name of Directors
Talent Libraries Pty Ltd in which I have taken some
interest and about which I have received regular
briefmgs from the Office of Fair Trading and Business
Affairs. I am therefore in a position to provide some
information to the honourable member for Berwick
about the business.
Over the past few months the Office of Fair Trading
and Business Affairs has received a number of
complaints about the business. It commenced trading in
September last year and is run by a company of the
same name. The directors are Phoebe Joanna Walsh
and Anthony Turner. It claims it is producing a
CD-ROM directory of aspiring models and actors that
will be disnibuted free of charge to the media and
entertainment industry. It has charged more than
2000 aspiring models and actors $135 each to be
included in the directory and a further $65 each for
photographs. In October last year the Office of Fair
Trading and Business Affairs commenced investigation
of the business as a result of concerns expressed about
possible misrepresentations in its advertisements. As a
result of that and a letter from the Victorian
Government Solicitor the business has ceased
advertising its services. It has stated in a letter that it
will not resume advertising until the CD-ROM is
available.
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The honourable member for Berwick raised concerns
about the possible links between Directors Talent
Libraries and two other persons - Michael Kain, who
is also known as Michael Helsby Knight, and Matthew
Douglas, who is also known as Matthew Howden. As
the honourable member Berwick said, those people
were associated with an organisation called the
Melbourne Theatre Office. That office was taken before
the County Court and prohibited from receiving
moneys for its high society evenings, which offered a
concert, dinner and luxury accommodation for $49. The
company's bank accounts were frozen and a receiver
was appointed. I understand injunctions have been
obtained in New Zealand and Queensland preventing
Mr Kain and Mr Douglas from operating businesses in
those jurisdictions. They have also been banned from
operating travel businesses in New South Wales.
I am advised that the business of Directors Talent
Libraries was involved with Mr Kain and Mr Douglas
in that a consultancy was entered into with those two
people under the name of The Business Men and that it
provided marketing services, including the provision of
staff and equipment. The business now claims it has
ceased dealing with those two men. However, the
Office of Fair Trading and Business Affairs has
received complaints from a number of customers of
Directors Talent Libraries that the CD-ROM it
promised first in September and again since then has
not been produced. The office has also received
complaints that customers have had difficulty fmding
the offices of Directors Talent Libraries since the
beginning of January. The company has changed its
address on several occasions in the intervening period.
Its current address seems to be level 10, 114 Albert
Road, South Melbourne.
The Office of Fair Trading and Business Affairs has
taken a number of actions to obtain information from
the company. It has served on the company four notices
to produce that relate particularly to the production of
the CD-ROM, including when it will be completed and
to whom it will be distributed. A notice has also been
served on the manufacturers of the CD-ROM, a
company called Melkor Holdings Pty Ltd, trading as
Vitel Commercial Network, seeking information about
the content of the CD-ROM and the completion date.
The office has been continually assured that the
CD-ROM is near completion but it has not yet been
sighted. The honourable member for Berwick can be
assured that the matter will continue to be monitored by
the Office of Fair Trading and Business Affairs.

In conclusion, I strongly warn consumers against
dealing with this type of business - that is, investing in
a future product that is not available and may never be
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available. Furthermore, in this case there is no
guarantee that if the CD-ROM is produced it will
actually assist actors and models in obtaining work. In
fact, Actors Equity has expressed serious doubts about
people finding work through the proposed CD-ROM. It
is clear from dealings with Directors Talent Libraries
that the proposed database was not effectively
researched by the company before it was offered to
customers. I thank the honourable member for Berwick
for raising this matter and I will ask the Office of Fair
Trading and Business Affairs to keep him infonned
about the outcome of its inquiries.
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - The
honourable member for Doncaster raised for the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports in the
other place the problems encountered at the western
end of the Eastern Freeway - the Hoddle Street end.
The honourable member told the house how successful
the Eastern Freeway has been in providing easier access
between his constituency and the city. He gave the
interesting statistic that the freeway saves about
20 minutes per trip from Doncaster into the city. Of
course, popularity has its price, and that price is
increased traffic on the freeway, which leads to
problems at the Hoddle Street end. The honourable
member for Doncaster asked me to pursue with the
Minister for Roads and Ports the proposed inner
ring-road that has been on the drawing board for some
time. I will be more than happy to take up that matter
with the minister and ask him to reply directly to the
honourable member.
In the 15 seconds available to him the honourable

member for Sandringham raised the categorisation of
motorised scooters. As I understand his query, his
constituent wants to know whether motorised scooters
are on-road vehicles, off-road vehicles or both. The
honourable member has provided me with some
infonnation on the brand of scooter his constituent has
bought, which is billed here as a panther-powered
scooter. It has a 2-stroke motor, chain drive, zip start,
cut-off switches and all sorts of nifty goodies. I am sure
honourable members would have seen the scooters.
They are becoming popular - and in certain situations,
dangerous. I will refer the inquiry to the Minister for
Roads and Ports and ask him to correspond directly
with the honourable member.
Mr W. D. McGRAm (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - The honourable member for
Ivanhoe raised a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Youth and Community Services.
Mr Langdon -

No, the Minister for Education.
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Mr W. D. McGRATU preschools?

Doesn't it relate to

Mr Laogdon - No, primary schools.
Mr W. D. McGRATU - In that case it should be
directed to the attention of the Minister for Education.
The SPEAKER - Order! Because the Minister for
Education was not present at the time and the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services was, he might just
respond and pass on the matter to the Minister for
Education for his consideration.
Mr W. D. McGRATU - There seems to be a
difference between the comments of the honourable
member for Ivanhoe and a member in another place in
relation to the Bellfield, Audrey Brooks and Banyule
schools. I shall ensure the matter is directed to the
attention of the Minister for Education.

The honourable member for Altona raised for the
attention of the Minister for Youth and Community
Services funding for a sexual assault unit and the
connection of sexual assault to homelessness in western
Melbourne. I shall direct that matter to the minister's
attention.
Ms Davies - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I
seek your clarification. Is there any obligation for
ministers, if they are in the building, to respond
directly? I saw the Minister for Agriculture and
Resources walk through the chamber about 15 minutes
ago. Is there an obligation for ministers-The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order. The minister is not here, and the minister at the
table will answer on his behalf.
Mr W. D. McGRATU -

The honourable member
for Gippsland West raised the funding of catchment
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land management, particularly in the Gippsland West
region. The matter needs to be resolved. Catchment
management boards will need funding. It is made
available on a user-pays basis and a process must be
developed across the state so the catchment land
management boards are funded and can operate
effectively and efficiently on behalf of their
communities - and they have been given legislative
support to provide that service. I shall direct the matter
to the attention of the Minister for Agriculture and
Resources on her behal f.
The honourable member for Tullamarine raised the
erratic behaviour of some cyclists on his route from
Tullamarine to the city. He has noticed the behaviour
does not lead to good road safety practices. Indeed,
according to material produced by the Monash
Accident Research Unit, the bill for health services,
rehabilitation and costs associated with road accidents
is still some $1 billion a year. That is very significant
and all attempts should be made through proper
education and law enforcement to reduce the number of
accidents involving cyclists, motorcyclists, motor car
and truck drivers and pedestrians.
I shall direct the honourable member's remarks to the
attention of the Chief Commissioner of Police to ensure
there is some increased police presence in the area he
has identified, and I hope that will address some of the
problems. I thank the honourable member for directing
it to the attention of the house because at the end of the
day the smaller the number of cyclists that are involved
in road accidents the better.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house stands
adjourned until next day.
House adjourned 11.09 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. s. J. Plowman) took the Chair at
10.05 a.m. and read the prayer.
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DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Council.

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

Read first time for Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth
and Community Services) on motion ofMr Gude.

Rosebud: service station site

HEAL TU ACTS (STATUTE LAW
REVISION) BILL.

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth that any development must be sensitive and
appropriate to the location considered and must not prejudice
the health and safety of the surrounding local community.

Introduction and first reading

Your petitioners therefore request that the government:
reject Woolworths Pty Ltd's proposal to construct a
petrol service station at 979-991 Point Nepean
Road, Rosebud, Victoria., 3939;
reject any proposal of a similar nature in the future
on the site of 979-99 1 Point Nepean Road,
Rosebud, Victoria, 3939;
in the interests of public health and safety, amend
appropriate legislation such that petrol service
stations or businesses of a similar nature cannot be
developed in close proximity of a school,
kindergarten or child-care centre in the state of
Victoria
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Dixon (2408 signatures)
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Auditor-General- Special Repon No. 55 - Child Care and
Kindergartens: Caring about quality - Ordered to be printed
Parliamentary Committees Act 1968Response of the Attorney-General on action taken
with respect to the recommendations made by the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee Repon
on Outstanding Fines and Unexecuted Warrants.
Response of the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management on action taken with respect to
the recommendations made by the Environment
and Natural Resources Committee Repon Ballast
Water and Hull Fouling in Victoria.

Received from Council.
Read first time for Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth
and Community Services) on motion of Mr Gude.

Ms CampbeU-On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I
desire to move - The SPEAKER - Order! You may not move it at
this stage. The adjournment motion is the next matter of
business to be considered.
Mr Brumby - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, we
have had discussions about such matters before. The
rulings of you, Mr Speaker, and previous speakers have
always been that a motion, by leave, can be moved in
the house at any time at a change of business. The
house has moved from dealing with messages from the
Council, which you have just read to the house, to what
is listed on the daily program as 'adjournment motion'.
It is the right of any member to rise in his or her place at
the break of business and move a motion, by leave. The
judgment-The SPEAKER - Order! I have heard sufficient
on the point of order. It is normal business practice to
move at this stage to the adjournment motion. The
Leader of the Opposition is quite right. At a break of
business somebody may move a notice of motion, by
leave. The honourable member may now move her
motion.

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY
(BREAST FEEDING) (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) - I desire to
move, by leave:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Equal
Opponunity Act 1995 to incorporate the prohibition of
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breastfeeding as a grounds for discrimination against a
woman.

Leave refused.

MUSEUM VICfORlA: AUDIT REPORT
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I wish to move the
adjournment of the house for the purpose of discussing
a definite matter of urgent public importance, namely,
the findings of a Coopers and Lybrand audit report
commissioned by the board of the Museum of Victoria
identifying specific management weaknesses at the
Museum.
Required number of members rose indicating approval of
motion being put.

Mr HULLS (Niddrie) -

I move:

That the house do now adjourn.

Mr Gude -The government opposes this
adjournment motion.

Honourable members intetjecting.
Mr Batchelor - I raise a point of order,
Mr Speaker. The mover of the motion is entitled to
make the first contribution to this debate. The
government indicated its opposition, and it can express
that through the second and subsequent speakers during
the course of the debate.

The SPEAKER - Order! It is the admissibility of
the motion that the Leader of the House is talking
about.
Mr Batchelor -

He has not mentioned that,

Mr Speaker.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the House
might like to clarify that.

Mr Gude - On the question of admissibility,
Mr Speaker, extracts from the 17th edition of May
dealing with adjournment motions refer specifically to
the need for an urgency motion, among other things, to
be a definite matter of public importance. It then
proceeds, in subparagraph (c), to state that the matter
raised by the motion must not be 'offered when facts
are in dispute or before they are available'. I repeat, Sir,
'or before they are available'.
The point I draw to your attention in consideration of
the admissibility of this motion is that I am advised that
the report the honourable member refers to - namely,
the Coopers and L ybrand audit report commissioned by

Wednesday, 8 April 1998

the board of the Museum of Victoria, has not been
made public at all. In those circumstances I would have
thought it would be difficult, or more properly
impossible, for honourable members on either side of
the house to make contributions to such a debate. May
is specific - 'before they are available'. The material
the honourable member for Niddrie refers to in his
motion is not available, and on that ground I invite you,
Sir, to rule against the admissibility of the adjournment
motion.
Mr Batchelor-On the question of admissibility,
Mr Speaker, the opposition must satisfy a raft of
procedural hurdles in proceeding with an adjournment
motion, and it acknowledges that a series of those
hurdles are articulated in May. However, the
government has sought to rely on a requirement that the
facts be in dispute. Nothing could be further from the
truth. I have a press release dated 25 March from
Professor Penington of Museum Victoria that sets out
references to the findings of the audit report.
Newspaper reports, radio transcripts and television
reports that go into the substance of those findings are
available.
It was Professor Penington who released those findings;
they are available. If the government is disputing what
Professor Penington said, it should say that. The
government would have had the opportunity to take up
the matter with Professor Penington some considerable
time ago because an article in the Age of 26 March
1996 makes it clear that the report was to be made
available to the government at the end of that week.
The opposition puts to you, Sir, that specific and
defmite issues have arisen from the Coopers and
Lybrand audit. Professor Penington has made it clear
directly as a result of his review and assessment of the
report that there are specific management weaknesses at
the Museum. According to press reports he has also
said there are serious problems. Such discussion in the
public media - firstly by way of a press release, then
media reports the following Thursday and subsequent
transcripts of radio interviews of Professor Penington
on the same day - demonstrates that issues and facts
in the fmdings of the report are of a public nature. The
opposition puts its urgency motion in that context, and
it is the view of members of the opposition that we
should be permitted to proceed.
Dr Napthine - I contend that this urgency motion
is out of order. It specifically refers to the findings of a
Coopers and Lybrand audit report commissioned by the
board of the Museum of Victoria; that is the nub of the
motion. The matter of public importance the
honourable member for Niddrie seeks to debate is the
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audit report commissioned by the board of the
Museum. The question you, Mr Speaker, have to decide
is whether that audit report is available for honourable
members to consider and fonn an opinion on and
therefore debate.
A prerequisite for an urgency motion is that the matter
must be definite. That is clearly set out in May. The
matter must be a subject members of the house can
legitimately debate. For a legitimate debate to occur on
an issue referring to the audit report commissioned by
the board of the Museum and conducted by Coopers
and Lybrand it is clear that the report must be available
to honourable members. There could not be a definite
matter for debate if the report were not public and
available to honourable members. The fact is that the
report is not publicly available and is not available to
members of this house. A debate on this motion cannot
be legitimate because the matter is not defmite.

The honourable member for Thomastown, in his
well-worded presentation, obfuscated and skated over
the nub of the issue. He referred to press releases and
comments by Professor Penington, the media and other
commentators, as well as, presumably, members of
Parliament. But those comments, Sir, be they on the
radio, on television in the press or consist of press
releases, are merely comments on the report, they are
not the report itself. The motion says the report oUght to
be the subject of debate, but that report is not available
to members of Parliament.
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Whilst no evidence of fraudulent activity was found,
nonetheless a number of specific management weaknesses
were identified.

Not only is that information in dispute, it is also
available. The Minister for Youth and Community
Services made a mistake in asking, 'Where is the
report?' , because that is not the nub of the motion. The
nub is the fmdings in the report - and those fmdings
are available.
That is extremely important. There must be some
purpose to adjournment motions, and that is set out in
the rules applying to them. A further rule appliesthat is, that a matter must be urgent but that recently
revealed facts do not make an occurrence recent. That
hurdle is put up by the government when it says an
adjournment motion cannot be debated if the matter
was completed some months ago, even though
information about it has come out only recently.
If the argument of the Minister for Yourh and
Community Services were accepted, the government
would only have to put out a press release after
receiving a report; it would never have to release the
report itself, which would mean Parliament could never
discuss its fmdings. Further, although the government
could put the fmdings of the report into the public
arena, if it decided not to release the report itself it
could prevent the matter from ever being debated in
Parliament.
In this case the fmdings have been not only released but

There is only one alternative open to you, Mr Speaker,
and that is to rule that it is not appropriate to proceed to
debate the urgency motion because, as May stipulates,
the matter must be defmite and the facts must be
available to members. In this case the audit report is not
available to members of Parliament, the facts are not
available and the matter is not defmite. I therefore
suggest, Sir, that you rule the motion out of order.
Mr Thwaites - The Minister for Youth and
Community Services has missed the point here. The
matter must be definite, and in order for it to be definite
the facts must not be in dispute, which they are not, and
they must be available. The facts are available in the
press release put out by Professor Penington and in the
press article.
An honourable member interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The minister has had his
opportunity to put his point of view, which was heard in
virtual silence. I ask him to extend the same courtesy to
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
Mr Thwaites - The press release states in part:

also acted upon. Firstly, the Museum has counselled its
deputy head, Mr Jephcott, based on the fmdings. That
information is not in dispute; it is available and it can be
discussed today. Secondly, the former director of .
Museum Victoria, Mr Morris, has resigned, again
because of the report's fmdings. All that information is
not in dispute, and it is available. The motion has been
drafted with a great deal of care and after consultation
with the Clerks. Using their wisdom, we have
constructed the motion to say that the findings of the
audit report are to be debated, not the report itself. I
repeat: the findings have been released and are
available in press releases and in the newspaper. They
are also before Parliament, and they should be debated
today.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have heard sufficient
argument from both sides. It is clear from what the
Leader of the House has said that the report is not
available, and I have had no indication to the contrary.
Through the Clerks I sought to find out whether the
member moving the motion had a copy of the report.
He was not able to provide the Chair with a copy, but
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he was able to provide me with two press releases on
the matter.
In referring to the press statements, the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition said that Mr Morris had resigned due

to the findings in the report. I will quote from the press
report of what Mr Morris said:
My decision, which I make entirely voluntarily, is influenced
by the current unfavourable and unfair publicity being
generated in the media from unsubstantiated accusations in
state Parliament ...

He does not mention the report at all.
In the last paragraph on the first page the press

statement quotes Professor Penington as saying that:
... the board had authorised an audit of Museum Victoria's
procedures relating to the use of corporate credit cards, and
that audit had commenced about four weeks ago.
'Preliminary findings of this audit have been discussed with
Graham Morris,' he said. 'Whilst no evidence of fraudulent
activity was found, nonetheless a number of specific
management weaknesses were identified',

Where the press statement relates directly to the use of
corporate credit cards, I took Professor Penington' s
statement to mean that a number of management
weaknesses had been identified in relation to the subject
of the audit - that is, the use of corporate credit cards
by people in the Museum. The honourable member for
Niddrie spent his time during the last grievance day
debating the misuse of corporate credit cards by the
staff at the Museum. The matter has therefore been well
canvassed. Likewise, many questions without notice
have been asked on the issue.
To come back to the nub of the issue - I think it fails
on that ground, anyway - the house is being asked to
discuss the findings of a Coopers and Lybrand audit
report commissioned by the board of the Museum, but
no evidence has been provided to the Chair that any of
its fmdings have been made public. If the report has not
been made public, debate would be speculation and we
would be having hypothetical argument.
Paragraph (c) on page 5 ofthe guide from the 17th
edition of May states that the matter raised by a motion
must be:
(c) not offered when facts are in dispute or before they are
available.

I believe we are not in a position to debate the issue
before the report is released and before the facts
become available. That is because members do not
have the facts.
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Paragraph (d) states that the matter must be:
(d) not one involving hypothetical circumstances;

Members would be debating hypothetical
circumstances ifthe report is not publicly available. I
believe on both those grounds the motion fails.
Mr Thwaites - On a point of order. Mr Speaker, I
seek your guidance on the future conduct of the debate
on this issue. If the report becomes available in future
months, will the opposition be able to raise the matter
without being met by an argument that the matter is no
longer urgent because it occurred some months earlier
and is therefore not a new matter?
The SPEAKER-Order! Clearly, if the report
becomes available and the facts are available to
members of the house and if it has not been raised in
grievance debates or in other forums, if the opposition
raised the matter at the earliest opportunity I believe it
would have that opportunity - and depending on the
wording, it would probably have the approval of the
Chair to proceed with a motion of that kind.

DRUGS: TURNING THE TIDE PROGRAM
Mrs McGILL (Oakleigh) - I move:
That this house congratulates the government for the steps it
has taken, through the Turning the Tide strategy, to minimise
the harm caused by the use and abuse of illicit drugs in
Victoria.

I am pleased to be able to speak to my motion. In doing
so I will provide some background to the Turning the
Tide strategy. I will also explain my personal views,
including why I sometimes find it difficult to
understand why so many of our young people become
involved with drugs. I will refer to needle exchange
programs and the implementation of a number of other
projects under the Turning the Tide strategy, including
a couple oflocal initiatives in the Oakleigh electorate.
The strategy was initiated following recommendations
in the Premier's Drug Advisory Council report
published in March 1996 entitled Drugs and our
Community, more commonly known as the Penington
report. The government supported the vast majority of
the recommendations that led to the commencement of
the strategy in June 1996. Two key committees were
established to ensure the successful development and
implementation of the strategy - a new drugs cabinet
subcommittee consisting of representatives of the
ministers for Health, Police and Emergency Services,
Education, Youth and Community Services and the
Attorney-General, and a second very important
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all-party Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee of the
Parliament established to monitor the implementation
of the strategy and to investigate and evaluate national
and international experiences. The Premier also
announced the allocation of $1 00 million to a four-year
Turning the Tide strategy. The strategy is very broad in
its implementation and coverage of areas in the
community and in its attempt to deal with Victoria's
drug problem.
The strategy represents a whole-()f-government
program involving legislative changes and a series of
special programs across a number of portfolios. The
coordinated program that has been established as part
of the strategy covers education, treatment and
rehabilitation and law enforcement issues that are all
covered by the $100 million government funding from
the Community Support Fund. The government alone
cannot make a difference in this complex area. It is vital
that Victorians work together at a local level to identify
specific issues and develop the necessary strategies and
programs to enable them to be dealt with. I have
observed in my electorate that the strategy requires the
involvement of local government, Victoria Police,
non-government agencies, schools, community groups,
the business sector and individuals, all of whom have
important roles to play.
The education process of the strategy consists of three
specific areas - community, school and professional
education. Two major community education initiatives
have already been undertaken. The first was the
household booklet entitled Drugs: the facts, the risks.
the reality that was distributed to all households in
Victoria. It included a free-<:all service, telephone
information and counselling service details including
bilingual telephone counselling that operated for six
weeks after the release of the booklet and was available
in 12 languages. That booklet was also translated and
distributed in other languages in association with SBS
radio, and cassette tapes of the booklet were produced
in 12 languages. Significant media attention was given
to the issue at the time.
The government is currently supporting the
Summer-Autumn Events strategy, which focuses on
young people and involves the employment of young
people working as peer educators, specifically on drug
issues. This work is complemented by a series of major
cinema, radio and print media advertisements, which
many honourable members will have seen. The
combined budget for those two initiatives was
approximately $2.5 million. The recently launched
campaign in cinemas has shown advertisements
containing drug messages screened at every movie
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session in every cinema in Victoria during February
and March, and that will continue through April.
The advertisements relate the dangers young people are
exposed to through excessive use of drugs and
emphasise the need for young people to take
responsibility for themselves and to watch out for their
friends. The advertising campaign is the most intensive
that has ever been undertaken in Victorian cinemas. It
demonstrates the government's belief that young people
can educate other young people in their own language
about the hann caused by excessive alcohol and drug
use. The advertising campaign also provides a perfect
talking point for parents to discuss drugs and alcohol
with their children.
It is well accepted that the best way to make contact
with young people is to send the messages through
people their own age. All schools in Victoria - state,
private and Catholic - have received support to
develop individual school drug plans by the end of this
strategy. Additional curriculum resources have been
prepared and teacher in-service training provided
through many schools. Specific projects have been
developed to provide parents with information, to
involve non-English-speaking communities and to
identify innovative strategies for retaining young at-risk
people in our schools. The Turning the Tide strategy
has provided $14 million to support those initiatives.
Nineteen regional drug education facilitators have
commenced working with core groups, totalling
2800 teacher and parent groups in 800 schools across
country regions including Loddon--Campaspe Mallee,
Central Highlands Wimmera, Goulburn North East,
Barwon South Western, and Gippsland, and the
Metropolitan regions of Southern, Eastern, Northern,
Western and South Eastern. Each region is responsible
for two clusters of schools and has two facilitators,
including an extra part-time worker for the Eastern and
Southern regions. The government has had
consultations with the Catholic and independent school
sectors and has also reprinted and distributed the Get
Real kit, which is written resource material for school
students. New resource materials are being developed
for use in schools.
The professional sector has many people working in
occupational categories who could intervene to assist
young people experiencing difficulties as a result of
drug use or misuse. Although many of those people do
not currently possess the skills to perfonn these tasks,
$6 million in funding from the Turning the Tide
strategy will provide in-service training to a diverse
range of professionals to increase their early
intervention skills. That important initiative is

DRUGS: TURNING THE TIDE PROGRAM
866

ASSEMBLY

appreciated by a number of professionals I have spoken
to both in schools and out in the community.
The Youth Substance Abuse Service is part of the
Turning the Tide strategy involving a range of youth
service initiatives. The service is a specialist
youth-specific component of the wider redeveloped
drug and alcohol service network. The target group is
young people between the ages of 12 and 21 who use
licit and illicit drugs that cause significant physical,
psychological and social harm. The service provides
outreach functions consisting of a number of small
locally based teams strategically placed across the state.
YSAS facilities are currently operating in the central
business district, Bendigo, Dandenong, Springvale and
the western suburbs, and will come on line in the near
future in the Latrobe Valley, the northern suburbs and
the Ringwood area.
The outreach teams have access to a pool of funds to
purchase a range of services for the young people with
whom they are working. The service will also have an
eight-bed residential service as it comes on-line; it will
be managed by YSAS, which is a consortium involving
the Centre for Adolescent Health, St Vincent's Public
Hospital, Jesuit Social Services and Turning Point
Alcohol and Drug Centre. The service also provides
funds for specialist training for youth workers. It will be
complemented by 23 new youth alcohol and drug
outreach services which will operate across the state.
The total budget out of the Turning the Tide strategy for
these services is $10.5 million.
The community treatment area has 58 new services
established under the Turning the Tide program. Some
$8.5 million has been added to the $22.6 million
already spent on treatment services by the state
government. Forensic services have been established to
improve the access and quality of service to people
whose involvement with drugs brings them into contact
with our courts system.
The government has allocated $15.7 million to fund a
number of initiatives under this program. The
Community Offenders Advice and Treatment Service is
the largest of the forensic community treatment
initiatives. It is an independent service that assesses
offenders referred by the courts; it then purchases the
necessary services on their behalf. The budget for this
initiative is $15 million.
An intensive post-prison release drug treatment service
has been targeted to support people leaving prison after
a relatively short stay. Those people are given a detailed
assessment while they are in prison, and the service
builds on that when the people are released to the
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community. A first offenders program provides drug
education sessions to those who receive bonds with
undertakings to attend the program after they are
convicted of possession of small amounts of illicit
drugs.
The juvenile justice initiatives provided through the
Turning the Tide program include outdoor education,
personal development, counselling and peer education.
I recently visited the Melbourne juvenile justice service
and also the Malmsbury juvenile justice operation. I
compliment the government on the exceptional
provision of facilities and services and the attitudinal
changes that have taken place. Those changes have
been largely supported by the Turning the Tide drug
strategy. As a government representing the people of
Victoria we accept the health side of drug problems and
treat them as such. The programs that are in place in our
juvenile justice system made a positive impression on
me during my visit to the service with the government's
youth and community services committee. I had no idea
that such facilities were available and that such support
and care in the form of second, third and fourth
opportunities are available for young people between
the ages of 14 and 17 years. The young people who
enter the facility have every opportunity and are given
all the encouragement they need to pick up the
challenge to rehabilitate and to move through life on to
bigger and better things.
As I said, the many programs in place, the level of
commitment from the staff, the support services, the
detox assistance when people come in, the counselling
and the activities are all beautifully put together in our
juvenile justice system. Victorians can be proud. Some
young people in the 17-t0-20 age bracket who have
been through the adult court system are referred on
advice from the court to the juvenile justice system;
these youngsters are then in the position of learning to
self correct. This rehabilitation in turn sets them on a
pathway through life and keeps them out of the justice
system in the future.
In the law enforcement area under the Turning the Tide

strategy additional training is being provided to
members of the Victoria Police to enhance their ability
to deal with drugs in a harm minimisation framework.
The police have taken the initiative to reform their
approach to overdose events and to pilot a formal
warning system for people who have been found to
possess small amounts of marijuana. Additional
resources have also been provided to the Victoria
Police for the enhancement of data gathering and
analysis, which was not available in the past. Such
analysis can be useful to our community. Local
initiatives and grants have been put in place.

DRUGS: TURNING THE TIDE PROGRAM

Wednesday. 8 April 1998

ASSEMBLY

Just last week I was grateful to be able to attend one
such initiative in the Monash municipality which was a
communiry response to drugs and young people. The
forum was for parents of young people, like myself,
although many young people attended. My visit was
not solely as a local member of Parliament but as a
parent of four children who, like many parents, is
sometimes uncertain and frightened of the drugs in our
communiry and their effects on young people. The
forum included infonnation on what support services
are available to families in the Monash area. People
spoke on dispelling the myths and fears associated with
drugs in the community and understanding adolescent
behaviour, what to expect and how to respond. The
program also included a panel of local key service
providers including Waverley Emergency Adolescent
Care, Monash youth and family services, the eastern
drug and alcohol service, the child and family care
network, local police - again from the amazing
Oakleigh police station which seems to be ever present
in a community-minded way- members of the
Oz legal service, the education system, teachers,
welfare workers and counsellors.
The panel was led very ably by Fee Harrison from the
Monash youth and family services; Fee did an excellent
job on the night. The panel went through two
hypothetical scenarios involving young people and their
families. The first point of concern explained how a
situation is dealt with by schools or by agencies, legal
services and local police. The emphasis was strongly on
the involvement between the young person and his or
her family - if that is possible - what the trigger
points were, how the referral system and counselling
worked and what support systems were available in the
local community.
It was an excellent visual way of advising parents and
making them feel comfortable in the knowledge that
when problems arise there is a strong community
network available to show them the way and help them
respond to those problems. For example, if problems
arise in schools, people are alerted and become
involved in a system of cross-referencing. That begins
with the early signs in the school and flows right
through to the legal implications that could arise if the
situation deteriorated and children ended up in the court
system. The approach the police would take was also
explained, including the cautioning exercise and the
counselling process that ensures that every effort is
made to divert young people from the pathway to drug
use, with all its inherent problems, and to bring them
back into line. It was all done positively; it was not at
all negative.
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Local initiative programs began in 1997, when about
20 community-based projects were funded to develop
innovative schemes to deal with unique local
circumstances. The initiative programs aim to
encourage local-level community partnerships that
address drug-related problems by trying to minimise the
harm that drugs cause. The emphasis is on
community-generated partnerships in which agencies
agree to share and mobilise resources and devise joint
strategies with common aims and outcomes. Although
the priority is to fund multiple partnerships involving
communiry services, businesses and local government
people at the local level, small projects that include
schools or school networks are also considered.
I refer to a local initiative to give the house some idea
of the diversity of the services. A report in a Human
Services community paper entitled 'Looking at life
from the high plains' states:
There is more to life than smoking dope, drinking booze and
running amok.

This was according to a chap named Luke who was
about to turn 18. Luke said he had come to that
conclusion after he had slept in the snow on Mount
Feathertop and trekked across the high plains in frozen
socks and boots:
Luke and five other teenagers from the Bendigo Juvenile
Justice Unit were taking part in The Outdoor Experience
(TOE) wilderness therapy program. They spent nine days in
the alpine ranges - six days and 60 kilometres on foot and
three days and 30 kilometres rafting down the Mina Mitta
River.
The TOE program is aimed at young people at risk or
experiencing drug or alcohol-related difficulties. It uses the.
natural environment and challenging activities, such as
bushwalJcing, hiking, rock climbing and rafting, as a medium
for change.
Luke, who described the experience as physically and
psychologically testing, said the boys came back happier,
more talkative, energetic and motivated. It made them more
appreciative of the luxuries of everyday life and less reliant on
smokes, drugs and alcohol. Luke said part of the boys'
change of attitude was due to the TOE staff' who led the
program - Hugh Sanderson and Harvey Miller, who listened
to the boys bitch for an hour every night about what went
wrong, and Anita Pryor, who coaxed a bunch of whingeing
adolescents through the Mitta Mina rapids.
Not that positive change is new to Luke, who is now ready to
work and mature enough to stick with it. Luke got his first
paid job while he was serving a six months conununity-based
order. As part of his sentence, Luke, with other young people,
took part in a package of services to address alcohol, drug and
other issues.
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That gives another face to the diversity of the local
initiative programs available under the Turning the Tide
strategy, for which I am commending the government.
Most people, whether as parents or as members of this
place, have to consider the drug problem. As I said
earlier, I am a mother of four, my youngest being
only 15. Concerned people of my age experience great
difficulty in coming to tenns with and understanding
why young people so readily and easily turn to drugs.
Looking back at the lives of my parents and my
grandparents, one can see the hardships they
experienced during the Depression and the war years.
Although they may not have been spoken about, we
have some understanding of the immense problems
they and people of their generation experienced with
sexual abuse, physical abuse, the lack of any welfare
and support networks, and families being split up,
sometimes for many years, with some members of the
family not knowing whether their brothers, sisters,
mothers and fathers still existed. I imagine they found
those types of issues difficult to deal with on a
day-to~ay basis.
We may say drugs were not as prevalent then as they
are today. But the people of their generation
experienced more difficult circumstances than my
generation of baby boomers or, indeed, my children's
generation. The standard of living has improved
markedly and better lifestyles are more easily attainable
than people could have imagined in those years - yet
they managed. They came back from war and picked
up from where they had left off. In the majority of cases
they went on to produce families and live what were
accepted as normal lifestyles without resorting to any
sort of major alcohol or other drug abuse.
For those reasons, when I look at the lives of my
children and their peers and the lives of the families that
have lived around me throughout my lifetime, I realise
that we have so much more than previous generations.
Yet we have a young community which seems to be
under immense pressure and which falls prey to the
syndrome of early drug and alcohol use.
Some $750000 a year has been made available in local
initiative program grants to deal with the problem. I
remind honourable members that the 1998-99 round is
open at the moment and that submissions should be
received by 30 April. I encourage local and community
groups to become involved.
A great deal of research is under way, particularly in the
area of alternative pharmacotherapy. There is an
opportunity to dramatically improve treatment for
heroin-dependent people. The government has
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committed $3 million to fund research into treatment
options involving a range of legal drugs which
substitute for heroin and provide a safe and controlled
environment for the user. In response to the
community's concerns about the link between cannabis
and psychosis, the government has committed
$795 000 for work in three areas. The projects involve
the development of information for the community and
the people working in the field on this issue. The
majority of funds will be invested in three research
projects on causality and intervention options. The
government will also host an international conference
in 1999 to further develop understanding of the
connection between cannabis and psychosis.
I shall deal with my view on needle exchanges. I am
not opposed to the operation of needle exchanges, but
in my experience in the local community I am
concerned that the needle exchanges do not truly
operate as that. They provide clean needles and
syringes, which all honourable members support and
which is extremely important because of the risk of
AIDS and hepatitis C. There is clear evidence that the
issuing of clean syringes is of great assistance. My bone
of contention is that drug users, no less than anybody
else in our community, should take on board
responsibility for using sharps containers to ensure the
safe disposal of their syringes. I have found syringes
left in public places in my community, and that happens
in other cities as well. I have seen mountains of
syringes in the Springvale area.
I have come across syringes buried in the sand in the
jumps at the local athletics track, which is a hideous
circumstance. They have been found along the streets
connecting Hughesdale station with the Chadstone
Shopping Centre. A needle exchange program operates
from the Monash Link service in Poath Road. Syringes
are often found in the front gardens of homes in that
vicinity. Many of those homes are owned by elderly
people who like to spend a great deal of time in their
front gardens. It is horrible that retired elderly people
who are minding their own business can no longer
safely go about gardening without first checking for
syringes. When I was gathering handfuls of dead leaves
in my own front garden I found a syringe that had been
thrown over the front fence. I was lucky that I did not
pick it up, but I could see how easily that could happen.
Once again I congratulate the government on its actions
and make the point that although the Turning the Tide
drug strategy is very broad indeed - it is still in the
implementation stage - there are many programs still
to be put in place and they must be monitored and
evaluated. The strategy involves many areas of
government from the Victoria Police Force and
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emergency services to the health networks and the
judicial and legislative systems. No issue is more
important to our community than the implementation of
the Turning the Tide drug strategy. I highly commend
the government and all those involved who have taken
action on the drug issue, particularly as it affects young
people. I thank those who have worked between
agencies and government departments in a cohesive,
concentrated, purposeful manner to deal with this
complex and difficult matter.
It is heartening to see that action been taken on such a

large scale and in a positive way. The Turning the Tide
drug strategy and the Youth Suicide Prevention Task
Force are pet projects or initiatives that have been
cultivated and funded by the Premier of our state to
address serious problems in our community.
Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - I am pleased to
have the opportunity to take part in this debate. It is
interesting that there has been a good deal of
bipartisanship in Victoria in the approach to developing
a drug policy, and that is a good thing. It is a serious
social issue, and unless there is a bipartisan approach to
adopting a policy it will be difficult to improve the
situation.
The key objectives are to reduce drug abuse and to
reduce the hann drugs cause. That is the fundamental
policy of prevention and hann minimisation which
underpins the Penington report, just as it underpins the
policies of the opposition and the government. It is
interesting that there is not a lot of press interest in that
bipartisan approach. I have written three or four letters
to the editors of newspapers commending the support
of the Minister for Health for the ACT heroin trials. I
thought my support for the Minister for Health would
be quite newsworthy, but honourable members may be
surprised to learn that on no occasion have those letters
been published.
It is interesting to compare the Victorian experience
with that of other states, particularly New South Wales,
where a newspaper chain ran a scare campaign on
heroin trials. At one stage it published photographs of
the Prime Minister and the Premier of that state,
Mr Carr, and accused them of being drug dealers, or
something along those lines! That was extremely
damaging and it destroyed the possibility of consensus.
The federal and state health ministers wanted to
proceed with that ACT trial; instead a scare campaign
forced the commonwealth government to pull out of the
trial, which then did not proceed.
Who are the beneficiaries of such a scare campaign?
The drug dealers, of course, because they have an
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interest in increasing the cost of drugs. The best way for
them to achieve that aim is to ensure that the
harm-minimisation approach is unsuccessful and that
we continue with the regime which exists in other
countries, including the United States of America.
The principal fmding of the Penington report which we
must all acknowledge is that the so-called war against
drugs does not work. That is not to say you do not have
police enforcement or you do not try to reduce the
amount of drugs in the community, However, the war
against drugs is the wrong language because it gives
people false comfort that somehow this war is being or
can be won. It is not and cannot!
Throughout the world drug use has continued to
increase in those countries which adopted the so-called
war against drugs approach. Armies and tanks will not
solve the problem, nor is it a matter of putting more
resources into police or imposing more severe
penalties. The correct approach is prevention based on a
range of strategies including education, rehabilitation
and other strategies.
I commence by congratulating the Premier's Drug
Advisory Council, chaired by Professor David
Penington, on its work. It has set an agenda in Victoria
of which we can be proud. Unfortunately, as I will
outline later, in some respects the positive
recommendations by the Penington council have not
been fully implemented and, disappointingly, in some
cases resources have not gone to where they are most
needed.
Having a high-powered body such as the Penington
council consult with the community involved a process
which the government and the opposition strongly
supported. The council made numerous
recommendations including improved education
programs; the establishment of a youth substance abuse
service; upgraded services for drug users in contact
with the court system; expanded drug withdrawal and
counselling services; adoption by Victoria Police of a
harm-minimisation approach at all levels;
decriminalisation of the use and possession of small
amounts of marijuana; and, while the use of heroin and
some other drugs should remain illegal, cautions and
referrals to drugs treatment centres to be implemented
for first offences and increased penalties for subsequent
offences.
Recently the Chief Commissioner of Police announced
that Victoria Police would adopt a harm-minimisation
approach on drugs. That is wise. Hundreds of hours of
police time have been spent pursuing drug matters sometimes minor drug matters - that are better off
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treated in the health system. A person who is trying
marijuana or heroin is better in the first instance to have
an opportunity to be given proper infonnation about the
dangers of those drugs. If addicted, a person should
have the opportunity to become rehabilitated. Simply
putting a person in prison has no positive effects; in
fact, imprisonment has the contrary effect. Drug use in
our prisons is rife; all the efforts in the world have
failed to keep prisons drugs free. If you want drugs, the
easiest place to get them is in our prisons. If we are to
get people off drugs, we should not put them in prison.
I shall refer to one recommendation of the Penington
inquiry the government did not adopt - namely, the
decriminalisation of the use of marijuana. The inquiry
recommended that the possession or use of small
quantities of marijuana should not be a criminal
offence. That recommendation was aimed to break the
link between small-time drug users and drug traffickers.
The council believed, I think with some justification,
that if small quantities of marijuana were taken out of
the illegal drug culture there would be a greater
opportunity to ensure that young people experimenting
with marijuana would not be caught up in the heroin
trade.
The council did not support or condone the use of
marijuana which, it should be acknowledged, carries
real health risks. On the contrary, it recommended the
decriminalisation of small quantities of marijuana for
personal use as the best way to reduce its abuse. It is
now a matter of great concern that young people who
come into contact with traffickers can get heroin at a
price comparable to that asked for marijuana. That
raises the real danger that heroin traffickers may be
pushing heroin onto young people at a competitive
price. The price of heroin has plummeted, and that will
lead to a major increase in the use of heroin throughout
Melbourne. Despite the efforts of customs officials, the
federal police, and whoever, heroin is coming into
Australia in increasing quantities. A doctor involved in
the field told me that only about 3 of every
1()() containers coming into Australia can be checked
for drug importation - in other words, about 97 of
every 1()() containers entering Australia could contain
heroin.
On that note, I shall digress and talk about the source of
much of the heroin. Large quantities come from the
so-called Golden Triangle. Recently, as part of my
shadow portfolio duties, I met with the ambassador for
Myanmar- formerly known as Bunna. I have also
discussed this matter with people experienced in the
field. It is interesting to examine the history of why
opium was first grown in that area, and it was largely as
a result of the British and their colonial interests in Asia
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and China. That places an interesting colonial aspect on
the rise of the opium trade. As honourable members
know, a war was fought over opium trade when the
British wanted to force China to buy opium.
In looking at more recent history of great nations on

this subject, one need only look to the USA. There is
strong evidence that in the 1960s the CIA actually
supported the growing of drugs in the Golden Triangle
because the growers were used in the war against the
communists. With that in mind, western nations have a
fair obligation to assist the nations of South-East Asia
in replacing opium crops with alternative crops. The
growers are not interested at the base level because the
money they make from the opium crops is greater than
would be the case with any alternative crop. If the
nations ofthe world were truly genuine about stopping
the heroin scourge, they would inject resources into that
region to ensure the viability of alternative crops.
Much hypocrisy exists in the drug game. Businessmen
and generals in armies around the world continue to
make millions of dollars from the sale and trafficking of
opium and heroin. If man can land on the moon and
send a satellite around the earth or visit Mars I cannot
believe we cannot, on our own planet, substantially cut
the amount of opium grown. Australia can make only a
marginal difference to the total amount of heroin
produced around the world, but until the world heroin
crop is reduced we will continue to have a serious
problem.
I digressed; I now return to the issue of marijuana. For
the reasons outlined in the report the opposition
supported the recommendations of Professor Penington
and his council, including the one relating to marijuana.
In his May newsletter to parents, the principal of
St Michael's Grammar School, Mr A.R. Hewison,
made an insightful contribution. I know Mr Hewison
personally, and I have the greatest respect for him. He
said:
I have to say that I think the Penington report is a breath of
fresh air. I strongly support the decriminalisation of the
possession of small amounts of marijuana for personal use.
My support is based upon a number of factors, but not least is
because I consider marijuana a very serious problem and not
the reverse. It is a serious problem which the law does
nothing to obviate and in fact in my view makes it worse.
Regardless of the law, the school's attitude remains
unchanged; that the use of marijuana in any form is to be
discouraged in every way ... by far the most important reason
for the decriminaIisation of marijuana is that, as with tobacco
and alcohol, it needs to be brought out into the open. It is very
difficult to talk with young people about their problems with
marijuana when they feel the threat of the law hanging over
them It is very difficult to educate in terms of reducing risk
when that involves people acknowledging that they are
breaking the law. School discipline is one thing; committing a
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criminal offence is another. Only by decriminalising
marijuana use can we bring the whole use out into th~ open,
help dependent marijuana users and educate others WIth
regard to the facts surrounding the drug. The law at present
actually acts as a barrier to our dealing with the problem
properly.

Here is the headmaster of a good school in my
electorate saying that he supports the decriminalisation
of marijuana recorrunended by Professor Penington.
What is said in response is. 'Marijuana may cause ill
effects and we do not want to do anything that might
lead young people to use marijuana'. It is also said that
by decriminalising marijuana we send a message to
young people that it is okay.
This contrary view is in favour of an advertising
campaign along the lines of' Just say no to drugs' That
approach would be all very well if it worked. If I were
convinced that embarking on such a campaign and
maintaining the current legal prohibition would lead to
young people not using marijuana I doubt whether ~
would support Professor Penington' s recommendatIOn,
but the fact is that that approach has not worked. It has
been a dismal failure. The Penington report revealed
that a large percentage of young people have
experimented with marijuana and a smaller but
significant number continue to use it. On the estimates I
have, some 42 per cent of year 11 students have tried
marijuana. That amounts to approximately 22236
year 11 students, and all of them are criminals!
The current law leads to a situation where young people
who have tried marijuana, although in most cases they
are otherwise leading their lives in a fairly standard and
satisfactory way, have contempt for the law. They
know it is a crime, yet they continue to do it, so it is not
surprising that they lose respect for the law. If they ~o
not have respect for the law about marijuana they WIll
most probably continue to have no respect for the law
when it comes to heroin and other drugs. The
opposition's view is that it would be better to take those
22 236 young people out of the criminal field and put
the issue of marijuana use into the health context, where
it belongs.
Before going on to deal with the implementation of the
Turn the Tide strategy I mention again the issue of the
harder drugs and the fact that the Victorian government
supported the proposed heroin trial in the Australian
Capital Territory. I was disappointed it did not go
ahead, but I am hopeful that sense will prevail in the
future, just as I would anticipate trials of alternatives to
methadone will go ahead. I understand a number of
such trials will commence in Victoria shortly, which
will help those who are addicted live a life that is not
part of the criminal genre.
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The state's methadone program has been rather
successful. Many doctors, counsellors and others are
doing a good job with that program. Misunderstanding
exists in the community about methadone. It is not a
wonder drug that somehow cures people of the heroin
habit. It is sometimes judged on the basis that people
who use methadone should become drug free. In fact
only a small percentage of people on methadone
programs become drug free. It gives people an
opportunity of becoming drug free, but more
importantly it minimises the harm they would suffer if
they continued to use heroin. Heroin is illegal, and
many users turn to burglary and other offences such as
credit card fraud to raise the money they need for their
hit. By becoming part of a legal methadone program
they can remove themselves from that criminal culture
and live more balanced and reasonable lives.
Unfortunately, methadone is not a suitable alternative
for some people because there is a medical reaction,
and other alternatives have been examined. One
alternative that has received much publicity is
Naltrexone, which has suffered from the wonder drug
tag. Most people who use it will not be magically cured
of their heroin addiction, despite the media hype.
However, it is the opposition's view that Naltrexone
should be tried. It is undoubtedly a drug that is
amazingly successful in assisting some people to
become drug free. It has an ultra-rapid opiate
detoxification effect and can be used with a general
anaesthetic. It stops the craving for heroin.
As members will be aware, experiments have been
carried out on the drug in Israel and other places. J
understand that at least one company in Victoria will
now supply Naltrexone. I also understand that a similar
proposal is before one of our major private hospitals,
which is keen to be part of an Naltrexone program.
There is certaiPJy a demand for the drug from patients
and their families.
The New South Wales government is currently
conducting a naltrexone trial at a public hospital, which
will enable public patients to have access to the drug.
Unfortunately, the Victorian government is not
undertaking any public hospital trials; therefore people
without the income needed to take part in a trial in a
private hospital will not have access to the drug. My
understanding is that it would cost a person up to
$10 000 to go on the program. Families who are able to
afford the $10 000 will have a great advantage over
poorer families who cannot. The Victorian government
should follow the example set by the New South Wales
government and consider providing a naltrexone pilot
trial in a public hospital.
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Other drugs being considered as alternatives to
methadone include buphrenrophine, which is used in
some European countries. It also stops the craving for
hard drugs and is safer than methadone. One of the
problems with methadone is that it can be dangerous:
people have died of methadone overdoses. However,
there are some problems with the way the alternative
substance is taken and dispensed. Another alternative
under consideration is called LAAM - I know it only
by its acronym - which is a methadone-type syrup. It
has a similar effect to methadone, but its advantage is
that it does not need to be taken in the same way that
methadone is. Another problem with methadone is that
it has to be taken regularly, which can intenupt a
person's lifestyle and which becomes a disincentive to
going on the program. With those positive remarks I
now adopt my more standard position of criticising the
government.
My first criticism relates to resources. The government
has boasted a great deal about the supposed
$100 million it has allocated to the Turning the Tide
strategy. However, that is a bit of a two-card trick. The
government has taken millions of dollars away from
other drug and alcohol programs and is now giving
some of that back, claiming it as new spending.
Victoria's spending on drug and alcohol programs rates
badly when compared with the rest of Australia. Last
year the Alcohol and Other Drugs Council of Australia
produced a report which found that Victoria was rated
second-last of all the states for its performance on drug
and alcohol programs.
An article published in the Herald Sun in June 1997
states that Victoria had the lowest per capita spending
on drug and alcohol programs of all the states. The
article says that Victoria spent only $4.59 a head,
compared with New South Wales, which spent $7.06,
the ACT, which spent $11.85, Western Australia,
which spent $7.48, South Australia., which spent $7.24,
Queensland, which spent $5.07, Tasmania, which spent
$8.32, and the Northern Territory, which spent $67.73.
It is a matter of concern that while the government is
boasting about the so-called extra money it has
allocated to Turning the Tide, its overall performance
puts it at the bottom of the ladder among Australian
states.
The executive summary in the Alcohol and Other
Drugs Council report entitled Drugs, Money and
Governments 1995-96 estimates that drug abuse cost
the Australian community more than $18.8 billion in
1992, that with the increasing drug use across Australia
the cost will continue to grow, but that most of the cost
is preventable. It is interesting to examine the revenue
the government receives from the sale of alcohol and
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tobacco and its expenditure on reducing the harm those
drugs cause. The report states:
In the 1995-96 financial year-

around Australiatotal drug revenue collected increased by almost $1 billion to
$7.3 billion. Every government collected additional revenue.
On average each person in Australia contributes $4.04 in drug
taxes, excise and franchise fees.

Let us look at the expenditure side to see how much is
spent on drug-prevention programs. The report states:
[n the 1995-96 financial year, expenditure was reduced by
$3 million. Only $161 million or around 2 per cent of total
revenue was returned to the community through government
drug strategies.

That is less than $9 per person per year. Although
governments around Australia - the commonwealth is
the main culprit - receive millions and millions of
dollars in revenue from drugs, they put only a small
proportion of it back into the community. The report
also points out that Victoria provides only $4.59 per
head for its drug programs.
According to the report's performance survey of
Victoria, Victoria received $753 million in revenue
from taxes on alcohol- that is, $166.56 per head.
However, the funding allocated for alcohol and drug
programs through the Health Department was
$20 million, or $4.59 per head. That year the state
governrnent made a profit of some $14 a head on the
sale of drugs. According to the results of the
governrnent performance survey, Victoria ranked
fourth on the question of identifying the extent of drug
problems. That was about its best ranking - and it
took into account its setting up the Penington advisory
council and the recommendations the advisory council
made.
On the question of giving priority to addressing drug
problems, Victoria rated third, which was also
reasonable. On the question of having a clear strategy to
address those problems, Victoria rated equal fifth,
which was not as bad as it might have been. I believe
that rating will improve this year with the further
development of the Turning the Tide strategy. On the
question of ensuring programs are provided to prevent
and reduce problems, Victoria rated seventh - right at
the bottom. On the question of ensuring that treatment
programs and services are available, Victoria ranked
eighth. On the question of ensuring the availability of
professional development opportunities, Victoria
ranked sixth-and the list goes on. Victoria's overall
ranking was seventh.
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In a summary report card issued by the Alcohol and

Other Drugs Council of Australia, the comment for
Victoria was as follows:
The Victorian government has again perfonned very poorly
in most areas. Hopes for changes raised by the Penington
repon have not yet been realised.

That is a matter of great concern. The various
committees that have been set up as part of the Turning
the Tide strategy are working very hard. The
committees consist of people of great goodwill and in
many cases people with very good ideas, but those
committees are based on very low funding. In its fifst
three years in office the Kennett government cut
funding to alcohol and drug programs so significantly
that the Turning the Tide committees are now facing an
uphill battle to deal effectively with the severe
problems they face. The 1993--94 budget papers for the
Department of Human Services reveal that the
expenditure on drug and alcohol services was
$30 million. By 1995-96 that had reduced to
$19.8 million. That cut of around $10 million
represents a 30 per cent reduction in expenditure on
drug and alcohol programs in the fifst three years of the
Kennett government.
That sheds a very different light on the government's
claim that $100 million has been spent on the Turning
the Tide strategy. The government does not state that
that is not per year but over a four-year period. In
reality only $25 million is being spent per year on the
strategy. The fact that the money largely comes out of
the Community Support Fund is also not stated. It is not
even recurrent expenditure, it is a one-off somewhat
modest boost in spending on top of very low base
funding that places Victoria as the seventh state - the
second-bottom state - in its performance on drug and
alcohol programs. That is unsatisfactory.
What has been the effect of that low spending? The
most obvious and disappointing effect has been the
closure of a number of drug rehabilitation centres. On a
number of occasions I visited Westadd in the western
suburbs of Melbourne. That centre provided one of the
best drug rehabilitation programs in Australia. The
program was aimed at ensuring that women could take
part in a drug rehabilitation program. That residential
program was very important for women because many
had children. It is simply not possible for many women
requiring drug rehabilitation to visit outpatient clinics to
receive the support they need. Many women had been
battered or abused and their lives had been touched by
crime or child abuse. The only way they were able to
receive the sort of rehabilitation they needed was in a
nurturing, stable environment. The program at Westadd
was closed as a result of the government cuts. I am
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concerned about that. Similarly the detoxification
centre in Geelong and the Salvation Army
detoxification unit in Chapel Street, St Kilda, were also
closed.
Although the opposition strongly supports the policy
behind the Penington report and the Turning the Tide
strategy, it considers that the performance of the
government is not nearly good enough. The
government has decided it will no longer provide drug
and alcohol rehabilitation programs itself but will
tender them out. The result ofthat process has been that
right across Melbourne many highly skilled
organisations have been forced to close. That has
resulted in a fragmentation in service. In the inner and
southern regions of Melbourne a number of
organisations made bids for tenders only to be then told
that the tender was not even going ahead. The tendering
and privatisation of services has resulted in
fragmentation and closure. That situation needs to be
addressed. Although the opposition will continue to
work in a bipartisan way with the government on drug
and alcohol refonns, it wants to ensure that sufficient
resources are made available to enable programs to
provide appropriate services.
Mr KILGOUR (Shepparton) - I congratulate the
government on the steps it has taken through the
Turning the Tide strategy to minimise the harm caused
by the use and abuse of illicit drugs in Victoria. I am a
member of the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee
that has been working diligently since the Turning the
Tide program was commenced. The cornmittee has the
responsibility of examining the Turning the Tide
program to ensure it is being appropriately
implemented. The committee has a bipartisan view on
the issue of drugs and has been working without
concern about which side of the house each member
sits on. If the committee is to serve the people of
Victoria effectively that is the way it must continue to
work. It should not play politics with the drugs issue. It
is far too important to ensure that the right results are
achieved at the end of the day. That day is probably a
long way off when you consider the massive drug
problems facing Victorians. The committee has
examined traditional strategies and understands they are
not providing a solution. The Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee's report, Victorian
Government's Drug Reform Strategy Turning the Tide
Interim Report December 1997, demonstrates that
although the program was established following the
Penington report, there is a long way to go before it
reaches the level of expectations that have been set for
it.
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The committee will publish a second major report in
mid-1999. That report will provide a much more
detailed analysis of the extent to which the initiatives
have reduced the use and abuse of illicit drugs and the
resulting physical, emotion and social harm. Victoria's
approach must be consistent with both the national and
international standards. To that end members of the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee have travelled
extensively interstate and overseas to look at national
and international programs. Some committee members
went to the UK and to Europe last year. In the middle
of this year some will be travelling to America and
Canada looking at the treatment programs there. The
committee has gained a tremendous amount of
knowledge about the way that these dreadful problems
are being dealt with overseas. The committee believes
Victoria is setting world standards in the area and that it
must strive to ensure that all its initiatives remain
commensurate with the overseas best practice it has
observed.
There is no simple answer. A well-informed approach
needs to be adopted to the changes in attitudes and
behaviours of people around the world and interstate.
During the next 18 months the research will continue;
the committee will be conducting a number of public
hearings, some of which are already set down for next
month. The Turning the Tide strategy will be evaluated
and thoroughly canvassed before any recommendations
are made to the government for the future.
The committee's terms of reference are, fIrstly, to
monitor the implementation, and evaluate the
effectiveness, of the comprehensive drug reform
strategy announced in response to the report of the
Premier's Drug Advisory Council in the document
Turning the Tide; secondly, to investigate and evaluate
national and international experience in the drug
area - this will include undertaking an evaluation of
differing approaches to the drug problem in other states,
particularly South Australia and the ACT, as well as
international jurisdictions; and thirdly, to monitor and
evaluate two research projects which will be
commissioned by the government - the fIrst project
will further investigate any linkage between marijuana
use and the onset of schizophrenia and other mental
illness, and the second will investigate the effects of
marijuana use on driving and support expanded work
on the development and commissioning of a roadside
testing mechanism for marijuana.
The report is required to be tabled in Parliament no later
than June 1999. It will provide a clear indication of the
extent to which the use and abuse of drugs and
physical, emotional and social harm have been reduced.
The report will take into account the results of the
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research projects considered by the committee and the
evaluation of the national and international drug reform
experience.
A committee ofleaders of departments will look at how
each department handles the problem in the health and
education areas, and will report regularly on their
fIndings. Victoria is confronted by the persistent
problem of illicit drug use. While it is true that Victoria
does not have the world's worst illicit drug use problem
the harm and social costs of drug abuse in Victoria are
still of great concern. The problem is difficult to
eliminate. Despite ongoing law enforcement efforts to
control the supply of illicit drugs into Australia the
supply continues and the demand, unfortunately,
persists.
The Victorian drug strategy approach is harm
minimisation and reduction. We have heard those
words all around Australia. We now realise that to say
no to drugs is not working in many areas; but we can
try to reduce the harm these drugs are causing. The
honourable member for Springvale and I attended the
winter school on drugs in Brisbane. We heard cases
about drug abuse in areas no different from anywhere
else in Australia. However, the drug causing the most
problems is still alcohol. The winter school focused on
illicit drugs and the harm they are causing in our
community. Later the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee visited a rehabilitation centre to look at
treatment programs. The needle exchange programs, as
mentioned by the honourable member for Oakleigh, are
working to reduce the harm caused by HIV. Shepparton
is a country electorate with a drug problem, but it is
nowhere near as bad as the problem in the metropolitan
area.
A couple of weeks ago I visited Springvale. I do not
want to speak in detail about Springvale because it has
had enough adverse publicity in the drugs area.
However, I was extremely pleased to be invited to
Springvale by the honourable member for Springvale,
Eddie Micallef, who has done a tremendous amount of
work in this area with his local community. I
congratulate him heartily on the work he has done and
respect his understanding of the drug program in the
Springvale area. I was able to walk around the streets
with Mr Micallef s researcher and talk to people at the
drug and community health centres. The honourable
member for Springvale has also done a tremendous
amount of work in those areas. I heard of and saw
fIrst-hand the problems associated with drug deals
being done in the streets. Many people in the streets are
badly affected by drugs. I also spoke with workers in
the health area about how we might work on solving
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some of these problems. Needle exchange programs are
also helping combat the war against HIV infection.
I now have a much wider understanding of the drug
issue. It is not just the people who are involved with
drugs, whether they smoke marijuana or take drugs
intravenously; the problem greatly affects the wider
community. Unfortunately, many people with HIV who
have contracted the disease through needle exchange or
by using dirty needles go out into the wider community
and infect others. We need to look seriously at the
problem and embrace a wide area to ensure we can
introduce programs to solve these problems. The
Mirikai Drug and Alcohol Rehabilitation Centre on the
Gold Coast is run by an exceptional lady who has a
terrific understanding of the issue. One of the greatest
experiences I had was to sit with the committee
members and about 30 people at the centre and talk
about why people start using drugs, the problems they
associate with drugs and the validity of the methadone
initiative. I asked how many of the people on the drug
program had parents involved in drugs. The answer was
something like 70 per cent. It is a sad indictment of our
society that 70 per cent of the parents of the people now
involved in drugs were also drug users.
I support the government's Turning the Tide program. I
would like to see many of our programs far more
advanced than they are. However, I am pleased to be
involved with the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee because there is some excellent work being
done. I hope by the middle of next year the committee
will be able to produce a report which will ensure the
people who need help in this area are given all the
assistance they need.
Mr MICALLEF (Springvale)- The effectiveness
of the Turning the Tide program has to be assessed, not
only by the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee, of
which I am a member, but also by the general
community, the Parliament and everybody who has a
concern about drugs. The drug issue is one of the most
complex and important issues facing the community
today. My experience with drugs is hands-on. I have
been involved in needle exchange and drug
rehabilitation programs for many years in my capacity
as president of the board of management of the
SpringvaJe Community Health Centre. In the
mid-l 980s there was a reaction to the introduction of
needle exchange programs. As part of the federal
government's program to contain the spread ofHIV,
needle exchange programs are as important as they
were then, not only because they assist in containing
HIV but also because they help to contain the spread of
hepatitis C, a by-product of intravenous drug use.
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The 125 deaths from overdoses in the previous year,
mainly from heroin, represents a tremendous waste of
life. It is a complex but important issue. The
community is suffering because of the many young
lives that have been lost as a result of drug addiction
and overuse.
I have attempted to raise for discussion alternative
strategies to the way we approach the drug problem.
There is no doubt that the current approach has failed, is
failing and will continue to fail. Money has been
poured into the Turning the Tide program. The federal
government's Tough on Drugs strategy totally misses
the key causes of drug use. It is about chest-beating and
putting more money into the apprehension of suppliers
and the curtailment of the supply than about the reasons
why people go onto drugs.
It is good to see the Treasurer in the chamber. I believe
one of the key reasons for young people going onto
drugs is the lack of self-esteem caused by the lack of
career directions and opportunities to work and the
feeling that they are not a meaningful part of the
community. Those are issues that the state and federal
governments have to tackle if they are to get on top of
the drug problem. The attack on the supply of drugs has
failed and will continue to fail while the drug industry
commands so much international support, aided by
international conspiracies and big money. Drugs are the
second-largest trading commodity in the world today.
So long as that remains the case, we will continue to
fail to contain the supply of drugs.
Even if we got on top of the supply, all it would achieve
would be to raise the price of drugs so that the users
would have to turn to more crime to support their
habits. Other major by-products of drug use include
housebreaking, burglary, prostitution, marriage
break-ups, loss of property and the sale of the marital
home. Those are the sorts of complex problems
governments have to get on top of.
Although we are waiting to evaluate the success of the
Turning the Tide strategy, it has resulted in money
being put into programs, some of which are beginning
to work. However, I believe it is not the total answer.
The programs in Springvale include the Connect
program. An after-hours schools program is run as a
subset of that. On Friday I attended the Springvale
Cricket Club presentation night. Young cricketers from
Springvale Secondary College and other colleges have
been sponsored to learn cricket and are now taking part
in a major cricket club activity. A range of other sports,
including badminton, squash and soccer, are played in
the after-hours program. It will be expanded to also take
in cultural activities because not all young people are
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sports minded. The program aims to pick up young
people after school between the hours of 4.00 p.m. and
7.00 p.m., when they are vulnerable to drug-related
activities.
Those are the sorts of things we are working on. I am a
member of the Springvale strategies and assessment
committee, which has been confronting drug issues for
more than a year. It works with the local municipality,
sports clubs, local police, local traders and local
agencies such as the Citizens Advice Bureau and the
community health centre to fonnulate strategies to deal
with drug use. This is the year in which we believe we
have to deliver. We can no longer go on meeting and
talking about the problem. We all understand the
impact of those 125 deaths, the spread of AIDS and the
continuing spread of hepatitis C. Until we get on top of
these issues there will be a continuing decline in the
moral fibre of the community and an increase in the
tragic consequences that go with that. We have
strategies in place that I believe will tackle the problem.
The government has to play a more significant role. I
have put together a discussion paper - I mentioned
this the other week in Parliament - on safe-injecting
facilities that asks whether Australia should have a
safe-injecting pilot trial. That is seen as a radical
concept, although ironically I woke up one morning last
week to hear the Lord Mayor of Melbourne, Cr Ivan
Deveson, saying he now supports a trial of
safe-injecting facilities in Melbourne. That is an
amazing turnaround. I know Ivan very well from his
days at Nissan in Clayton, which is on the border of my
electorate. He is very conservative, but I know he is
concerned about the drug issue. When I spoke to him
about the suggestion three or four months ago he would
not have a bar of it.
The Chief Commissioner of Police has said that the
current approach is not working. The government has
to look at changing the rules and changing the
legislation. Hann minimisation works to its optimum
level only if you remove the circumstances that force
people to turn to the drug culture to survive.
Many drug users in the streets ofSpringvale are
small-time users and pushers. Their ability to catch
other people in their web gives them a lifeline by
providing the opportunity to fund their own habits and
make some pocket money. Many outsiders are coming
to Springvale to buy their drugs. Yesterday morning I
spoke to Senior Sergeant Wilcox, who is concerned
about the amount of vomit now on the streets of the
shopping centre. Vomiting is one of the side effects of
shooting-up, and every morning shopkeepers have to
clean up the vomit in the entrances to their shops. We
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have a real problem, which is killing the shopping
centre trade in Springvale. Regulars are shopping
elsewhere, because the sight of discarded needles and
people under the influence of or buying drugs is
offensive. A safe-injecting facility is one way of dealing
with the immediate problem.

In the longer tenn the government has to consider
changing the legislation to regulate the availability of
hard drugs like heroin so that people do not have to turn
to crime to fund their habits. There should be
alternatives to the methadone program because, as the
shadow Minister for Health said, methadone is not the
easy drug it is made out to be. It is far more addictive
than heroin and is therefore difficult to get off. Other
wonder programs such as the naltrexone program have
yet to be proved. There is no magic pill that will take
people off drugs. We have to deal with the issues which
make young people go onto drugs, such as
unemployment and the lack of career structures. We
certainly have to consider changing the law to try to
stop young people getting into the drug culture, which
turns them into criminals, makes them susceptible to
contracting hepatitis C and leads too often to tragedy.
Mr WELLS (Wantirna) - I t gives me great
pleasure to support the motion moved by the
honourable member for Oakleigh, which states:
That this house congratulates the government for the steps it
has taken, through the Turning the Tide strategy, to minimise
the harm caused by the use and abuse of illicit drugs in
Victoria.

Firstly, I congratulate the honourable member for
Springvale on his views on drugs. Although I do not
necessarily agree with all his views, he has come
forward with new ideas and some lateral thinking. As
we continue to mature as a society and to discuss the
problems I am sure we will come up with some
solution.
I shall speak about the 1996 election promise made by
the government to the people of Victoria: that the
Kennett government will provide drug and alcohol free
entertainment for young people. That has become part
of the Turning the Tide strategy, and I am the
coordinator of the program. The basic question parents
and the community ask is: what do young people
between 14 and 17 years of age do on Friday and
Saturday nights? There has not been a lot to do. There
was a real vacuum in the marketplace. Young people
cannot go to hotels; if they do they are acting illegally.
They tend to hang around complexes such as the Knox
shopping centre.
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Music is a big part of the everyday life of young people
and the people involved in running the program knew
we needed to connect it with the entertainment we
provided. We began by travelling to Manly in New
South Wales, where an entertainment program for
young people was being held, to get some ideas. We
came back with some fundamental criteria we needed
to follow to ensure that the premises in which we hold
entertainment does not allow drugs, alcohol or
smoking. The smoking issue was hard to deal with.
Many young people between 14 and 17 are addicted to
smoking. All it needs is for one person in a group to be
a smoker and that person influences the others in where
they go and what they do. That mateship and sticking
together was a factor that needed to be dealt with.
We needed to ensure that the entertainment was held on
a Friday or Saturday night. It is easy to hold functions
during school holidays on Monday, Tuesday and
Sunday nights, but that is not necessarily when young
people want to be entertained. Entertainment is needed
after school on Friday and Saturday nights. We also had
to ensure that the entertainment was of the highest
quality. When I was a young fellow - going back
quite a few years - living in the country, we would be
sitting on a hay bale listening to the Rolling Stones and
Led Zeppelin, drinking milk. However, the situation
today has changed. Young people watch television
programs such as Rave on the ABC on Saturday
mornings and they see sophisticated entertainment
being offered. They expect the same. Strangely enough
the other thing we needed to do was to charge a price. If
functions were free to young people no-one would
attend, and if they are paying a price they expect good
quality entertainment in return.
An ultimate factor is needed for an entertainment to
appeal to young people. We found that if the parents
thought a program was fantastic and gave it their
support, young people would not attend. We needed to
be careful on that point. We held a competition on Fox
FM, announced by the Premier, to get a name for the
program. We received more than 200 applications and
finally came up with the name Freeza. The young
people chose the name because they said 'it was a cool
place to hang out' .

The Freeza program has total funding of$1 million a
year over four years. The idea is to encourage young
people to attend events with live bands or dance parties
in a safe, secure and fully supervised environment. We
have ensured that the best security the state could
provide is at the events. The main security company we
use is called New Breed, and it is doing an excellent job
across the state. At present we have 36 locations and
within three months, at the start of the new fmancial
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year, we will have 45. We have divided the state into
nine regions and there are five venue providers in each
region. We have a waiting list of venue providers
wanting to come into the program. Venue providers are
high schools, local councils and YMCAs across the
state, and they have different formats.
We realised we also needed to provide an information
centre and have set up a Website that allows young
people in Wodonga to speak to people in Geelong
about the different bands, different security and
different methods of setting up Freeza events. This has
sharpened the skills of the young people who are
participating, and it gives a better information flow to
those who wish to attend the events.
At present each venue provider is allocated $16 000 and
must provide at least eight events over a 12-month
period, which ensures that events are held regularly.
The provider is also entitled to $10 000 for
non-recurrent capital facilities, which can be used to
buy a stage, musical instruments or a trailer to move the
band equipment around. The success of the program
speaks for itself. In some country areas we are getting
from 100 to 600 young people, but recently in Eltham
1800 young people attended an event with another 400
waiting outside to get in.
The clear message we are giving to young people is that
they can enjoy the best bands in a drug and alcohol free
environment. I have visited a number of the events
across the state and have been amazed by the different
ideas the young people have come up with. Recently I
visited Numurkah. The honourable member for Murray
Valley is very proud of what has been achieved in that
area. Up to 220 young people aged between 14 and
17 have turned up to Freeza events, which is as many as
they were able to fit in. The providers went a step
further and held a teeny-bopper Freeza event for
younger kids between 6.30 p.m. and 8.00 p.m. - they
do not attend the later event because the older kids fmd
that off-putting. The real success is that the events are
driven by young people. Every Freeza event has a
youth committee, which chooses the music, sets the
scene and decides where events will be held. That is the
real success of the program. Older people are not
experts in choosing music and setting up a framework
or infrastructure for young people. Those decisions are
left to the young people. The police have said that when
a Freeza event is being held the crime rate in the area
falls away. We are looking forward to improved figures
when they become available from the police.
The Freeza program is ably driven by the Minister for
Youth and Community Services and his department. He

DRUGS: TURNING mE TIDE PROGRAM
878

ASSEMBLY

is an excellent minister to work for and has shown a lot
of foresight.
I particularly thank Peter Wilkinson, Shelley Milligan
and Doug Hamilton who are the driving force behind
the program. The Freeza program has a long future
ahead of it, and I look forward to working with the
many community groups associated with the program.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I join
with other speakers today to contribute to this important
motion on the use and abuse of illicit drugs in Victoria.
In doing so, I recall not long ago we were all present in
the house on an historic occasion, when all members in
a bipartisan way debated and, in general, supported the
findings of Professor David Penington and the report of
the Premier's Drugs Advisory Council. Resulting from
that, we saw the introduction of the Kennett
government's Turning the Tide program. As the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition said today, although
the opposition supports it, the program does not go
anywhere near far enough in tackling the serious
problem of drugs in our community.
Although about $100 million over, I think, four years is
to be provided for that program, it is entirely funded
from the Community Support Fund. We need to bear in
mind that in the early years of the Kennett
government - particularly 1993-94 and 1994-95heavy funding cuts, from about $30 million to less than
$20 million a year, were applied to drug and alcohol
treatment programs. Although there has been a net
injection of funds in the Turning the Tide strategy, the
total allocation is nowhere near the $100 million net
expenditure the government would have us believe has
been appropriated.
The opposition welcomes the fact that the Turning the
Tide strategy has been based on a harm minimisation
theory. When the house met some months ago to debate
the Penington report, one of the views overwhelmingly
put by speakers from all sides of the house is that the
correct approach to the problems of drugs in the
community should be based on harm minimisation. We
have seen that as a central theme of the Turning the
Tide strategy, although we could fairly say we would
like the government to go further in that area. It is
unfortunate that a program that should have the highest
possible government priority has been delayed. We
have seen bungles in tendering processes and a number
of national reports have been critical of the spending
priority the Kennett government has attached to the
Turning the Tide program.
I refer to a report prepared last year by the Alcohol and
Other Drugs Council of Australia which referred to the
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fact that Victoria spends among the lowest amount of
any state on drug and alcohol programs. An article in
the Herald Sun of June 1997 headed 'State scores low
on drugs' states:
Victoria has the nation's lowest per capita spending on drug
and alcohol, a report shows.
Victoria rated 'very poorly', scoring the second worst in
Australia in overall perfonnance.

Drug expenditure comparisons for each state show
what is spent per capita. According to the report,
Victoria spends $4.59 per head compared with
Queensland, $5.07; New South Wales, $7.06; ACT,
$11.85; Western Australia, $7.48; South Australia,
$7.24, and so on. Although the opposition strongly
supports the Turning the Tide strategy, there have been
problems with it. As I said, its programs have been
delayed and the overall financial allocation is still not
adequate to tackle serious drug problems in our
community.
I shall refer to two particular matters. I refer, firstly, to
an article in the newspapers of 9 March about the Chief
Commissioner of Police, Mr Comrie. I refer particularly
to the Age article headed 'We've lost drug war:
Comrie'. This article subsequently received wide
coverage in other newspapers. The chief commissioner
states:
... the fight against drugs has failed and is set to introduce a
radical statewide plan to keep drug users out of courts.

The article further states:
Mr Comrie said he had been further encouraged by initial
reports on a trial in Broadmeadows where marijuana users
caught for the first time were given a warning. A decision on
whether to introduce the plan statewide could be made within
two months.

In the article the chief commissioner states:
... long-term coordinated approaches were needed in law
enforcement, education and health to stop young people
wanting to experiment with drugs.
Under the Broadmeadows trial more than 90 people have
received cautions for possessing not more than 50 grams of
marijuana.

Subsequent pUblicity has flowed as a result of that
article, most recently on 31 March when the Lord
Mayor of Melbourne supported the drug plan. An
article reports that Cr Ivan Deveson:
... yesterday backed a police initiative for people caught with
small amounts of marijuana to be allowed off with a warning,
saying policing alone would not reduce illicit drug use.
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I strongly support, as I have done publicly on numerous
occasions, the approach taken by the Chief
Commissioner of Police. It is a pity that although the
house had a full debate on what was a bipartisan
approach to Professor Penington's report the
government has been unable to agree with the
recommendations about legalisation and/or
decriminalisation of small amounts of marijuana for
personal use. In effect, the chief commissioner has now
acted to fill the vacuum created by the lack of
government leadership in this area. The chief
commissioner has trialed the system in Broadmeadows
and, for the first time, instead of marijuana users being
charged and taken to court with all the valuable police
and court time involved, they are receiving official
warnings and being given information about where they
can receive counselling or rehabilitation.
According to the chief commissioner, the program is
working well. I repeat the point I made during my
contribution to the debate on Professor Penington' s
report: each year about $30 million to $40 million of
Victorian taxpayers' money is used on police and court
time in the prosecution of people who are first-time
marijuana users. A huge amount of court time is wasted
when the energies of the police and courts should be
directed at the big-time drug pushers.
The second point I make is that last September, at the
invitation of a number of voluntary agencies, I visited
Springvale to see the health problems there and spent a
number of hours with a group called Ken's Bus and
with the Western Port Drug and Alcohol Service, the
AIDS Prevention and Support Centre, local youth
research workers and Cr Nairn Melham from the local
council.
A barbecue was set up in the main street of Springvale.
During the night I talked to many young people with
serious heroin problems who approached the health
workers. I also went on tour of the area, through the
back streets, with the local youth research worker. I saw
evidence of considerable drug abuse including the
telltale signs of small red balloons and the green,
orange and white bag wrappers from used syringes. I
visited the back of the community health centre which
is known as a site for drug injection.
I learnt many lessons from that visit. It reinforced more
powerfully than anything I can ever imagine that heroin
abuse or the illicit use of drugs is not a legal or a
criminal problem, but a health problem. On that night I
met young people aged 14 or 16, and as young as 11,
who were heroin addicts and were selling heroin to
support their own habits. More than anything else in
life, they desperately wanted to get off the habit. What
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had been an adventure when they first started using the
drug had become for them a painful and destructive
experience which they resented more than anything
else; they wanted to leave that experience behind and
move to a new start in life.
They are all after rehabilitation and detoxification. A lot
of the young people I am talking about - one was a
ward of the state, a young girl aged 11 years - were
telling me they desperately wanted to get off the heroin
but they could not get into residential rehabilitation
programs to get the treatment they needed. Those
young people were not from comfortable, middle-class
homes; they were poor, homeless young people living
in sheds and garages. Home-based detoxification
programs were entirely inappropriate for them. They
told me that each day they would ring a rehabilitation
centre in Frankston and, with the support of the youth
research workers, ask whether there was a bed for them
in the rehabilitation program. Invariably the answer
was, 'No, sorry, we don't have a place for you'. One
can only imagine how depressing and debilitating that
would be.
If there is one fundamental weakness in this program it
is the lack of support and funding for rehabilitation and
detoxification, and I ask the government to review that.
Several newspaper articles I have back up my
statement: the Bal/arat Courier, January 1996, 'Detox
centre our priority'; the Age, December 1997, 'New
rules force closure of Salvos' detox unit'; and the
Geelong Advertiser. April 1996, 'Detox centre to close
despite government drug vow'. Many young people
who are horribly addicted to drugs do not want to be in
that situation. They need residential rehabilitation and
detoxification programs, but that area is significantly
underfunded and undersupported in this strategy.
Generally, the opposition supports the direction of the
government's program I would like to see it receiving
more support and I would like more action to be taken
in relation to decriminalisation of marijuana and the
freeing up of police and court time. The Premier is in
the chamber listening to every word, and my strong
plea today is that he gets out there and looks at how this
problem is affecting the young Victorians. He should
address the serious shortfall in funds for residential
rehabilitation and detoxification programs. I hope he
takes that on board.
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - I am pleased to join this
debate, and I congratulate the government's initiative
on the Turning the Tide program. I shall take up the
point made by the Leader of the Opposition when he
said the project was underfunded. Some $100 million
was allocated to the program over four years - that is a
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significant input. The program was derived from the
results of the Penington report which, as the Leader of
the Opposition indicated, was debated in a bipartisan
manner in this house.
I cannot go along with his comments in relation to the
decriminalisation of marijuana because he left out one
very important point when he was talking about the trial
conducted by the police at Broadmeadows. As part of
that trial the police issued a warning only to a person
committing his first offence of smoking marijuana. My
interpretation of the decriminalisation of marijuana is
that it goes much further than that, and I do not believe
that was aim of the Chief Commissioner of Police when
he indicated support for the trial at Broadmeadows.
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congratulated on the work he has done in that regard.
He has been heavily involved in the investigation ofthe
use of drugs in his electorate, and only two months ago
issued an interesting discussion paper on this subject.
The average person in the street probably cringes at the
thOUght of having safe places for persons to inject
themselves with drugs. It is far better for drug users to
inject themselves in a clean, supervised environment
than to sit in dark, dirty alleys using unclean needles
that are then passed on to somebody else, so spreading
disease. It is a whole new concept. If I had been told
about this 12 months ago, in all honesty I believe I
would not have agreed with it. However, my views
have changed because I have realised that such places
are a necessity for some people in our community.

As a member of the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee I visited the Broadmeadows police station
last Monday week, and it was interesting to see the
work the police had done. They had taken a great
initiative and promoted the concept of issuing warnings
for first-time drug offenders. I agree with the Leader of
the Opposition that there is no doubt that it resulted in a
saving of police resources. However, the point to be
remembered is that it was directed at first-time
offenders.

The paper issued by the honourable member for
Springvale was interesting in that it analysed the
situation and went into great depth on the subject. Ifwe
can forget our bias against drugs and our personal
feelings on their use in order to provide a safe
environment for people to administer their drugs, I
believe we will stop a lot of the disease caused by dirty
needles and perhaps some of the deaths that occur
through drug overdoses.

My interpretation of what the Leader of the Opposition
said is that he wants to decriminalise marijuana use
across the spectrum. There is no doubt that a lot of
people smoke marijuana because they do not see any
long-term ill effects and it is a social trend. We need to
review the entire situation because a lot of people see
smoking marijuana as a necessity. Drugs are probably
the greatest attack on our social fabric. I have no
sympathy for the drug pushers - so far as I am
concerned they are not fit to be talked about. It is the
users that I am concerned about.

I am not being critical of the Victoria Police Force, but
we must change the mentality of some police officers
who have attended areas where safe injecting places are
being established and tried to get a drug bust going.
That defeats the purpose of the argument. To a degree I
support the Leader of the Opposition in that police
should stay away from safe houses. In a de facto way
that is supporting decriminalisation, but I am certainly
not suggesting decriminalisation across the board. If
drug users are unable to break the habit, we should
providing facilities where they can use clean,
disease-free needles in a safe environment.

The honourable member for Springvale alluded to the
fact that the Lord Mayor of the City of Melbourne has
changed his mind on a number of occasions with regard
to injecting places. Last year the Lord Mayor criticised
the Premier for not visiting Melbourne to see the results
of drug abuse first hand. Last year members of the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee requested the
Lord Mayor to accompany them on a walk around the
streets of Melbourne so he could explain his concerns.
As at the last meeting of the committee, which was only
a fortnight ago, despite a couple of follow-up phone
calls there has been no response from the Lord Mayor.
The request was made about five months ago, and to
date there has been no response.
As I said, the honourable member for Springvale
referred to safe injecting places. He is to be

It is very important. Some people who were with me
last night live close to that place. If they stand at the
window of their apartment in Spring Street they can see
behind the buildings, which in the past five years has
changed from being an area where people just park
their cars to one where people sit all night shooting up
various drugs. Last night they said that whereas five
years ago the loudest noise they heard in the city was
from fire engine sirens - people now have to pay for
false fire calls - the most common sound now is
caused by ambulances travelling around trying to
resuscitate people who have overdosed. The suggestion
of the honourable member for Springvale to provide
safe houses for users who inject drugs is worth
consideration. The Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee is seriously considering it because it could

DRUGS: TURNING THE TIDE PROGRAM
Wednesday. 8 April I99R

ASSEMBLY

provide an environment where drug users are not
intimidated and it may reduce the spread of disease.
The Turning the Tide strategy is an excellent program
overall. Many of the projects which have been initiated
have not had time to develop, and I am critical of the
fact that they have taken so long to get off the ground. I
am also very concerned that bureaucracies are trying to
find jobs for themselves rather than spending the
money in the community to solve the problems.
One of the most forward-thinking concepts is the
adoption of the Freeza program, an initiative of the
honourable member for Wantima. He should be
congratulated for that program because it has provided
an opportunity for teenagers - and probably for people
a little older than teenagers - to enjoy entertainment in
a drug and alcohol-free area. The Freeza program is
very popular, and when Freeza dances have been held
in my electorate kids have turned up to them in their
thousands. The program allows kids to direct their
minds and energies to other sources rather than the
wicked drug scene.
Drugs are a big problem; I believe they are the greatest
danger to our social fabric. There is no easy solution,
and the Turning the Tide program is just one of many
initiatives we can try to help the problem.
The all-party Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee
is doing the best it can and is considering many possible
solutions. I am pleased to be a member of that
committee, just as I am pleased to support the Turning
the Tide program. It will not be an easy task, but with
all parties working on it I hope this disastrous problem
in our community can eventually be solved.
MrCAMERON (Bendigo West)-I am grateful
for the opportunity to contribute to this debate. One
thing must be said about drugs - that is, they
undermine the society in which we live and weaken
communities across Victoria. Unfortunately the
enormity of the problem is growing. Whether it be in
this Parliament, parliaments elsewhere around Australia
or in discussions between people here or the rest of the
western world. we must face up to the fact that drugs
are an enormous problem. This is not a Liberal, Labor
or National party issue; it is a growing problem across
the western world on which everyone must work
constructively if it is to be solved. This state is no
exception.
Victoria's response to the problem was to establish the
Penington inquiry, part of which involved debate in this
house when many honourable members had the
opportunity to put forward their contributions. A whole
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range of views were expressed. One of the positive
steps to come out of that inquiry was the Turning the
Tide initiative. We are going in the right direction, but
the question is whether we need to do more and move
more quickly. The Leader of the Opposition highlighted
the fact that even considering the expenditure on the
Turning the Tide program Victoria's expenditure still
lags behind that of other states. I hope that if anything
comes out of today's debate it will be that we move
more quickly and do more on this issue.
This morning there was some discussion about what
recently occurred at Broadmeadows. The Chief
Commissioner of Police issued a warning in that police
district, in effect saying that he appreciates the
magnitude of the problem in the community and will
try to help break the nexus between marijuana and
heavier drugs. As honourable members will recall, that
was one of the recommendations of Professor
Penington. The issue is controversial, but in today's
society there must be a hann-minimisation initiative.
The Turning the Tide program is about hann
minimisation. The chief commissioner has taken the
view that that may be the way to break the nexus
between marijuana, which is regarded as a soft drugdespite the damage it can do - and heavier drugs such
as heroin.
If we look at the increase in the use of heavy drugs in
Australia we will see that it is predominantl y in the use
of heroin. Heroin is used not just in the cities but
everywhere across country Victoria. People may think
that that sort of thing does not happen in small
provincial towns, but it does. One of our neighbours
who lives just several hundred yards away from us has
complained that drug users often pull up in their cars
under a couple of wattle trees in the street and shoot up.
The council's response was, 'We can get rid of the
wattle trees'. That is just one example of people
thinking that that sort of activity may not occur.
Although the wattle trees will go and the problem in
that street will be resolved, the problem will be
elsewhere.
Heroin is everywhere. Unfortunately one of the reasons
for that is that it has become easier to get drugs into
Australia. When the federal government cut back on
customs and federal police personnel the importation of
heroin increased. Recently the federal government has
tried to put funds back into that area, but the problem
already exists and will now be all the more difficult to
overcome.
I turn now to the issue of rehabilitation. Recently I
helped a young man who needed to get into a
rehabilitation program. He desperately wanted to
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overcome his problem, but it would have taken an age
for him to get into the program. Although with its
Turning the Tide strategy the government is heading in
the right direction, if people with drug problems cannot
get rehabilitation as quickly as possible, there will be
more heavy drug users out there in society. Drugs are a
huge cost not only to the drug users but to their families
and the rest of society. Too many heavy drug users
support their habits by criminal activity, which eats into
the feeling of security in the community. The
honourable member for Knox said he was enlightened
by the comments of the honourable member for
Springvale about a particular program. We also heard
about the ACT heroin trials. Whatever view people
may have of such programs, they should be given a go
to detennine whether they work and if they are worth
expanding. If they work, good; if they do not, try
something else. The community will be the poorer if it
does not try these things.
Motion agreed to.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. untO 2.04 p.m.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ports: Webb Dock dispute
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition)- I refer

the Premier to the fact that at 11.31 p.m. last night
Patrick stevedores used hired thUgs with attack dogs to
illegally-A government member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - That is what it was - hired thugs
with attack dogs! Wait until you see the TV!
Government members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
members for Mordialloc and Ripon!
Mr BRUMBY - I refer the Premier to what
occurred at 11.31 p.m. last night when hired thugs with
attack dogs were used to illegally sack 500 workers.
Does the Premier condone that illegal act?

The SPEAKER - Order! Will the Premier advise
me if this is part of his administrative responsibility?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I assume that anything
that happens in the state is my responsibility, so I will
happily take the question. The Victorian and Australian
community are well aware that for many years attempts
have been made to ensure that the competitive position
of Australian ports is lifted to what can be described
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only as an international benchmark. It is a tragedy that
although a number of attempts have been made and
some very small improvements have been achieved, the
reality is that Australian ports - particularly the
Melbourne port - are nowhere near the benchmarks
set by ports such as Singapore.
Over the past few months there has been a genuine
effort by Patrick and others to streamline the operation
of the Melbourne port. That has not been successful.
When it became obvious that an attempt would be
made over a period to resolve the problems at the
Melbourne port in the national interest, I recall saying
on air, in answer to a statement put to me that the
National Farmers Federation would be putting in place
a competitive unit and training individuals to handle
containers on the port, that John Coombs, the head of
the Maritime Union of Australia, would have been
much better advised to have viewed the NFF as a
competitor and challenger and to use all the experience
the union had to prove to the employers and the
community that it could do a much better job. The
union adopted the old tried and true method of both the
ALP and most leaders in the trade union movement. It
resisted the opportunity to compete and instead put its
head under a blanket and ignored the need for
substantial change.
It is important to raise work practices to an international
standard. Unless we do so, as Victoria goes into the
21st century, it will not be able to export products
because buyers will not have confidence if the system is
unreliable and substantially more costly than anywhere
else.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETT - Having asked his question, the
Leader of the Opposition continues to interject. Like
Mr John Coombs, the Leader of the Opposition is not
prepared to enter into a new environment as we go into
the 21st century. He wants to hold the waterfront back.
Mr Brumby - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the Premier has now been speaking for 4 minutes. He
was asked to answer a specific question: does he
condone the illegal act that occurred at 11.31 p.m.? He
was not asked to deliver a diatribe about the ports and
his failure to reform them. The opposition wants to
know whether he condones an illegal act. Does he
condone breaking the law?

The SPEAKER - Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Premier has been speaking for
312 minutes, not 4 minutes. I believe his remarks relate
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to the issue the Leader of the Opposition referred to and
are not irrelevant to the question.
Mr KENNETT - I believe, quite correctly, that
this is one of the most important issues confronting
Australia at the moment. The Leader of the Opposition
asked the question and I am clearly answering it.
If we do not reform the ports the reality is that as we
head into the 21 st century employers in this country
will not be able to employ as many people as are
currently employed. There will not be a manufacturing
industry as we know it. Toyota will not export cars
from this country to the Middle East unless it can do so
on a competitive basis.
Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I
raise with you the question of relevance. Whether or
not Toyota is involved in the wharves has nothing to do
with the attack on workers last night by thugs and dogs.
The opposition wants to know whether the Premier
condones the use of dogs and thugs to attack workers.
Answer that question! That is the relevant question.
The SPEAKER - Order! What has happened on
the waterfront and what led up to the incident is
relevant to the question asked. I believe the Premier is
still relevant to the question as asked.
Mc KENNETT - It is relevant because the reason
the dispute is taking place is that all the people who use
the wharves are not getting their products out with any
reliability and at a reasonable price. The situation has
been building up now for a number of weeks and
months. The ALP and the Maritime Union of Australia
have been trying to hold the line to preserve existing
conditions without having any concept of what this
country needs as we move into the 21 st century. This
dispute, in my opinion, is not even about what is in the
best interests of this country today and tomorrow; it is
about what is in the best interests of this country for 20
and 30 years to come. The Labor Party and the MUA
have to ask themselves what sort of country they want.
Mr Thwaites - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the Premier is now debating the question; he is seeking
to attack the union, the Labor Party and everyone else
because he refuses to answer the fundamental question,
which is whether he condones illegal acts and the use of
thugs to perpetrate those acts.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier has now
been speaking for 6 minutes; admittedly he has had two
points of order, but I ask him to complete his answer.
Mr KENNETT - Three points of order,
Mr Speaker, but let that fold. This is an important
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dispute. It is important that the issue is resolved because
the long-term interests of this country will be best
served by having a competitive waterfront. The Labor
Party and the MUA have no-one else but themselves to
blame for refusing in any way to be part of the modem
world.

Public transport: service guarantees
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - Will the
Minister for Public Transport inform the house about
today's announcement concerning guarantees for public
transport users?
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - As all
honourable members will be aware, with the election of
the Kennett government in 1992 there have been
significant advances in public transport. The coalition
government now provides more public transport
services to Victorians than were available prior to 1992,
and it is doing so for an amount that is about
$250 million less than it cost the former government.
Today I announced that in its program of reforms the
government is introducing a 12-point package of
measures to improve passenger rights and service
quality on Victoria's public transport system. These
guarantees will be enshrined in legally binding
long-term contracts with any future private sector
operators. The passenger charter contains guarantees
regarding those services. Firstly, train and tram service
levels will be maintained and expanded. The full
existing passenger network of operational tram and
train lines throughout Victoria will remain in operation
throughout the term of the franchise contracts. Any
changes to timetables will have to be approved by the
Minister for Transport.
The government will provide legal guarantees that
throughout the term of each franchise fares will not
increase above the rate of inflation. All concessionsincluding those to pensioners, senior citizens, students
and those in need - will continue to be provided.
Multimodal tickets will continue and the travel on the
Melbourne City Circle tram route will continue to be
free. Tram and train operators will be required to
maintain existing levels of punctuality and reliability
and they will face penalty payments if performance
slips. Private operators will be obliged to take action if
station cleanliness, staff conduct, on-train catering and
other key measures do not meet state performance
measures.
To ensure operators are accountable to their customers,
information about the punctuality and reliability of
trains and trams will be published and updated every
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three months. Private operators will be required to
compensate passengers - a first for Australia - for
poor service through free extensions to long-term
periodical tickets. Any operator whose trains are too
crowded will be required by the government to take
corrective action and they will be penalised. The PTC's
current high safety standards will be maintained and
operators will be required to work closely with the
police to reduce crime on the public transport system.
Accessibility is of concern. The government will
require operators to demonstrate they are catering
properly for people with special needs and disabilities.
It will also ensure that Melbourne's full operational
fleet of W,lass trams will be kept in service and that
trams, of course, will retain their present livery.
Through all of these guarantees the government will be
buying services from private sector providers but it will
remain in control of the important interface between the
system and passengers on matters such as fares, service
levels, performance and safety. The government has
revitalised Victoria's public transport system. Patronage
has increased significantly over the past three years,
which shows that customers of the public transport
system clearly recognise the improvements this
government has made - improvements the Labor
Party never even attempted to make during its 10 years
in government.
Labor oversaw the decline of public transport in this
state; and this government has broUght the public
transport system back into an area of credibility that
nobody ever thOUght possible. The government has
delivered - and it will keep on delivering in the
interests of public transport users.
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Mr Hulls interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Niddrie is testing the patience of the Chair.

Mr STOCKDALE - What the importers-Opposition members interjecting.
Mr STOCKDALE - You have no interest in the
answer!

Mr Batchelor intetjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Thomastown!
Mr Hulls interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! Have you got the point?
MrHulls- Yes.

Road safety: Easter strategy
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - Will the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services advise the house of the
initiatives in place to protect Victorian motorists this
Easter?
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - The honourable member for
Knox asks about strategies to ensure that the number of
fatalities on our Victorian roads remains low. The
Easter period traditionally sees a large exodus of people
from metropolitan Melbourne to country regions, which
we welcome. This Easter the Victoria Police will
continue a number of important road safety initiatives.

Ports: federal container tax
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown)-Does the
Treasurer endorse the Howard government's decision
today to further reduce the competitiveness of
Australian exporters by imposing new port taxes of $12
per container to directly fund Patrick's sacking of
1400 workers, including 500 workers in Victoria; or is
the Treasurer prepared to stand up against the federal
government and all export industries in Victoria?

Honourable members intetjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have asked members
not to intetject or call across the chamber, particularly
not using Christian names; that is not acceptable in the
Parliament.
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - What the
importers - -

Under the road safety strategy introduced by the
previous Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
last year there were 377 fatalities on our roads, the
lowest ever number recorded. That was achieved
through a number of initiatives, including additional
random blood-alcohol testing. The number of random
breath tests has increased from 500 000 in 1991 to
1.3 million in 1997. The proportion of people who
drive over speeds that trigger speed traffic cameras has
decreased from 25 per cent in 1990 to 3 per cent in
1997. Coupled with those initiatives are the graphic
Transport Accident Commission television ads. I also
mention the coffee-break facilities provided by the
State Emergency Services.
We encourage Victorians to take a great deal of care on
the road over Easter so they can enjoy the break rather
than experiencing the sadness and trauma of a traffic
accident - or worse, a fatality caused by an accident.
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Drivers and pedestrians have a responsibility to ensure
they treat our roads and the cars that travel on them
with a great deal of care. There may be some rain over
the next couple of days - many of us hope there will
be - which will make driving conditions more difficult
than people have been used to over the past four or five
weeks.

rorts that have undermined Australia's internationally
competitive producers, particularly our primary
producers. There should be no doubt that the closest
analogy to the MUA is the BLF. It is the BLF of the
waterfront!

On behalf of the government and the Victoria Police I
ask people to take care on the roads and to bear in mind
the traffic cameras, radar guns and random booze buses
that are about - and every police car is now in effect a
booze bus. I hope they enjoy the exodus from the city
to country and return safely with their families while
meeting their responsibilities as drivers on Victorian
roads.

Mr STOCKDALE - Probably half the members
of the opposition have been put there by the MUA, and
now they are paying it back with their supportagainst the national interest! It is treachery of the
highest order to run the wharves the way these people
have run them.

Ports: federal container tax
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I refer
the Treasurer to his previous non-answer to a question
on the new $12 federal tax on each container to fund
the sacking of 1400 Patrick stevedore workers. Will the
Treasurer - A government member interjected.

Mr BRUMBY - The legislation was introduced
into federal Parliament this morning. Obviously the
Treasurer was not made aware of it. Will the Treasurer
ensure that the $12 increase, which represents a 34 per
cent increase in container charges, is not passed on to
Victorian producers?
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer)- What Victoria's
importers and Victoria's exporters need are reliable
ports with rates of high productivity that enable them to
rapidly transfer goods in and out of the country. The
Victorian government has certainly played its part.
Savings oftlle order of$35 million have been delivered
to port users through lower charges on the import and
export of cargo through the port of Melbourne. Despite
that, ours remain among the highest charging ports
around the world.

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr STOCKDALE - Typical Labor Party! The
major reason for that is the appalling productivity on
Australia's wharves. Our cargo-handling rates are
double world's best practice and significantly slower
than the handling rates in ports of comparable sizes in
many other countries. That is a direct result of the
restrictive work practices of the Waterside Workers
Federation and the other waterfront and maritime
unions. They are strongly supported by the Australian
Labor Party, which apparently wants to continue the

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Bracks - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, the
Treasurer is debating the question. We want to know if
the Treasurer supports the new $12 tax.
Mr Perton interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I do not want to have to
warn the honourable member for Doncaster again. I do
not uphold the point of order at this stage, but I ask the
Treasurer to come back to the nub of the question.

Mr STOCKDALE- We need to reduce the cost
of moving import and export cargo through the ports. I
certainly support action by any legal means which is
supported by the commonwealth government and
which makes our ports more reliable and more
effective. Apparently the opposition does not.

Australian University Games
Mr KILGOUR (Shepparton)- I ask the Minister
for Sport to inform the house of the latest sporting event
to return to Victoria later this year.

Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport) - It is a
pleasure to advise the house that yesterday the
government announced that the Australian University
Sports Federation had created the precedent of
awarding the Australian University Games to
Melbourne for the second year in a row. This year the
games will be managed by the University of Melbourne
and Monash University. Last year the games were held
at La Trobe University, when 6000 students competed
and more than 1000 volunteers and officials helped run
them. From 27 September to 2 October this year,
20 sports events-7 of them involving individual
sports and 13 involving team sports - will be held in
Melbourne, mainly centred on the Albert Park precinct,
The focus, of course, will be the great Melbourne
Sports and Aquatic Centre. Last year 19 of the 23 sports
events were held in the area. The games engender
comradeship, teamwork and team spirit among the
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athletes, who also cheer their fellow university students
on.
This year the government is assisting the games with a
$90 ()()() grant, but the economic benefit to Victoria of
staging them is more than $4 million. The games are
another of the mass participation events that Melbourne
is so good at running, and that includes the great work
of the officials and volunteers. Previous events have
included the World Police and Fire Games and the
Australian Masters Games. Of course, in 2002 we will
have the World Masters Games.
The university games are a great launching pad. Many
of our athletes got their start in international and
interstate competition at the university games. I am
referring to athletes such as Emma George, the pole
vaulter, Patrick John son , the sprinter, Kate Slatter, the
rower, Chris Fydler, the swimmer, and Paul McNamee,
the tennis player. This will be another great event for
Melbourne. The economic benefit will be large, and the
sporting benefit will be even larger.

Ports: security guards
Mr HAE~\1EYER (Yan Yean) - I refer the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services to
section 41 of the Private Agents Act, which provides
that persons who may be required to work in a
crowd-control capacity wear clearly visible
identification and to the fact that the security guards at
Webb Dock are not wearing such identification. Will
the minister guarantee that each and every security
guard who today has breached the act will be
prosecuted as required by law?
Honourable members intetjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! I should have thought
the colleagues of the honourable member for Yan Yean
would want to hear the minister's answer rather than
indulging in a barrage of inteIjections before the
minister even begins!
Mr W. D. Mc GRAm (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I do not believe I am wrong,
but I think the security group that is providing a
security presence at Webb Dock is indeed headed by
Mr Kel Glare, the former Chief Commissioner of
Police who was appointed by the Labor government. I
take up the point made by the Leader of the Opposition
a little while ago, when he suggested Mr Glare was
leading a mob of thugs.

Honourable members interjecting
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Mr W. D. McGRATH - It is my understanding
that Mr Glare, who was appointed chief commissioner
by the Labor government, is now the head of a private
security company. I am sure Mr Glare is much better
acquainted with the law than the honourable member
for Yan Yean.
Mr Haermeyer - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the minister was asked whether he was prepared to
enforce the provisions of the act under his auspices as
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, not who
ran the security company. The minister was asked
whether he was prepared to make the act work by
enforcing it.

The SPEAKER order.

Order! There is no point of

Mr W. D. McGRATH -The honourable member
asked whether I will enforce the law. The Victoria
Police Force is commissioned to be the chief law
enforcement agency of this state. There has always
been a proper process safeguarding the separation of
powers, and the honourable member for Yan Yean
ought to be aware of that. The government provides the
necessary financial support through the budgetary
process, and policies are put in place, but law
enforcement stays with the Chief Commissioner of
Police and is not subject to political interference. If
there are breaches of a given statute, I am sure the
Victoria Police Force will take appropriate action.

Housing: transitional initiative
Ms McCALL (Frankston)- Will the Minister for
Housing inform the house of the progress of the
implementation of the government's transitional
housing initiative?

Mrs HENDERSON (Minister for Housing) - I
thank the honourable member for her question and her

interest in housing issues. The broad aim of the
transitional housing program is to provide a range of
housing assistance to people who are facing some sort
of housing crisis. It is an opportunity for the program to
help people into long-term, sustainable housing.
Following the important restructure of emergency
housing late last year, through a tender process
15 transitional housing managers have been appointed
to manage a range of housing services that include
housing assistance and referral, allocation and
management of transitional housing and the very
important provision of fmancial assistance through the
housing establishment fund.
The housing establishment fund, for a range of reasons,
can be used for such things as private rental bonds,
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rental arrears and assistance with storage costs and
removal costs when things are difficult for people. The
housing establishment fund has been increased from
S 1.4 million to $4 million over the past two years,
which is an increase of 186 per cent. The recent review
of the housing establishment fund has ensured that the
fund is well targeted and allows for a very broad
distribution.
The government is committed to doubling the number
of properties available for emergency housing through
the transitional housing managers. It is injecting
$100 million over the next two years, and so far this
year it has spent $20 million to acquire transitional
houses. Preliminary data indicates that each manager
saw an average of approximately 850 households in the
quarter from October to December 1997.
The SPEAKER - Order! I should have thought
that this was a fairly important answer for all members
of the house. Honourable members on my left should
cease talking in loud voices. They should keep their
conversations low, and if they want to hold loud
conversations they should leave the chamber.

887

Mr KENNETT (Premier) (By leave)- This bill
and the one I will be introducing in a moment continue
the refonn of the public sector introduced by the
government in 1992, which has now been followed by
many governments around Australia. With the passage
of time - it is almost six years - it has become
appropriate to refine and improve the administration of
the public sector. This bill and the one that will follow
continue that refonn program and are consequential one
upon the other.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

PUBLIC SECTOR MANAGEMENT AND
EMPLOYMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr KENNETT (Premier) introduced a bill to provide for
tbe management of tbe Victorian public sector and for
otber purposes.
Motion agreed to.

Mrs HENDERSON - The property targets we
have set are 2000 new household properties over the
next two years. In the buoyant property market we are
finding the increased targets difficult to meet,
particularly in the inner city area, and I am pleased the
Office of Housing will be entering into leasing
arrangements with the private sector to ensure we can
meet them. The new arrangement of leasing properties
for transitional housing makes a great deal of sense,
particularly in a tight rental and property market. It
gives us the opportunity to get out of the business when
we no longer need the properties.

PUBLIC SECTOR REFORM
(MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr KENNETT (Premier) -

I move:

lhat I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the
Administrative Ammgements Act 1983, to repeal the Public
Authorities (Equal Employment Opportunity) Act 1990 and
the Public Sector Management Act 1992 and to provide for
consequential and transitional matters arising from the repeal
of the Public Sector Management Act 1992 and the enactment
of the Public Sector Management and Employment Act 1998
and for other purposes.

Mr BRACKS (Williarnstown) - Will the Premier
provide a short explanation of the bill?

Read first time.

AGRICULTURE ACTS (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) introduced a bill to amend tbe Agricultural
Industry Development Act 1990, tbe Barley Marketing
Act 1993, the Plant Healtb and Plant Products Act 1995
and tbe Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 and
for otber purposes.
Read first time.

DRIED FRUITS (REPEAL) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) introduced a bill to repeal tbe Dried Fruits
Act 1958, to transfer tbe property, assets, rigbts and
liabilities oftbe Victorian Dried Fruits Board to a trust
estabUsbed for tbe purpose of promoting tbe development
of tbe dried fruits industry and for otber purposes.
Read first time.

PARKS VICTORIA BILL
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Read first time.

Introduction andfirst reading

Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) introduced a bill to establish Parks
Victoria, to amend the Water Industry Act 1994 and
certain acts and for other purposes.
Read first time.

EDUCATION (SELF-GOVERNING
SCHOOLS) BILL
Introduction and first reading

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Education
Act 1958 and the Teaching Service Act 1981 to make further
provision for the management and operation of state schools
and for other purposes.

Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - Will the
minister give a brief explanation on the contents of the
bill?
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) (By leave)This bill deals with greater flexibility in governance of
school councils and will provide an even more exciting
and improved educational outcome for Victorian
students.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

TRANSPORT ACCIDENT (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Introduction andfirst reading

ST GEORGE BANK AND ADVANCE BANK
AUSTRALIA BILL
Introduction andfirst reading
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) introduced a bill to
facilitate the merger of Advance Bank Australia Ltd with
St George Bank Ltd and for other purposes.

Read first time.

GAS PIPELINES ACCESS (VICTORIA)
BILL
Introduction andfirst reading

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to make provision for the
regulation of third party access to natural gas pipeline
systems, to amend the Gas Industry Act 1994 and for other
purposes.

Mr LONEY (Geelong North) - Will the Treasurer
gave a brief explanation of the bill?
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) (By leave) Pursuant to the principles of the Hilmer refonns
adopted by the Council of Australian Governments all
states have been negotiating for a natural access regime
for transmission pipelines. As a result of national
agreements, all states have agreed to introduce
legislation to provide for the adoption of a national
code. This Victorian legislation will give effect to that
commitment.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Transport
Accident Act 1986 and for other purposes.

Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I ask the
Treasurer for a short explanation of the bill.

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) (By leave) -The
bill has two main purposes and contains some
consequential amendments. The two main purposes are
to provide for the introduction of the fourth edition of
the assessment of serious injury and to make
adjustments to times for appeal under the act.
Motion agreed to.

GAMING ACTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction andfirst reading

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) -

I move:

That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Tattersall
Consultations Act 1958, the Gaming Machine Control Act
1991 and the Club Keno Act 1993 and for other purposes.

Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - Will the Treasurer give a
brief explanation of this bill?
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) (By leave)Tattersalls hold licences to conduct Victorian lotteries,
provide gaming machines and be a gaming machine
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operator. It operates via a trust and for some time has
been considering the incorporation of the licence
holders and the entities conducting the business.
Tattersalls has been constrained particularly in meeting
the capital requirements of the businesses by the fact
that it operates as a trust. It proposes to establish
corporate vehicles to overcome some of those
difficulties. The government said it would be prepared
to examine any requests to that effect, and the
legislation is to provide the machinery for the changes
in the licensing arrangements that will flow from the
incorporation of the vehicles. They will continue to be
owned by Tattersalls. It is essentially a reconstruction
of the licence holder rather than any substantive
change.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

VICTORIAN PLANTATIONS
CORPORATION (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) introduced a bill to
amend the Victorian Plantations Corporation Act 1993,
to amend certain other acts and for other purposes.
Read first time.

PRINTERS AND NEWSPAPERS (REPEAL)
BILL
Introduction and first reading

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to repeal the Printers and
Newspapers Act 1958, to amend the Wrongs Act 1958 and
for other purposes.

Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - Will the Attorney-General
give an explanation of the bill?
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) (By leave) -The
title describes the bill well. It is to repeal the Printers
and Newspapers Act. A provision now in the act
requires publishers to specify their names and addresses
on publications. That information will be included in a
slightly changed form in the Wrongs Act.
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CLASSIFICATION (PUBLICATIONS,
FILMS AND COMPUTER GAMES)
(ENFORCEMENT) (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
amend the Oassification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) (Enforcement) Act 1995 and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

TRIBUNALS AND LICENSING
AUmORITIES (MISCELLANEOUS
AMENDMENTS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
amend various acts as a consequence ofthe Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 and the
Business Licensing Authority Act 1998, to repeal the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal Act 1984, the Planning
Appeals Act 1980 and certain other acts and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

BUSINESS LICENSING AUTHORITY BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
establish the Business Licensing Authority and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

VICTORIAN CIVIL AND
ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
establish a Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
and for other purposes.
Read first time.

NA TIONAL PARKS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Motion agreed to.

Introduction and first reading
Read first time.
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) introduced a bill to amend the National
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Parks Act t 975 and the Conservation, Forests and Lands
Act t 987 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

HERITAGE RIVERS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) introduced a bill to amend the Heritage
Rivers Act t 992 and for otber purposes.
Read first time.

LAND (REVOCATION OF
RESERVATIONS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) introduced a bill to provide for tbe
revocation of reservations over certain areas of land,
including land at Bairnsdale, and for otber purposes.
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That I have leave to bring in a bill to dismiss the Darebin City
Council and set a date for a general election for that council
and for other purposes.

Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) explain the purpose of the bill.

I ask the minister to

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) (By leave) - The title gives an
indication of the nature of the bill, which formally
dismisses the former elected councillors who are still
councillors under the present situation. It provides for
sufficient time for the preparation of rolls that include
both named persons who are co-owners of property. It
is the modem enfranchising of women in particular
who are traditionally named second on conveyancing
documents - I do not know why - but it has been the
practice in the past. It brings up to date a modem role
for a modem election with elected councillors. I hope
the new councillors will set a high benchmark in
administration and not revert to the factional civil war
of the past.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Read first time.

ROAD SAFETY (AMENDMENT) BILL

SEA-CARRIAGE DOCUMENTS BILL
Second reading

Introduction and first reading
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) introduced a bill
to amend the Road Safety Act 1986 and the Sentencing
Act 1991 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

ROAD SAFETY (DRIVING INSTRUCTORS)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) introduced a bill
to amend tbe Road Safety Act 1986 to provide a scbeme
for the compulsory registration of driving instructors and
for other purposes.
Read first time.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (DAREBIN CITY
COUNCIL) BILL
Introduction and first reading

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - I move:

Debate resumed from 19 March; motion ofMrs WADE
(Attorney-General).

Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I will at the outset give
some background information on the Sea-Carriage
Documents Bill and the contractual law that governs
the carriage by sea of cargo and the like around the
world. Problems have arisen with contractual relations
in international trade. I am sure the Attorney-General
will agree those problems are as old as shipping itself.

Different cultures, laws, languages and commercial
practices have created conflicts between parties in
various circumstances. Undoubtedly the policies of
both the federal and state governments have conspired
to ensure that such legal disputes will become part of
life in Australia generally and Victoria in particular.
The prosperity of both the nation and the state has been
put at risk by a coalition of interests headed by the
federal and state governments.
The law of contract has always been based on a
document that purports to be a binding agreement
between two parties. Interestingly, organisations such
as Patrick stevedores appear to believe a contract can be
tom up whenever they feel like it. With law-abiding
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parties contracts are the basis for efficient and peaceful
commercial relations. One party supplies goods and
services and the other party provides consideration in
exchange. The situation becomes complicated where no
consideration has been given or the person who
ultimately benefits from the contract is not a specific
party to the contract.
A way around that is to specifically vest contractual
rights in third parties, but under the law of contract if
consideration is not provided that right is
unenforceable. Possibly one of the reasons for
introducing the legislation is that an acute problem has
arisen in shipping matters where who the actual
contracting parties are is often problematic. After
contracting with the transport company or carrier goods
are sent by the vendor, also known as the shipper, to be
delivered to the eventual purchaser.

In those circumstances the purchaser, who has the right
to possession or ownership, has not contracted with the
carrier and therefore has limited rights at common law
to sue under what is known as a bill of lading. That
often results in the purchaser suing the shipper - that
is, the vendor - who then takes legal action against the
carrier to indemnify the losses. Alternatively, an
attempt can be made to make a case by arguing that
there is an implied contract.
That has created all sorts of difficulties. Sometimes all
three parties come from different countries, which
means witnesses and evidence are strewn around the
globe. A further difficulty arises when goods are
on-sold during the journey to transfer them from one
destination to another by way of a bill of lading. In
those circumstances the subsequent purchaser has no
rights at common law to take legal action against the
carrier. The current legislative regime, which has been
in place for years both in Victoria and around the
nation, fails to adequately address those difficulties.
When one looks at the legislative history of the matter
one sees that in 1992 the Mercantile Law Association
of Australia and New Zealand approached the
commonwealth government expressing concern about
the inadequacies in state legislation concerning the
entitlement to sue under a bill oflading. This is a fairly
dry subject that is hard to spice up and make
interesting; but it is also an important area of the law.
Its importance comes into focus when one looks at
what is happening today at Webb Dock and at docks all
around Australia. That matter will no doubt be debated
after the opposition moves its reasoned amendment.

In the early 1990s the commonwealth prepared a
discussion paper that examined a number of issues
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relating to the legal effect of bills oflading, sea waybills
and ship delivery orders, which are collectively known
as sea carriage documents. At their standing committee
meeting the commonwealth and state
Attorneys-General agreed to introduce model
legislation to rectify the difficulties I have highlighted.
As I understand it - I think the minister referred to it
in her second-reading speech - relevant legislation has
already been passed in Queensland, New South Wales,
Tasmania and Western Australia, and Victoria and
South Australia have determined to pass it in this
session of Parliament.
The bill deals with three types of documents - bills of
lading, sea waybills and ship delivery orders. It is
important to look at each document - -

Mr Mildenhall interjected.
Mr HULLS - I take up my colleague's interjection
about waterfront reform not being mentioned.
Mr Speaker, you know I am keen not to stray too far
from the bill, but as I said, the opposition will move a
reasoned amendment to address the events currently
happening in Victoria and around Australia that directly
impinge on it. We believe those must be addressed
before the legislation comes into effect.
A bill of lading, which is held by a shipping owner,
shows who has the right to demand possession on the
discharge of goods. Effectively, it is a document of title.
A sea waybill contains evidence of the tenns of the
contract. Not only is it the contract between the carrier
and the shipper, it too shows who has the right to
demand possession on the discharge of goods. As most
people know, a ship's delivery order is generally
regarded as a mini-bill oflading and is used to cover
smaller cargo. It does not contain any contract; rather, it
contains an undertaking by the carrier to deliver the
goods to which the document refers to the person
named in the contract.
The bill will sharpen the contractual rights of parties
who have property interests in certain goods. It is
essential that those rights be clarified, because it is fair
to say that in the coming years Australia's shipping
trade is likely to be disrupted as it has never been
disrupted before. One need look no further than at what
is happening around the country today to realise that
that is just the start of the disruption. The bill is
important, because all the parties in the industry,
whether they be exporters, importers, shippers, the
manufacturers who produce the final products or the
purchasers who buy them, need to know their rights and
who they can sue. For instance, if a ship is stranded at
sea because of an industrial dispute, or for any other

SEA-CARRIAGE DOCUMENTS BILL
892

ASSEMBLY

reason, the people involved need to know whom they
can take legal action against if as a result their goods
perish or do not arrive on time or never arrive at allall because of the Kennett-Howard ideological agenda
that is aimed at destroying the Maritime Union of
Australia.
It is essential that people have that certainty when
moving goods by sea. It is absolutel y essential that a
person entitled to delivery of goods under the terms of a
sea waybill or a ship's delivery order has the right to
assert contractual rights of action against the carrier.
Take the example of goods being shipped from Asia to
Australia by a manufacturer of automobiles who has a
contractual relationship with the end purchaser of the
goods. The manufacturer also has a contractual
relationship with the transporter of the goods. If the
ship goes down, the person who was to receive the
goods in the past has found it very difficult to take legal
action against the transporter of the goods. The
purchaser would usually take legal action against the
supplier of the goods and the supplier of the goods
would then seek indemnity from the transporter of the
goods. In the past there has been a question mark over
the contractual arrangements between the receiver and
the seller of the goods. The bill is an attempt to sharpen
the focus of those contractual relationships.
Another example might be a purchaser of medical
supplies from Europe who is unable to get his goods
into Australia because of government-induced warfare
on the waterfront. The purchaser would hope to have a
contractual right to be compensated for any losses
incurred. Under the proposed legislation the purchaser
of goods would have to be named on the bill oflading
and have possession of the bill of lading in good faith.
The purchaser under a sea waybill is also entitled to sue
on the contract of carriage between the shipper and the
carrier. For example, if an Australian car manufacturing
company is importing car parts and those goods are
stranded either at the docks or at sea as a result of
industrial war upon ordinary Australian and Victorian
workers embarked upon by John Howard and Jeff
Kennett, the car manufacturer can sue the carrier on the
contract between the carrier and the shipper.
That situation also applies to a ship's delivery order. A
person would be entitled to sue on the contract of
carriage. For example, an Australian fertiliser
manufacturer may have a ship's delivery order stating
that it is to receive certain chemical imports to enable it
to help build the agricultural industry of Australia or
Victoria, but the ship cannot get into Australia because
the Premier of the state has done a deal with shady
organisations using paramilitary forces against ordinary
Victorians to wreck Australia's export industry. The bill
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would vest the fertiliser company with contractual
rights under the ship's delivery order to take action
against the carrier.
I raise that example because it is the sort of thing that it
was hoped could be avoided and would never be seen
in this state or this country. But it is happening right this
minute at Webb Dock. As a result, people using sea
carriage do not have any certainty under the current
contractual regime. The thuggery taking place on the
wharf at the moment will cause uncertainty in the
contractual arrangements between importers, exporters
and end purchasers.
I am sure many honourable members believe that what
is happening on the wharves is unfair. They may think
that if the bill you are so carefully reading at the
moment, Mr Deputy Speaker, passes why should the
carrier be punished by bearing the brunt of the chaos
caused on the waterfront by the federal and state
governments.
Patrick is a carrier of goods and should be held
accountable for its thuggery and absolutely
inappropriate practices on the wharves. As a result of
Patrick's thuggery other carriers will suffer. I
recommend to the carriers against whom legal action
will be taken under the bill that they join the federal and
Victorian governments, the NFF and Patrick to their
action. They are the guilty parties responsible for any
disruption that takes place on our wharves.
The bill also deals with third parties - for example,
goods being shipped from one country to another. A
financial institution may have lent money to the
purchaser on the security of the goods in transit. That
fmancial company - which did not know that
Mr Reith, Mr Howard, Mr Kennett, Mr Stockdale,
Mr McGauchie from the NFF and former SAS
members were preparing to use force to attack
Victorian workers regardless of the impact on
businesses - would, one hopes, have rights vested
under the bill.
The bill retains the important right of the seller of the
goods to take legal action. Under certain situations
those rights would be extinguished by the exercise of
the rights of the purchaser. That is because the carrier
should not be forced to pay twice because of any
inappropriate illegal action of the conunonwealth
and/or the Victorian government. If a purchaser were to
be bankrupted by the industrial relations policies of
thuggery of the Howard and Kennett governments, the
seller may be left totally out of pocket. In that situation
the seller may have rights against the carrier under the
bill to recover some of its losses.
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The bill should be about helping to resolve disputes
between exporters, importers and carriers. It should be
about making sure all parties know where they stand
when industrial meltdown occurs, and that is exactly
what is occurring around Australia at the moment.
This meltdown is occurring at Webb Dock and at
wharves all around the country. The bill is and will
ultimately be appropriate legislation that will further
protect some of the rights of people involved in the
industry. But one has to ask why it is being brought into
the house at this time. The Attorney-General smiles. I
hope it is not because she is part of the conspiracy that
has taken place. I hope it is not because the
Attorney-General is part of yet another conspiracy that
has involved the federal and state governments, the
NFF and Patrick stevedores. However, it appears it is
more than a coincidence that the bill is being introduced
into the house now, on the day that Patrick stevedores
has sacked ]400 people. As I understand from
newspaper reports this afternoon, the suggestion is the
sackings could involve a flow-on effect resulting in
more than 2000 people losing their jobs.
It seems to be more than a coincidence that this
legislation is being debated on the same day that Patrick
stevedores, the federal government and the state
government have betrayed 1400 families around
Australia. One has to ask whether the legislation being
produced now is yet another part of the state
government's agenda - and indeed the federal
government's agenda - to finish the job the Premier
and Mr Peter Reith started in Cairns and Dubai some
time ago, and now has carried on to the ports of
Melbourne.
The DEPUfY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has
been reasonably tolerant up until now. A lot of
extraneous aspects of another debate are being drawn
into this one. I remind the honourable member for
Niddrie that it is a long bow to be saying that this bill,
which has been on the notice paper for some time, is a
deliberate conspiracy by the government to coincide
with the activities in another place at the same time.
The Chair will not tolerate any deviance from the
content of the bill. I ask the honourable member to
come back to the bill.
Mr HULLS - I understand your ruling, Mr Deputy
Speaker. I have already indicated the opposition will be
moving a reasoned amendment to the legislation
because ofa number of the matters I have already
discussed. The legislation ought be delayed until certain
matters are resolved. For that reason I now move:
That all words after 'That' be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words 'this house refuses to read
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this bill a second time until all the issues and delays arising
from the conspiratorial acts, lockouts and mass sackings
organised by the federal and state governments and Patrick
stevedores on the Melbourne waterfront are resolved'.

As I envisaged at the outset, the reason it is absolutely
essential that this reasoned amendment be moved is if
we are talking about bills of lading and contractual
rights of shippers and importers and exporters we have
to rectify the situation that is occurring on wharves
around Australia and in Victoria at this very moment.
As the Premier said in question time today, this is the
most important issue facing the country at the moment.
We are about to enter - Mr McArthur - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I seek your advice about the admissibility of
the reasoned amendment. I have just received a copy of
its wording and I am at a loss to work out how the
reasoned amendment relates at all to the bill. It appears
to deal entirely with an issue which is beyond the ambit
of the bill and beyond the power of this house.
Mr Cole - On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, the honourable member for Monbulk was
seeking a point of clarification. However, I address the
substantive issue of the reasoned amendment and refer
you to the second-reading speech at page 547 of
Hansard of 19 March. The Attorney-General, among
other things, states:
Secondly, it will improve the legal environment for
Australia's international trade. Thirdly, it will be similar to
reforms by the United Kingdom. New Zealand and a number
of Australia's other trading partners ...

Given that that statement has been introduced into the
second-reading speech and the bill relates not
merely - as would be evidenced here - to what are
essentially private individual contractual arrangements,
it is a substantial reform. However, the important issue
here is that the bill directly addresses improving the
legal environment for Australia's international trade.
Given the current concerns about the legal and
economic environment with respect to the sea carriage
of goods at Webb Dock, the matter is highly relevant,
can be debated and a reasoned amendment included. To
argue to the contrary would be to suggest that the
Attorney-General's second-reading speech should not
have been made.
Dr Dean - Further on the point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, it would appear that this approach
could effectively be used in relation to any bill of any
description at any time. Effectively the reasoned
amendment says that unless some political activity
going on outside this house is resolved - which is a
matter of debate - the bill cannot proceed. How can
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that matter have any connection to the bill if such action
can be applied to any bill that comes before this house?
It would create a precedent whereby from now on we
would be flooded by reasoned amendments which say
until some political bunfight going on outside this
house is resolved this bill should not continue. There is
no real- and I emphasise the word 'real' connection between this small and defmed bill, which is
a matter of isolated argument about particular legal
matters of property and transport of goods on the sea,
and the very broad political issue to which the
honourable member for Niddrie refers.

Mr Batchelor - Further on the point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, the reasoned amendment moved
by the honourable member for Niddrie is absolutely in
line with the bill. The bill refers to the ability of certain
parties to establish their rights because of delays that
have arisen or might arise through the carriage of goods
over the seas.
The opposition has sought to have the matter raised by
way of a technical amendment. The advice given to us
was that it was best done in this fonn. The amendment
seeks to put the bill into the real world. It also takes
note of what is happening on the Melbourne wharves,
where delays will be caused by the acts of the
stevedoring company Patrick and the state and federal
governments. The purchasers of goods who will suffer
as a result should have their interests acknowledged and
looked after, and they are not being looked after at the
moment. We have heard media reports of fruit and
meat rotting in containers since the attempt was made
to sack nearly 500 workers last night.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Monbulk cannot speak twice
on the same point of order. He can raise a further point,
but not until the Chair has dealt with this point of order.
Mr Brumby - I was aware of the reasoned
amendment being drafted by the opposition. I am more
than a little surprised that the government has for
tenuous and specious reasons raised a point of order to
prevent the opposition from moving what must be
considered by all manner of means a reasonable and
proper reasoned amendment, the tenus of which are
within the rules governing the conduct of this chamber.
The reasoned amendment has to do with the bill, which
provides for unifonn national legislation.
The bill was introduced following a national meeting of
state Attorneys-General. It provides template
legislation, and it is certainly therefore national in
character. For goodness sake, it is not about airports or
roads - it is about sea carriage! That can be seen in the
name of the bill. The reasoned amendment is about
ports, the business of which is sea carriage. That is what
ports do: ships come in and ships go out, and in the
process they are charged for the service. Again, that is
also what the bill is about!
The reasoned amendment states that across Australia,
including the port of Melbourne, an unprecedented
industrial dispute is going on that will have profound
implications for our ports and for sea carriage in the
state for months if not for years to come. If the bill is
passed and industrial conflict continues at the ports, the
implications will be profound, as the shadow
Attorney-General, the honourable member for Niddrie,
has said. Writs, counter-writs, charges and legal actions
will be travelling in every direction as a result oflast
night's decision by the Patrick company to sack its
workers.

The bill should not be rushed through without the house
taking account of the sorts of issues that are arising as
we speak. Losses are already occuning, and Australian
businesses will be damaged. It is entirely appropriate
that, in debating the Sea-Carriage Documents Bill,
which addresses those sorts of issues albeit in a limited
way, Parliament has the opportunity to take a second
breath and have the bill redrafted so that the losses
arising from the damage that will be done to Victorian
companies and individuals can be properly apportioned
to those who are responsible - that is, Patrick
stevedores and the governments that have conspired to
bring all this about. The amendment has been moved in
that context, and it could not be more relevant. Not only
that, it is timely and appropriate. The point of order
should be dismissed and the house should be allowed to
debate the reasoned amendment moved by the
honourable member for Niddrie.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of
the Opposition, on the point of order.

Mr McArthur Speaker--

Mr Brumby - It is a very important point of order.
The honourable member for Berwick has not advanced

On the point of order, Mr Deputy

The reasoned amendment is in order because the
minister's second-reading speech directly refers to
international trade through the ports and to the question
of the cost of that trade. The bill and the reasoned
amendment both go to sea carriage, both go to our ports
and both go to the question of costs.
Dr Dean interjected.
Mr Brumby - You settle down. You are
uncomfortable about the debate.
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any argument that in any way, shape or form confirms
that the reasoned amendment is inconsistent with the
standing orders. It is totally consistent! Any opposition
party - indeed, any member of the house - has the
right to move a reasoned amendment requesting that a
piece of legislation be delayed until a certain event has
occurred. That is exactly what this reasoned
amendment does.
I have been a member of this place for five and a half
years. In that time I have seen the Speaker and the
Clerks accept reasoned amendment after reasoned
amendment that has asked for a bill to be delayed until
such time as another event takes place. I repeat: that is
precisely what this reasoned amendment does. It is in
order and consistent with the theme of the debate. The
bill is about ports, about sea carriage and about the
profound events occurring at the port of Melbourne and
around Australia. Those events will have significant
implications if the bill is passed. We therefore seek to
debate the reasoned amendment, which says that the
bill should not be read a second time until the house has
a clearer picture of the implications of the events that
are occurring on docks all around Australia, particularly
on the Melbourne waterfront.
Mrs Wade -

The opposition has attempted to
justify the reasoned amendment on two grounds. The
first is that it refers to particularly important events
which it has described as being of national importance,
if not worldwide importance. That is a broad basis for a
reasoned amendment. With regard to that justification, I
refer you, Mr Deputy Speaker, to a ruling of Speaker
Plowman on 15 April 1981 on a reasoned amendment
to a narrow bill dealing with the constitution of the
Victorian Economic Development Corporation. That
reasoned amendment, which sought a debate on the full
gamut of economic policy, was ruled inadmissible. I
suggest this is a similar situation. The opposition is
endeavouring to debate a wide issue which it has
described as a national if not worldwide dispute. I
suggest to you, Mr Deputy Speaker, that that answers
the issues put forward by the opposition.
It has also raised a second justification: that this is part
of a conspiracy and therefore it is somehow appropriate
to discuss that perception held by the opposition. That
argument has no justification whatsoever. There is no
conspiracy. The bill deals with the limited subject of
documentation relating only to shipping - bills of
lading, sea waybills and ship's delivery orders. It has
been on the agenda of the Standing Committee of
Attorneys-General for many years. The bill results from
a discussion paper that was put on the agenda of the
Standing Committee of Attorneys-General by a federal
Labor Attorney-General. This is not a conspiracy in any
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way. Similar bills have been passed in a number of
other states including New South Wales, which of
course has a Labor government. The conspiracy theory
has no justification whatsoever.
Mr Bracks - On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, before I address the matter raised by the
Attorney-General in the Rulings from the Chair, which
can easily be answered, there is one important point I
wish to make: the opposition is not able to amend each
clause of the legislation. By definition a reasoned
amendment is about delaying, postponing or otherwise
materially holding up legislation until certain matters
are addressed. In that generic way the reasoned
amendment is totally in order.
It is relevant because of what is currently occurring

with legislation in other parliaments, particularly in
federal Parliament where during his second-reading
speech today the Industrial Relations minister, Mr Peter
Reith, indicated that shipping charges for containers
and cars would be increased by $12 and $6
respectively. The implication is that that has significant
ramifications for this bill because it refers to the
carriage of goods out of the port of Melbourne.
The only option available to the opposition to ensure
that that material matter is considered before the bill is
considered is to move a reasoned amendment. A
reasoned amendment has to be generic; it cannot be
specific. We do not have the ability, unless the bill goes
to the committee, to deal with the bill clause by clause.
The reasoned amendment is about postponement until
other events have taken their course, and the significant
event is that legislation that will change port charges
and increase costs is going through federal Parliament
today, and that will affect this measure.
Page 20 of Rulings from the Chair, referred to by the
Attorney-General, states:
A proposed reasoned amendment to explore the full ambit of
economic policy was ruled inadmissible because not strictly
relevant to the motion for second reading of a bill dealing
with the constitution of the Victorian Economic Development
Corporation.

Clearly, the reality is it was ruled inadmissible because
it was not related to the bill and the constitution. This is
totally relevant because the situation with this dispute
materially affects what happens in the port of
Melbourne.
Dr Dean intetjected.
Mr Bracks - You had your chance! You are a past
master at losing points of order. I would keep quiet if I
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were you. The reality is that this is absolutely material
because if the removal of the work force of 1400 goes
ahead the implementation of this bill will be severely
hampered. It will not happen because we will have
enormous disputation and disruption in the port of
Melbourne and the effect of the bill will not be realised.
The opposition says it is relevant because of other
legislation on port charges being debated in another
parliament. Because that will affect the carriage of
goods into and out of the state through the port of
Melbourne it is material and the opposition can deal
with this only through a generic reasoned amendment
and not by debating specific clauses. It is therefore
entirely admissible.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I have heard
enough on the point of order. The Chair finds itself in a
difficult position. I have read parts of the bill,
particularly part 2, which talks about the contracts of
carriage. I have read the minister's second-reading
speech, which discusses comparisons and mutual
benefits concerning international shipping activities.
The Chair is of the view that the reasoned amendment
should be accepted.
However, I wish to make a couple of points. Firstly, the
fact that the bill talks about a specific subject does not
provide an opportunity for a wide-ranging debate on
that subject. Probably the best example I could give
would be the debate on the education bill dealing
specifically with people who stalk around schools.
There was an attempt to use the debate on the bill as a
vehicle to talk about class sizes and a whole range of
other matters. That is not, and it should not be, the
intent of a reasoned amendment.
Secondly, I am concerned about the way the reasoned
amendment was introduced today. It was introduced at
the last minute, with little or no opportunity for the
Clerks or Mr Speaker to analyse its content and
therefore draw on precedents or evidence that would be
useful to the Chair in resolving these difficult questions
in a fair way. I understand that sessional orders do not
specify a time frame for the submission of reasoned
amendments, but I intend to take up the issue with
Mr Speaker at the first available opportunity with a
view to putting in place a reasonable time frame to
allow consideration of reasoned amendments that are
submitted.
The Chair does not uphold the point of order. I deem
the reasoned amendment to be admissible. However, I
again ask honourable members to be mindful of the
content of the debate and to relate their remarks to the
implications of the legislation as it will affect the
community once it receives royal assent.
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Mr HULLS - I certainly appreciate your
comments, Mr Deputy Speaker, about the reasoned
amendment. At the outset I refer to the way the
reasoned amendment was introduced. I understand the
concerns expressed by you, and I am more than happy
for the matters you have raised, Mr Deputy Speaker, to
be taken up with Mr Speaker.
The events dealt with in the reasoned amendment
also have been thrust upon the Victorian public and
those at the wharves at the last minute. The reasoned
amendment clearly states:
... this house refuses to read this bill a second time until all the
issues and delays arising from the conspiratorial acts, lockouts
and mass sackings organised by the federal and state
governments and Patrick stevedores on the Melbourne
waterfront are resolved.

That is an extremely important reasoned amendment
because it relates to a bill that the government claims
involves waterfront reform. The government claims the
bill will enhance waterfront reform and will make more
transparent legal and contractual arrangements between
parties involved in the carriage of goods by sea and in
any disputes that may arise between those particular
parties. However, a big question mark hangs over the
effectiveness of this legislation unless and until the
current problems at the wharves in Melbourne are
resolved. Unless those matters are resolved quickly, the
effect of the bill is called into question.
The Attorney-General said the bill concerns waterfront
reform, but the federal government claims that what is
now happening at the wharves is also part of waterfront
reform. The two are absolutely inconsistent. The bill is
supposed to assist people involved in contractual
disputes to resolve their problems; the bill is supposed
to make more transparent and consistent the
arrangements between the shippers, purchasers and
sellers of goods. But what is happening at the wharves
now removes any transparency or consistency and
destroys the rights of Victorians when, virtually at
midnight, bouncers - who have been described as
thugs - simply lock people out of the wharves and
illegally deny workers access to their workplace. That
is about confrontation, not waterfront reform.
On the one hand the Attorney-General says the bill is
not about confrontation but about assisting arbitration
through transparency in contractual arrangements and
allowing people access to the courts where they
previously did not have access; she says it is about
defming contractual arrangements and making legal
rights more transparent. The Attorney-General says that
is what waterfront reform is all about. On the other
hand the state and federal governments are saying, as
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we heard in question time today, 'We are not really on
about protecting people's rights but about crushing
those rights on the waterfront'. There is absolute
hypocrisy and inconsistency between the views about
waterfront reform expressed by the Attorney-General,
the Premier and the Prime Minister. Until we have
some protection of ordinary Victorians' rights we
cannot agree to the reading of the bill a second time
because it makes no sense.
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appropriate for him to be delving into those matters
simply because the reasoned amendment was allowed
to be moved?
Mr HULLS - On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I clearly understood that when a reasoned
amendment has been moved, seconded and accepted by
the house debate from that point on is on the bill and
the reasoned amendment. I was speaking to the bill and
the reasoned amendment, which is the usual practice.

Mrs Wade interjected.

Mr HULLS - The Attorney-General says, , You
support my view, don't you?'. I certainly support the
view that we need transparency and that we need to
properly define contractual transparency rights. If that
is the view of the Attorney-General, I support that; but
that is inconsistent with the views of the Premier and
the Treasurer, and certainly with the view of the Prime
Minister. I hope after this debate the Attorney-General
will conduct a press conference, call in the television
stations and make it clear she is prepared to stand up to
the Premier and the Prime Minister on the federal
government's approach to waterfront reform and is
prepared to stand up to the federal Minister for
Workplace Relations and Small Business on his views
about waterfront reform.
It is important to examine the inconsistencies because
until they are resolved we cannot agree to the second
reading of the bill. The government does not know
whether it is Arthur or Martha! We are about to enter
the most turbulent period of industrial disputation that
the port of Melbourne has ever experienced. One must
ask why and how that situation has arisen. It has arisen
because a conservative coalition has had one agenda in
mind-Dr Dean - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I seek your assistance. When the honourable
member earlier started to stray into the reasons and
causes of the strikes on the wharves you ruled that he
could not do that because it was beyond the purposes of
the bill. Then he sought to move a reasoned
amendment, which you allowed him to do, Mr Deputy
Speaker. The house needs to know how far beyond that
ruling you gave previously the honourable member can
go. The reasoned amendment uses the words
'conspiracy' and 'lockouts'; I suppose one could use
any words in a reasoned amendment. Does that mean
one can start arguing things because the relevant words
are in the reasoned amendment even though they go
beyond the bill and the ruling you gave in the first place
on the question of relevance? The honourable member
now wants to argue the causes of the strikes and
problems on the waterfront, as he sees them. Is it

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! For the
information of the house, the debate is now about the
Sea-Carriage Documents Bill and the reasoned
amendment that has been moved. The debate will need
to be contained within the confines of the two motions
now before the Chair. The first is the Attorney-General
moved that the bill be read a second time, to which the
honourable member for Niddrie has moved a reasoned
amendment, which becomes the second motion. The
debate is now concurrent, and the house will debate the
bill and the reasoned amendment.
That was one reason why the Chair took so long earlier
in deliberating about the admissibility or inadmissibility
of the reasoned amendment, on which I finally ruled.
The debate is about the bill and the reasoned
amendment, but to be in order the comments of
honourable members need to be made within the
context of both those motions. Outside of that, they
would not be in order. The honourable member for
Berwick was not raising a point of order; he was
seeking direction from the Chair.
Mr HULLS - In relation to the reasoned
amendment, which specifically refers to the lockouts
and mass sackings that have occurred at the wharf, we
need no further evidence. We have been locked away in
this house today, but I understand there is a fair amount
of media representation down at Webb Dock at the
moment covering this matter. The entire union work
force of more than 1400 people around Australia,
including some 500 Victorians, was sacked en masse
by Patrick stevedores last night, almost on the stroke of
midnight.
Some 500 Victorians and their families have been put
on the scrap heap by this action, which has been
condoned by the federal and state governments. It is
interesting to note that the Premier had something to
say about this matter on Radio 3AW today. When he
was asked about the possible threat to Victoria's
economic future caused by throwing 1400 families onto
the scrap heap, according to part of a transcript he said:
This is unfortunate but absolutely necessary ... Victorian
police will protect non-unionised workers.
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That means the Victorian government - I repeat that I
hope the Attorney-General stands apart from the
Victorian government's actions - is now inextricably
linked with the warfare that is taking place down on our
wharves at the moment! I am not the only one
describing it as warfare - which is exactly what it
is-the headline in the afternoon edition of today's
Herald Sun is 'Wharfwar'. Who would ever have
thought we would see a headline like that in Victoria?
Certainly we did not expect to see it in 1998, but that is
what is happening. War is taking place on Victorian
wharves at this moment. This matter has to be resolved
before we can go on with the debate and pass the bill
that is now before the house.
The early edition oftoday's Herald Sun reJX>rts
members of the maritime union describing the action
that has taken place down on the docks today. The
assistant national secretary of the Maritime Union of
Australia, Vic Slater, is described as being
shell-shocked. And why wouldn't he be? He is reported
in the Herald Sun as saying:
It's like we're in Nazi Germany but it's happening in
Australia, companies sacking everyone in the dead of the
night like Nazis.

As I said, who would have thOUght this would be

happening in Victoria in the 1990s. The Premier's
answer in question time today makes it clear that he is
part of what is taking place on the wharves today, and
he has to bear the brunt of any blame; any damage, any
assaults and any harm that comes to anybody down on
the wharves, the Premier has to take the blame. He has
to look those families fairly and squarely in the face.
Honourable members intefjecting.
Mr HULLS - He cannot just cower out of the
house as he usually does. He has to look at the
500 families of the people he is involved in sacking,
because that is what it is all about. He has put at least
500 Victorian families on the scrap heap today. It
appears, because he has got his usual smirk across his
dial, that he does not give a damn! The buck stops with
hi~ he is answerable for what is taking place on the
wharves today.

Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr HULLS - The Premier comes into this house,

makes a couple of flippant comments and then goes out
and has another hit of caffeine. Perhaps he ought to lay
off the caffeine and take these types of issues far more
seriously, because people's lives are at stake!
Honourable members intefjecting.
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Mr HULLS - People sitting up there on the back
benches might well say that that's a lot of rot, but the
fact is that when you are locked out of your workplace
at midnight you have to go home to your kids and say,
'I've been sacked'.

Dr Dean - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, you have made it clear that, given the nature
of the reasoned amendment, it is imJX>rtant that the
debate remain within the bounds of the reasoned
amendment and the act. The reasoned amendment is all
about the bill being delayed until a certain matter is
ftxed. One way to limit this debate appropriately is to
say that we are not here to listen to debate about the
JX>litical ramiftcations of what is happening on the
wharves, whether or not people have done the wrong
thing or the right thing, and to recriminations. What we
are here to debate is when that is likely to be ftxed or is
not likely to be ftxed. If the debate extends beyond that
to a general bash the reasoned amendment, which is
about delaying the bill until that happens, will not do
what the house intended it to do and what your ruling
intended it to do.
I submit to you, Mr Deputy Speaker, that one way of
ensuring that the debate is appropriately contained is to
ensure that it is simply about whether the problems on
the wharf will or will not be fixed and when they will or
will not be ftxed. If you allow it to go beyond that, Sir,
the reasoned amendment will have made a mockery of
the whole intention and purpose of this debate, and that
is what is happening. The honourable member for
Niddrie is getting into a JX>litical debate about who
should suffer the ramiftcations of what is or is not
happening, not about when the appropriate amount of
time will have passed for it to be ftxed or not ftxed. I
ask you, Mr Deputy Speaker, to bring the honourable
member back to that point, otherwise the debate will
get out of hand.

Mr Bracks - On the JX>int of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, as your ruling determined earlier, the debate is
now on the bill and the reasoned amendment. The
honourable member for Berwick mentioned one part of
the reasoned amendment, which is the issues and
delays, but interestingly he did not mention the second
part, which states:
. .. arising from the conspiratorial acts, lockouts and mass
sackings organised by the federal and state governments and
Patrick stevedores ...

The honourable member for Niddrie was expanding on
the words 'conspiratorial acts, lockouts and mass
sackings organised by the federal and state
governments'. It is hard to talk about that issue without
talking about the motivation of the federal government,
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what acts are involved and how the lockouts will affect
people. I accept that if the debate on how it affects
people strayed too much it would go beyond the
reasoned amendment.
An honourable member intetjected.

Mr Bracks - But the honourable member for
Niddrie was not doing that; he was building a case and
all but the last five or six words of his comments were
on why there was a conspiratorial act, why there were
lockouts, how they occurred and the mass sackings, and
therefore why the reasoned amendment should be
upheld to delay the bill. He is well within the scope of
the reasoned amendment; if you can talk on the
reasoned amendment, you can talk on the matters the
honourable member for Niddrie is addressing.
Mr SteggaU - On the same point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, reasoned amendments are
something members of the coalition have always had a
great interest in. During the nine years I spent in
opposition we used that tactic quite often. It is an
.
interesting tactic, to say the least. But the key phrase m
the reasoned amendment about which issue is being
taken begins 'That this house refuses to read this bill a
second time until all the issues and delays', and so on.
The opposition should give the house the opportunity.to
decide whether or not it wishes to refuse to read the bIll.
If the debate is allowed to extend into the realms of
mystery and conspiracy, which is where the honourable
member for Niddrie is moving to, it will get away from
the nub of the reasoned amendment -which is, that the
house not read the bill for a certain period of time.
Parliament has the right to make that choice.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I uphold the
point of order raised by the honourable member for
Berwick. As Speaker Plowman ruled in 1981 during
debate on a bill on the Victoria Economic Development
Corporation, a reasoned amendment is not a vehicle for
entering into wide-ranging debate. I see this reasoned
amendment as being in the same vein, which is part of
the reason why I admitted it. It is certainly not a vehicle
for entering into a wide-ranging debate on the
waterfront. It should not be used as a vehicle to test the
views or so-called conspiracies and hidden agendas of
the federal government. The reasoned amendment has
to do with the bill before the house. In upholding the
point of order, I remind the honourable member for
Niddrie that he needs to keep his comments within
those parameters.
l\lr HULLS - Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker.
One of the issues referred to in the reasoned
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amendment, which must be dealt with before the bill
can be read a second time, is the federal government's
decision to bankroll the payouts for the 1400 workers
who were sacked overnight. We must be given a full
explanation of how the federal government will fund
the payouts, where the money will come from and what
impact that revenue-raising exercise will have on the
ports. If the federal government, in cahoots with the
state government, is prepared to wage industrial
warfare down at the wharves and pay a company for its
involvement in guerrilla tactics, you have to ask
whether a precedent has been set.
Today the Premier said he agrees with what is
occurring on the wharves. He implied he would also
agree to the waging of guerrilla warfare in our
education system, in our health system or in any other
sector over which the government umbrella is raised.
You have to ask whether the Premier is prepared to do
what the federal government is doing - that is, raising
revenue to pay for the redundancy packages of sacked
workers. Is he prepared to raise taxes even further to
finance guerilla activities in other sectors? That is one
of the questions we need an answer to.
It is envisaged that costs will increases as a result of the

sackings at the wharves, and that is another issue that
needs to be dealt with. The mass sackings are estimated
to cost Patrick's $150 million, so the federal
government has decided to impose new taxes. to raise .
the revenue to support it. That must mean an Increase In
costs for all port users. During question time today, the
opposition asked about the implications of the extra $6
transfer charge for each car and the extra $12 charge for
each container moved through our ports. As the
opposition pointed out, that amounts to a 35 per cent
increase in charges for moving containers and a 34 per
cent increase in government taxes on the transfer of
motor vehicles.
It appears that the Premier endorses the federal
government's view of waterfront refonn, which is to
hike up costs. Will increasing costs at the wharves .
result in better services and more refonn? The Prerruer,
the Prime Minister, the Minister for Workplace
Relations and Small Business and the National Farmers
Federation are running around congratulating each
other, saying, 'Beauty, we have achieved the big bang
in waterfront reform through Patrick. We have sacked
everybody down there. This is what we have been after
for ages. Guess how we have been able to achieve this
you-beaut waterfront reform? By raising costs'. If we
have had the Holden Commodore waterfront reform
and we want the Rolls Royce refonn, will it mean
increasing costs even further? Is that their definition of
waterfront reform? Although I hope not, it appears it is.
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Their definition also includes hiring a bunch of
bouncers and savage dogs to run workers out of their
workplace. If that is the Premier's and the Prime
Minister's view of waterfront reform, they have a lot to
learn, because the dispute will now escalate. People
who have been locked out of their workplace and
deprived of their livelihoods will not take it lying down.
They will want to protect their security - and who
wouldn't? To pay the school fees and higher medical
charges imposed by the government, which is one of
the highest taxing state governments in Australia, you
need security in the workplace. If you find that you are
not allowed into your workplace and that if you try to
get in bouncers in black uniforms will manhandle you
and vicious dogs will bite you, you will take a stand,
especially ifit means protecting your family and
ensuring that you can put food into your kids' mouths.
The Premier, the National Farmers Federation and the
federal government have pushed people too far. They
have been pushed up against the wall, but they will
fight back to protect their families.
The reasoned amendment talks about conspiracies and
about the state government's involvement. Opposition
members have only to go back to the Bal/arat Courier
of 6 December to realise that we have still not received
a full and proper explanation from the Premier about
the state government's involvement in this issue.
Honourable members may recall a Mr Kilfoyle who
was involved in sending Victorian workers over to
Dubai to be trained in guerilla warfare and the outrage
of Australians at that-The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
earlier made it clear that it would accept debate that fell
within the ambit of the bill and the reasoned
amendment. The reasoned amendment is not a vehicle
to go on a wide-ranging debate about a range of issues
that mayor may not be linked in some way, no matter
how obtuse, to the issue. The Chair will not continue to
tolerate the introduction of issues it considers are not
relevant to the bill. The honourable member should not
pick a word out of the reasoned amendment and believe
that that justifies a wide-ranging debate. Debate must
be related to the bill as well as the reasoned
amendment. I again direct that to the attention of the
honourable member for Niddrie.
Mr HULLS - Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. It
is important to understand what the bill is about. There
are certain members of government - judging by her
interjections the Attorney-General is one of themwho believe the way to achieve waterfront reform is not
through confrontation but through making transparent
people's contractual rights and obligations.
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The view held by the state and federal governments is
that the way to achieve reform is through confrontation
and thuggery. Any government that honestly believes
the way to achieve reform is through manufactured
confrontation will rue the day, because that is not how
appropriate reform is achieved. I urge all members of
the house, particularly the Attorney-General, to stand
up to the outrageous view of Peter Reith, John Howard,
the Premier of this state, the National Farmers
Federation and Patrick stevedores that the way to
achieve reform is through confrontation. The easy way
to stand up to those people on this issue is to support
the opposition's reasoned amendment. By so doing
they are really standing up for the welfare of
1400 Australian families and 500 Victorian families.
If they refuse to support the opposition's reasoned
amendment they are taking the same view as the
Premier: that it's bad luck that they've been locked out.
but them's the breaks! It means they do not give a damn
about the welfare of ordinary Victorian families. Have
no doubt that the electorate of every member on the
other side of the house who fails to support the
opposition's reasoned amendment and thereby fails to
support Victorian families will know about it. That
includes marginal electorates like Prahran, because I
know Joseph O'Reilly supports the opposition's
reasoned amendment. I urge all members ofthe
government to do so also.
Mr Cole - I think I pre-empted the honourable
member for Berwick.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Melbourne is prepared to
concede, but members should be aware that the Chair
will call people only if they are on their feet.

Dr DEAN (Berwick) - That is one thing I have
learned in five years! Thank you for reminding me of
that, Mr Deputy Speaker. I thank the honourable
member for Melbourne, who has shown his
understanding of the forms of this house in more ways
than this over recent times.
It is an extraordinary thing. Whenever I follow the
honourable member for Niddrie I seem to use those
words. But he is an extraordinary thing and his
comments are extraordinary. His latest comment is that
although he supports the bill and believes it will help
Victorians and make wharves more efficient - Mr MacleUan - Not yet!

Dr DEAN - That's right. Nevertheless, because
there is another problem on the wharves, the opposition
does not want Victorians to have the benefit of the bill.
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For a political reason that suits the opposition it wants
to delay the bill until the problem it perceives on the
docks is flxed. It is a toss-up for the opposition between
a political stance and the benefit Victorians will derive
from the bill. The opposition could say, 'There is a
problem on the docks and we will argue that and try to
get it fixed, but at the same time we agree that this bill
is good, so we will vote for it, too'. Does the opposition
do that? No! Why not? Because it says, 'Our selfish
political agenda has priority over the benefits of the
community of Victoria. Therefore we will deny it the
benefits of the bill' .
Mr MacleUan - That is the Labor policy.
Dr DEAN - It is. It is the only policy it ever has.
Looking for policies of the Labor Party is like looking
for water in the desert -you will never fmd it! The
opposition itself has extolled the virtues of the bill. The
honourable member for Niddrie raised an extraordinary
point. When he is on one of his political rolls, he rolls
right otfthe table! He said the bill is on the notice paper
now because of the sacking of the workers by Patrick.
What an extraordinary thing to say! He obviously has
not read the background papers. But he is not really
interested in the merits of the legislation; he is
interested only in the politics. Ifhe had read the
background papers he would know that this is uniform
legislation throughout Australia that has taken months
of work with all the other states.
The honourable member for Niddrie asks the house to
believe that for years there was a conspiracy between
Western Australia, New South Wales, Tasmania and
the commonwealth to introduce this legislation just at
the time Patrick sacked its staff. That is totally
ludicrous. It is extraordinary to think he would put that
argument. It would make anyone listening to the
argument think his whole philosophy in delaying the
bill is patently ridiculous.
Nobody on the other side of the house will talk about
the merits of the bill so it is probably a good idea that I
do because the Victorian public has a right to appreciate
its merits. The bill is a combined effort of all states. I
just divert from that point to note again, as I have many
times in this house, how federation is working.
Although it could work a lot better, federation is
obviously working when all the states and the
commonwealth can get together on an important matter
like this which involves the seaways and the whole
country.
Opposition members smile; they think this is a laugh. If
you want to talk about something like federation or the
future of Australia and the welfare of its citizens they
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think it is a joke because it has nothing to do with petty
political points. It has nothing to do with saying, 'Can
we score some political advantage out of this?' . It is
tiring for members on this side of the house to try to
force the opposition to get up out of the gutter, reach
the top and look down to see that an opposition has
larger obligations to the community than just political
point scoring.
Opposition members interjecting.

Dr DEAN - As we can all hear from the
inteIjections, the opposition will never understand my
point; there is no way opposition members will ever
respond to it. Perhaps it is from embarrassment because
they really do see what they are doing; perhaps it is
simply because they cannot see the point. I will never
know. I am wasting my breath suggesting to
honourable members opposite that they talk about the
merits of the bill and about how great it is to have the
cooperation of the states together on matters that
advance the whole country. It is just not necessary.
Government members are very pleased the states have
cooperated on a matter such as this and that federation
works. I hope in the future there will be more
cooperation and more uniform acts such as this one
which will enable this country to advance.
The bill modernises a complicated area of the law
which has a huge history. It is fortuitous the opposition
has moved the reasoned amendment because the
wharves are on about modernisation and bringing the
waterfront into the 21st century just as this measure is
doing. If the opposition could break its trade union
connections - which drag them back into the 19th, if
not the 18th, century time and again - and get up and
look where we are heading it would see that the
modernising process the bill institutes is similar to the
work being done and the efforts being made on the
waterfront in an attempt to modernise the wharves. It is
necessary to understand how complex the law on bills
of lading is. It is quite different from going into a store
and buying a product; it is quite different from getting a
courier to run from one place to another; it actually
involves what happens on the sea; it involves the master
of the ship and what rights he or she has; it involves
property going from an owner onto the wharves from
the person who has control of the property while it is on
the sea.
Many considerations need to be taken into account.
When the property gets to its destination who has
control of it? How do you transfer the property? As I
say, it is so much more difficult than walking into a
shop and buying something because property is
transferred immediately. It is the combination of two
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things: a transport contract and the transfer of property,
which is why the matter is so complex. Were the goods
received? Were they delivered to the right person?
Where does title pass? Does title pass some time while
the goods are on the water? Does title pass at the time
the goods are off-loaded and handed to the prospective
purchaser? What rights does the shipper have? How are
those rights exercised on sea when the master has to
have control of the ship?
As a consequence of the fact the law was built up early
and became solidified, if I can put it that way, the bill of
lading, the most important of the three documents
referred to - the bill of lading, the sea waybill and the
ship's delivery order- is a negotiable document. It
gives not only the right to possession but also the right
to title. It is a title document. It is a bit like the title to a
house. It has that extra impact. There was a great need
to ensure that when the bill of lading is passed over to
the purchaser from the shipper that not only does title
pass but also other rights pass as well. As I said, the
contract of transport sat underneath as a separate entity
and the transfer of property sat on top. The two were
not put together, which meant that if something
happened at sea which was not the fault of the owner
and certainly not the fault of the person who was the
receiver, but the person in the middle - the shipper
with whom there was only a contract - what rights did
the person who received the goods have to sue the
shipper directly on the bill of lading? He had no rights.
Effectively he had to go back and sue the owner; the
owner, of course, would then sue the shipper and you
would have these big cases going on with the three
parties shifting blame around the table.

Mr MacleUan - And in different jurisdictions.
Dr DEAN - And often in different jurisdictions. So
you had a real mess. Through the modernisation of this
process the person who receives the bill of lading, who
is now the possessor of the goods, can sue on the
contract of shipment and can sue the shipper directly
for any damage that has happened to the goods, which
is an excellent thing. It might seem simple - -

Mr MacleUan - The opposition would not want to
see that!
Dr DEAN - That is right. The opposition would
not want to see that until the matter on the wharves is
fixed. The opposition would like to see these massive
cases continue. When somebody receives damaged
goods and it is the shipper's fault for the next 6 months
or 12 months or however long it is, the opposition
wants to force this Victorian person, whom it is meant
to represent, to sue some person in the United Kingdom
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or France or God knows where. It then expects that
person to sue the shipper and determine where the
jurisdiction is going to be. It wants the Victorian to
have these massive fights that will cost him or her
hundreds of thousands of dollars more - all because
the opposition wants the legislation delayed for a
political purpose. That is the logical result! How could
it not be the opposition's purpose to have that happen if
it has just moved to delay the passage of the bill until
the matter on the wharves is resolved? The opposition
knows the complexities will continue until that time so
in effect it is saying it condones those complexities.
Well done members of the opposition! This is another
example of the opposition looking after its constituents.
Members of the opposition seriously want to say one
day, 'We are the government of this state'!
Members of the government presumably work for their
constituents; they work for the people of Victoria. What
have members of the opposition demonstrated by this
very act? They could not care less about the people of
Victoria. If it hurts Victorians for the opposition to
score a political advantage, fine! How can those same
people ever come into this house and say 'We want to
be an alternative government' when they are so
irresponsible? It is a mindset they have again and again.
The opposition believes the Victorian people do not
notice this; they think the Victorian people get so
confused about what is happening they do not realise
they are being had by the opposition, and the opposition
can make a point about the wharves. I have got news:
Victorians are a lot smarter than members of the
opposition think; they understand when things like this
happen they are being done in the eye for the political
purposes of the opposition, and the people of Victoria
will hold it against the Labor Party as they did in 1992,
in 1996, and as they will do again.
A most important part of the bill is that we are now
allowing these very traditional documents, bills of
lading, to be modernised into electronic form. That is
important because the customs process is a very
complex one. As businesses now become more and
more competitive and as we move into the electronic
age, it is necessary for massive customs papers as well
as the bill of lading to be handled electronically; so
when you go down to get your goods, instead of having
a flood of papers, the customs officer can have it all on
a PC and say, 'The bill oflading is on the PC; it has
been transferred from the United Kingdom via the
Internet; I have all the other documents here; I can
handle it'. You may not in the end have to leave your
business. A PC may be used to send a message to the
customs PC, and if everything matches you go down
and get your goods. That is a great thing, and it is part
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of the process of getting rid of paper and exchanging it
for electronic fonus of information.
Finally, allowing the signature of the master of the ship
to be as good as the signature of the owner of the ship is
another necessary modernising change to improve the
process. The master of a ship really should be able to
sign as though he were the owner, because he has the
same sorts of responsibilities. The honourable member
for Niddrie is nodding his head in agreement, but what
does he say about a bill with which he agrees? He says,
'No, we will not agree to it. We will delay it forever, if
necessary'. He is nodding his head but shaking some
other part of his anatomy at the same time. It is
extraordinary that he should do that!
I commend the Attorney-General on the bill, which is
modem legislation. I also commend the states on
joining together to achieve its passage.
Mr COLE (Melbourne) - I support the reasoned
amendment. The Sea-Carriage Document Bill is small
but extremely complex. International trade law and the
attendant private arrangements are of themselves
difficult to understand. The honourable member for
Berwick described the problems with bills of lading,
including the situation where the receiver of goods is
unable to sue the owner. That brought back memories
of law school and privity of contract and all those
terrible things.

Dr Dean - I never understood it.
Mr COLE - I am glad the honourable member for
Berwick said he never understood it, because I
struggled to understand it.
Mr Hulls - I t should be recorded in Hansard that
the honourable member for Berwick said he never
understood it.

Mr COLE - And that I only struggled to
understand it! The bill resolves to a large extent the
difficulties with privity of contract and the
arrangements concerning who can sue or who cannot.
The proposals are sensible. I will respond to the
comment by the honourable member for Berwick about
the Labor Party being behind the times. This uniform
legislation is probably a hundred years overdue. I do
not blame anybody alive for that. It was just one of
those things that seemed to get overlooked.

The minister said the legislation was first introduced by
a New South Wales Labor minister, and one assumes it
was the Attorney-General. It is part of an overall reform
of the wharves. We hope our international trade
relations will be substantially improved by the changes
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in the bill. Before I go on, I will get on my uniform
legislation hobbyhorse. It is fantastic that parliaments
are passing more and more such legislation. I do not
know whether Victoria is leading the way, but it is
heavily involved in trying to achieve consistency across
jurisdictions. It is lamentable that in 1998 we do not
have more examples of good Victorian legislation that
is the same as legislation in Queensland or any other
state or territory.
The paperwork involved in the transport of goods is
finally to be replaced by electronic transfers, although it
is of concern that it did not happen 10 years ago. I could
talk about the difference between the master of a ship
and the captain of a ship in deciding who is in charge or
the problems we have had with international
obligations, which to a large extent have all been
resolved over the past 10 years. The future looks bright
in that regard.
The legislation is also about private contracts and
arrangements, a point made by the honourable member
for Berwick. However, whether we like it or not, the
legislation is part of the overall reform of trade between
nations and individuals. Members have been concerned
about international trade and the complications and the
confusion caused by the differences in state
jurisdictions, let alone those in others.
I support the reasoned amendment moved by the
honourable member for Niddrie, which is relevant to
the issues at hand. We cannot just look at the private
contractual relationships covering the sea carriage of
goods without considering all the other factors that are
entailed. When we talk about the sea carriage of goods,
we need to ask whether there are broader issues to'
consider, not just the international agreements and
international implications referred to in the
second-reading speech, which states in part:
Amending the bills oflading legislation in Australian
jurisdictions will have at least three advantages.

I will omit the fIrst stated advantage:
Secondly, it will improve the legal environment for
Australia's international trade.

The shadow Attorney-General mentioned that the
government brought the bill on for debate at the same
time as Patrick's made the unbelievable decision to
sack the workers down at Webb Dock. Members of the
opposition are appalled by the decision to call in dogs,
guards and others to deal with working-class men and
women who will probably not be able to readily obtain
another job and who are committed to their union and
to the delivery of services down at the docks. When the
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Prime Minister and the federal Minister for Workplace
Relations and Small Business talk about what is
happening with Patrick' s, they are talking about their
need to go in and attack the union. That runs contrary to
this unifonn legislation, which has, through the
agreement of all the other states, seen the problem
resolved. I do not want to support the bill, because I am
aware that it may involve some litigation. I am not keen
to support it while that sort of activity is going on down
at the docks.
The docks are in my electorate, and I have been
involved with the people who work down there nearly
all my life. I do not see the need to go to these ludicrous
extremes to try to bring about some kind of waterfront
refonn. When I was a young kid growing up there
seemed to be tens of thousands of workers down there,
and now there are only about 2000. I do not know why
the violence and disruption is necessary.
I will respond to the claim by the honourable member

for Berwick that the opposition is trying to hold up the
legislation. It is true: opposition members are seeking to
hold it up. The reason is that what is happening down at
Webb Dock is far more serious than passing the
legislation.
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10 years time the legislation will be redundant because
everything to do with the carriage of goods will be done
on computer screens so there will be no need for bills of
lading per se. I do not say that in the interim the bill is
not good or that it should not be passed, but we are not
sufficiently addressing the technological issues within
the law. The parliamentary Law Refonn Committee has
been given a reference by the Attorney-General that
will enable it to assess where we will be in the year
2010 and to work back from that point to consider
whether technology will allow us to get there.
One matter that is being addressed in the bill is the
electronic transfer proposals, but as legislators we are
not putting on the record where we believe that will go.
I use that as an example. Perhaps this is a start. I hope
the Standing Committee of Attorneys-General will give
us some indication of where it wants to see it go. No
doubt the clause was put up with the best intentions. It
is a great achievement, and we are grateful for it.
However, there must be another dimension to
legislative refonn. It is 1998 and in years to come I am
sure the nature and degree of technological change
within the law will require us to predict where we
should be and how to get there.
I repeat, the situation with the wharfies at Webb Dock

Dr Dean interjected.
Mr COLE - The only way to achieve both is by
using what limited avenues we have to protest,
including protesting in here. No-one in here will be hurt
as much as the people down at Webb Dock. If the
honourable member went down to Webb Dock and had
a look, maybe he would not be saying those things.
Firstly, I doubt very much that he would go down there;
and secondly, I doubt that he would be moved by what
he saw. We are seeing the creation of a divided society,
which is totally unacceptable when we are introducing
unifonn legislation to overcome the legal problems that
exist with contracts of sea carriage, especially when
national agreement on the legislation has been achieved
by consensus in an agreeable and forward-thinking
manner.
In order to somehow pay back some people particular

groups, especially the National Fanners Federation, for
historical reasons feel the need to try to destroy the
wharfies and their union and get rid of people in the
work force who are legitimately doing their jobs.
The amendments in the bill are the beginning of major
change in the carriage of goods. It is lamentable that
there will be no record of our consideration of the
advantages, predictions, ideas and hopes we have for
the rapid changes in technology. I wonder whether in

is disgusting! It is totally unnecessary and completely
provocative. For people to engage in that activity by
taking dogs and people onto the wharves means the
opposition is within its rights to say it does not accept
that it should support legislation that directly relates to
the wharves.

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - In response to the honourable
member for Melbourne, no matter how deeply and
profoundly I might disagree with his views regarding
what is necessary for the future of the wharves, and
indeed the law covering the Sea-Carriage Documents
Bill, I profoundly respect the way he has addressed the
house today.
Ms GILLEIT (Werribee)- I shall make some
remarks on the Sea-Carriage Documents Bill and on the
reasoned amendment moved by the honourable
member for Niddrie. I shall examine the way the
legislation was created. It is probably enough to
observe that it was created by a consensual process.
The reform demonstrated in the bill was achieved
through prolonged negotiations. The Attorney-General
in her frustration about the bill being delayed said it had
taken many years for the Attorneys-General to reach
agreement on such a refonn.
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I am indebted to my colleague the honourable member
for Melbourne for explaining in a straightforward and
sensible way the impact of the refonns and the costly
litigation that preceded it. It strikes me as
fundamentally hypocritical that the reform of what is
essentially a contractual relationship relating to
goods - inanimate objects - can attract years of
discussion and debate and result in a consensual,
straightforward, mature approach, yet contractual
arrangements of a higher order - that is, contractual
arrangements between employers and employees - are
treated with enormous disdain and contempt. The
contracts of employment of workers have been
terminated.
The community is entitled to ask why when dealing
with commodities a sensible, consensual and
straightforward approach is taken - a lot of hard work
and time has gone into it, but terrific results were
produced at the end of the day with national template
legislation, which is critical for federal legislation but that sort of approach is not taken when dealing with
the reform of working relationships on the waterfront.
Why do we have an approach that is confrontational,
violent, aggressive and simply stupid! It is bad business
practice. No employer seeking to reach agreement on
reform would willingly pit himself or herself against his
or her work force.
The money lost through industrial action arising from
these sorts of disputes is never recovered by either the
employees or the employer. It is 1998, and relations
between industrial partners should be sufficiently
mature to render this sort of action by an employer
completely unnecessary. The refonns that have been
negotiated on the waterfront have been negotiated with
conviction, intelligence and persistence for the past
eight years. Enormous and productive changes have
been made because there has been goodwill, time has
been taken and people have worked together
cooperatively. There have been men and women of
goodwill, persistence and passion on both sides of the
industrial partnership.
The legislation contains important refonns but it does
not represent the style of reform that is being meted out
to members of the MUA who work for Patrick
stevedores. Sensible people in the community want to
know why the federal government, Patrick and the
National Farmers Federation - an interesting
trifecta - have decided they will not sit down and talk
about reform. They said they have had enough. It is a
pity nobody realises they have not been involved in
talks at all. The hard work on the refonns that have
been put in place on the waterfront was done by the
federal Labor government, the Maritime Union of
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Australia and all the people who work on the
waterfront. They are the people who have achieved the
reforms.
Patrick, the National Farmers Federation and the
federal coalition government can accept no credit for
waterfront reform. Recourse to the sorts of action that
have occurred around Australia on the wharves is out of
date. The honourable member for Berwick accused the
opposition of being in some way trapped in a
relationship with the trade union movement. Far be it
from me to give him a lesson in history, but more than
100 years ago the trade union movement decided to
create a political wing, which, proudly, is the ALP.
Industrial and political Laber are two halves of one
whole. We are not trapped in a relationship. In the same
way the Liberal Party is political capital, while you
have industrial capital operating outside this place it is
trapped in that relationship.
Part of our proud history is that we are industrial and
political Labor - two halves of a whole. It is bizarre
that a party of businessmen like Patrick stevedores
should run businesses in that way. The old-fashioned
and barbaric methods being used are totally
unnecessary in the 20th century. Consensus, agreement
and time is what is needed for reform, as is
demonstrated in the bill, which brings about sensible,
constructive reform and national template legislation.
But the reform being perpetrated on the docks renders
this bill useless. In a dispute of the size now welling up
on the wharves, which has been called on by the
employer - aided and abetted by the federal coalition
government and the NFF - ships will move nowhere.
There is little point in our progressing this sensible
reform to sea-carriage documents because nothing will
move on the wharves.
I was a union official for 10 years in what would be
described as one of the toughest unions - that is, the
former storemen and packers union until, through
amalgamation, it became the National Union of
Workers. The frightening aspect about the current
trouble on the wharves is that as union officials, we
knew strike action was always a last resort because the
minute you took people outside the gates and had an
argument of the proportions now on the wharves,
people backed themselves into corners and stayed there
until they could come out and annihilate the other side.
It is a difficult position to be in. When you are
intelligent and committed to a membership, and to
employment and progress, you talk. You employ all the
skills and then agree to implement - -

Dr Dean interjected.
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When was the last time you were

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I invite the honourable member to return to the
bill and the reasoned amendment. and I invite the
honourable member for Berwick to remain silent.
Ms GILLETT - It is a fine bill which has been
produced. as I said, through consensus and talking for
years. It has resulted in a national approach being taken
to a reform of contracts that deal with certain issues, but
I remind the house that contracts dealing with people
are far more important and that dealing with reform in
those areas requires skill, intellect, patience, persistence
and commitment. All that has been demonstrated by the
Maritime Union of Australia in past years and has
resulted in change.
Rather than the union adopting a consensual approach,
it has been challenged - and its members will react!
The resulting industrial tunnoil will be as destructive as
anything Australia has witnessed before. But the great
pity is that it is all so unnecessary. The situation on our
wharves is absolutely, totally and fundamentally
unnecessary. Men and women officials in the MUA are
some of the brightest, committed and toughest people I
have known; some who work in a number of the
shipping companies are equally good people. They
must be horrified at the approach taken by Patrick and
the federal government. People can forget the
possibility of any positive outcome flowing for anyone
as a result of the dispute on the wharves. That dispute
will become a brawl of monumental proportions. It will
cost the employees, the employers and the entire
Australian community dearly. It is a completely farcical
exercise.
It is an outrage for the government to complain to the
opposition that the reasoned amendment gets in the way
of reform because it draws attention to the most
important reform - that is, the reform of a relationship
between industrial partners. That reform is the most
worthy subject of our time and commitment. The
current dispute should not be approached like bulls at
gates, with heavy hands, with dogs on leads, with
blokes in black, white or any other shirts. As I said, I
was proud to have been a union official for 10 years
and to have settled things by negotiation. I was proud to
have produced real reform in our own areas. But to
wake up this morning and see the tactics employed on
the wharves makes me sick to the pit of my stomach.

Dr Dean - On a point of order, Mr Acting Speaker,
a number of pronouncements have been made by the
Chair prior to your arrival in the chair. One was that the
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debate should not proceed beyond the narrow confines
of the bill and the motion, that we should not go into a
lengthy debate about the political ramifications of what
is happening on the wharves or whether things should
be delayed or not delayed. The honourable member is
now proceeding exact! y down the line that Mr Deputy
Speaker said was not available. I ask you, Mr Acting
Speaker, to bring the honourable member back to the
bill.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I need not hear further on the point of order. The
reasoned amendment refers to conspiratorial acts,
lockouts and mass sackings organised by two
governments and Patrick stevedores. In my judgment
the honourable member's contribution has been within
those references. I do not uphold the point of order, but
I remind the honourable member for Werribee that the
fact a reasoned amendment has been moved and
accepted by the Chair does not permit a wide-ranging
coverage of every issue that could be seen to have some
sort of industrial relevance to the waterfront.
Ms Gll..LEIT -

I was in the house when

Mr Deputy Speaker made his clear ruling, saying that
he expected the debate to be in the context of the bill
and with reference to the reasoned amendment. I
thOUght I was doing that because I am keenly aware
that that is what honourable members are required to
do. The bill is good. It reforms and clarifies contractual
arrangements or relationships about goods.
The government should be aware that consensus,
discussion and a mature and experienced approach in
matters such as reform always produce better results for
the parties involved than destructive confrontation. I
make the point that the actions of the federal
government, Patrick and the NFF have placed Victoria
in an impossible position. Reform cannot take place in
as destructive and aggressive an environment as we
must now deal with.
It is not the opposition that is delaying the legislation;
the government has done that itself. A situation was
created on the wharves this morning that leaves no hope
of sensible discussion - absolutely none. Through
your intellectual laziness and ideological obsession you
have prevented any major--

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! The Chair does not have an ideological
obsession. I remind the honourable member for
Werribee of the remarks I have just made.
Ms Gll..LEIT - Through the Chair, Mr Acting
Speaker, I point out that because of the federal
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government's obsessional approach the Victorian
Parliament has been denied the opportunity to enact the
refonn it has taken the Attorney-General years of
discussion to achieve. It should be obvious--
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however, it is created by the employer's treatment of its
workers and their being forced to work in unpleasant
environments.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Mr McArthur interjected.
Ms GILLETI - On a waterfront that is not
working! The government is living in fairyland.
Honourable members should visit the docks and be
aware of the great damage done to both the state's
economy and the human beings who will be affected by
this unnecessary dispute.
Mr MICALLEF (Springvale)- I support the
reasoned amendment put forward by the opposition. I
am probably one of the few members in this Parliament
who has done any work on the waterfront. In my days
as an occupational health and safety officer for the
Amalgamated Metal Workers Union I did a lot of work
concerning ship repairs and container movements. I
have addressed numerous union meetings on health and
safety issues and have an understanding of the
conditions facing waterfront workers.
Reforms to contractual arrangements are a positive
step, and the opposition supports amendments that
streamline bureaucracy and legal impediments to
businesses being conducted in a productive way.
However, the reasoned amendment states that the bill
should not be read a second time until the delays arising
from the current dispute are resolved. No matter how
good the legal reforms are for the paperwork, if
!:!oodwill does not exist between labour and
~agement-the MUA and the National Farmers
Federation are at loggerheads - and a lockout occurs,
the dispute has both national and international
ramifications.
Nobody would oppose refonn in turnover on the
waterfront. The MUA and employers have been locked
in negotiations for several years. Statistics show there
have been massive refonns with the shedding of
thousands of jobs at a considerable rate. The rate may
not be acceptable to everyone, but working at a slower
pace to achieve a result is sometimes better than being a
bull at a gate and causing a disaster of the sort we have
today.
There are two ways to achieve a result: one is by
negotiation and the other is by confrontation.
Historically Australia has had strong and sensible
unions, with representatives knowing when to negotiate
and when to call it a day. It is my experience that when
a dispute gets out of hand it is often caused by the
bloody-minded attitude of both parties. More often,

Order! I remind the honourable member for Springvale
that the reasoned amendment does not provide an
opportunity to canvass all the issues connected with
industrial affairs and relationships between employers
and employees. The reasoned amendment is quite
specific in that it refers to acts, lockouts and mass
sackings organised by the federal and state
governments and Patrick stevedores. I ask the
honourable member to confme himselfto the matters
dealt with in the reasoned amendment, which is quite
narrow.

Mr MICALLEF - Certainly I will speak about the
conspiratorial acts, lockouts and mass sackings that
bring about significant confrontation. The economic
dislocation brought about by that confrontation has
enormous ramifications tor the country as a whole.
Sacking an entire work force will not bring about
resolution of the dispute; that is ridiculous. It is
disgraceful that the federal government is underwriting
a position that is costing the country more than 1200
jobs. The reasoned amendment is spot-on in bringing
those issues to the attention of Parliament. I have seen
overseas waterfronts - The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! The honourable member for Springvale may not
refer to the waterfront in general. He must relate his
remarks to Patrick stevedores on the Melbourne
waterfront and the matters dealt with in the reasoned
amendment. It is not possible for him to refer to the
waterfront in general.
Mr MICALLEF - I will not refer to the waterfront
in general, apart from saying that one of the reasons
Patrick stevedores is having difficulty with its
economic viability is that waterfront turnover in
Australia is much smaller than the turnover at overseas
tenninals such as Hong Kong, where the turnover of
container ships is massive. Patrick may be looking at
the wrong aspect in its analysis of why costs on the
Australian waterfront are so high. That is important.
The federal government has strongly made the point
that reform is necessary because turnover and
productivity on the Australian waterfront is much less
than on many waterfronts overseas. That is the point
that needs to be considered.
Union bashing, lockouts, and bringing security guards,
hoons and paid thugs into an industrial situation is no
way to resolve the dispute. Neither is exploiting
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out-of-work farmers with limited experience by flying
them over from Western Australia and elsewhere and
giving them the scent of paid jobs - which the federal
government has otherwise made such a disaster of
providing. The offer of a quick training course followed
by work on the waterfront would seem attractive to
people on the land. But that means locking out people
whose families have worked on the waterfront from
one generation to the next.
The irony is that in going through my personal papers
the other week I discovered that my own father had a
ticket to work on the wharves back in the 1940s, but
because he was working in an industry considered
necessary to national security, he was not allowed to do
so. I was very nearl y the son of a waterfront worker. If I
had been I may not have been elected to this illustrious
house! The community sometimes sees waterfront
workers a s - Mr McArthur - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, this is an absolutely fascinating tale about
family history, and I would love to hear a little more
about the father of the honourable member for
Springvale, although I am sure I can do that in the bar,
over dinner, or somewhere else more appropriate. The
time of the house would be better devoted to a
discussion of the bill and the reasoned amendment. I
seek your guidance on the issue.

Wednesday. 8 April 1998

brought the country to its knees, and I would hate to see
that happen again. I would have thought that, 20 to
30 years on, we would have learned those lessons.
The lockouts and mass sackings are disgraceful and
un-Australian and should not be tolerated in an
enlightened country. They are what you would expect
from somebody wearing jackboots in a bygone era,
when it was believed that labour should be seen, do as it
is told and not have a democratic voice.
I call on the government to adopt the reasoned
amendment, come to its senses and to stop this
nonsensical union bashing. I urge it to take positive
steps to make the waterfront more productive so
Australia can take its place as one of the more
industrialised and civilised countries in the world. We
need to show some human decency in meeting our
obligations under the ILO conventions so we can hold
our heads high on the international scene.

Mr BRACKS (Williarnstown) - I thank the
minister for allowing me to speak on the Sea-Carriage
Documents Bill and the reasoned amendment, which
seeks to delay the passage of the bill until all the issues
relating to the conspiratorial acts between Patrick
stevedores and the federal and state governments, the
lockout of the work force, and the mass sackings are
resolved - and that is what I wish to address.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! The Chair will indulge the honourable member
for Springvale for a moment longer. The Chair is
reminded of the fact that the distinguished waterside
worker, Bunna Walsh, was also a member of this place.
I am sure the honourable member for Springvale will
be brief.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! The Chair would also appreciate a passing
reference to the bill.

Mr MICALLEF - Thank you, Mr Acting
Speaker. I was about to make the point that the first
time he was elected Bunna Walsh was rejected by
Parliament. Waterside workers find it difficult to get
elected to this place. I thank the honourable member for
the point of order and for baiting the Acting Speaker
into making that response. That is as much as I will
make of that.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ricbardson)Order! I do not wish to appear lighthearted, but it is not
sufficient to simply speak on the reasoned amendment.
The bill is the core of the debate.

The reasoned amendment is sensible because it asks for
the bill to be delayed until the government comes to its
senses and talks to its counterparts in Canberra to
resolve a dispute that has the potential to throw the
country into economic disaster. When I studied the
disputation and penal clauses in the industrial relations
legislation and learned how to be a shop steward with
some political bite, I discovered the significant strength
of the industrial labour movement. Past disputes have

Mr BRACKS-Ofcourse, Mr Acting Speaker. I
am happy to speak on the reasoned amendment and the
bill.

Mr BRACKS - I understand, Mr Acting Speaker.
The reasoned amendment seeks to delay the bill- for
very good reason. The bill cannot be effected if the port
of Melbourne is inactive. That has come about as a
result of the actions of the federal government, which
the state government is a party to.
The bill introduces a more efficient document
processing system, which members of the opposition
supports. But if we do not have a working port and if
stevedoring companies are not able to take goods in and
out of Melbourne, the bill will have no effect because
there will be no cargo documents to process. We do not
support the bill going ahead when the port is about to
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become inactive. There is no question that the mass
sackings, lockouts, and conspiratorial acts that have
taken place will lead to industrial mayhem in the state
and the nation. I believe that is what the federal
government intended, and the joke is that the state
government is going along with it. All that should be
resolved before the bill is passed.

Mr BRACKS - I will speak to the reasoned
amendment, which states that the bill should not be
read a second time:

Whenever Patrick's has proposed a course of action,
none other than the federal Minister for Workplace
Relations, Mr Reith, has been the flrst to support it. In
every media interview in which you hear Chris
Corrigan from Patrick stevedores, you will also hear
Sir Echo - Mr Reith. The federal government has
been complicit all the way, even to the extent that
suddenly - this is the real reason why the bill should
be delayed - the morning after the mass sacking of
1400 workers across the country and 500 workers in
Victoria, the federal minister read a second-reading
speech on a bill that provides for their redundancy
payments.

I was building a case around the issues that need to be
resolved and will continue to do so to the letter of your
ruling, Mr Acting Speaker. Under the federal
government's legislation it will cost more to move
containers and cars. The opposition needs to know the
state government's attitude to those increases. At
question time today the opposition could not determine
from the Premier or the Treasurer whether the
government is happy that exporters will now pay an
extra $12 per container and an extra $6 per car. If the
government is not happy with those increases it will
resist the legislation as it has tried to resist other federal
legislation. Why should this bill be dealt with now if
the state government intends to resist the efforts of the
federal government to use funds raised from exporters'
levies and the new 34 per cent increase in taxes to sack
workers? The opposition submits that jfthe government
is not happy with the federal legislation, the bill should
be delayed.

Of course there is collusion. As the minister and
everyone else knows, a second-reading speech cannot
be prepared from scratch overnight to be ready the next
day. You cannot do it. What does the second-reading
speech say? I understand that at the conclusion ofthe
delivery of the second-reading speech in Canberra
Mr Reith and the Prime Minister, Mr Howard, hugged
each other because they had a piece of legislation that
could sack 1400 workers. What a way to congratulate
themselves! They hugged each other because they will
cause misery around the country by sacking workers.
What a fantastic legacy! They were cheering about it
and hugging each other. There will be pictures on TV
tonight of a gloating Mr Reith, showing no concern for
the welfare of families. The opposition needs to delay
the state bill because the federal bill introduces a regime
that means moving cargo from the port of Melbourne
will now cost an extra $6 for cars and $12 for
containers. That was the effect of today's federal
legislation and that is why the opposition seeks to delay
the bill.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mc Richardson)Order! The honourable member for Williamstown is
straying far from the reasoned amendment. I remind
him that legislation that mayor may not be in the
federal Parliament, of which the Chair knows nothing,
is not relevant to a reasoned amendment moved in this
house. I remind the honourable member that the Chair
will be rigorous in confming the honourable member's
remarks to the reasoned amendment and the bill.

... until all the issues and delays arising from the
conspiratorial acts, lockouts and mass sackings organised by
the federal and state governments and Patrick stevedores on
the Melbourne waterfront are resolved

The other issue raised in the reasoned amendment is
that conspiratorial acts have taken place. The 'issues
and delays arising from the conspiratorial acts' is a
reference to the encouragement of the Minister for
W orkplace Relations and Small Business for a
non-union arrangement in Cairns, and the admission by
Mr Corrigan under oath in the Industrial Relations
Commission that he was a party to the Dubai operation,
having stated initially that he was not. He later said
under oath that he was part of that arrangement and that
he lied for conunercial-in~onfldence reasons.
A new set of morals for corporate governance in this
country has been determined by Mr Chris Corrigan.
According to him it is acceptable to lie under oath if it
is for conunercial-in~onfldence reasons. What an
example of standards and morals he is setting for the
corporate world in Austral ia. It was extraordinary
behaviour from someone so senior in the corporate
world. I hope the Attorney-General will not condone
someone's lying for conunercia1-in~onfldence reasons.
What other conspiratorial acts have occurred?
Honourable members know there was a conspiracy
between the federal and state governments and
Mr Corrigan from Patrick stevedores in the move in
January this year on Webb Dock. The state government
allowed the sub-letting ofWebb Dock no 5 to the
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National Farmers Federation operation, PCS. The
litigation that Mr Corrigan entered into against the state
of Victoria was settled out of court. On the very day of
settlement the operation commenced on Webb Docks.
A coincidence? No, it was a conspiracy involving the
state government.

coalition certainly does. The coalition government in
this state is an accomplice in the campaign to sack
1400 workers, including 500 Victorians. It is causing
mayhem at the wharves. That is what you are about!
You won't get the outcome you want and you won't get
productivity. You will get a mess at the wharf.

Was it a coincidence that the state government riot gear
was used to secure the Webb Dock site? Of course it
was not. It was a conspiracy between the state and
federal governments and Mr Chris Corrigan. If I could
characterise Mr Chris Corrigan's behaviour I would say
he hates competition. If he can drive out OOCL, obtain
a Clayton's competitor in the NFF operation and
conspire with the federal government to meet its
industrial relations regime, he will do so. It means he
will have few competitors. This man likes a monopoly
or a duopoly. He wants a market share gained unfairly
in perpetuity. This man lied under oath and said it is
okay to lie if it is for commercial-in-confidence reasons.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! That is a reflection on the Chair. I ask that you
withdraw that reflection. The Chair will not tolerate it.

Mr Coleman interjected.
Mr BRACKS - I will not answer the interjection,
Mr Deputy Speaker, except to say there are always two
sides to a dispute. The current dispute was caused by
Mr Reith and Mr Corrigan. It was not the making of the
MUA. The work force was locked out ofWebb Dock
and now it has been sacked. It is a one-sided dispute
caused by Mr Chris Corrigan with the support and
assistance of the federal government and Mr Reith. It is
a dispute they caused and they are supporting! That is
the reality. The dispute is not of the MUA's making.

The bill should be delayed until the matters I have
outlined are resolved. If the reasoned amendment is
accepted, I suspect the government will not proclaim
the legislation until after the federal election. Why?
Because this whole issue is about the re-election
chances of the federal government. Who is its cannon
fodder? The 1400 Australian workers, the
500 Victorian workers and the Victorian economy! It
will put up port charges and its reprehensible behaviour
will rip the heart out of the port of Melbourne. The
federal government does not care about the work force.
This will go down as one of the biggest economic and
industrial relations messes in the country, and you have
sat alongside and supported it!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ricbardson)Order! When the honourable member says 'you' or
'your' he is addressing the Chair. He is accusing the
Chair of something and I ask him to withdraw it.
Mr BRACKS - I withdraw, Mr Acting Speaker. I
do not imply that the Chair has that view, but the state

Mr BRACKS-I withdraw, Mr Acting Speaker.
That is what this government is about.
Mr I. W. SMITH (Polwarth) - The opportunism
of the opposition is undeniable in its mischievous
exploitation of this bill as a forum for debate. That is
what one would expect. In listening briefly to the
debate I am staggered that members of the Labor Party
still seem to have an ingrained notion of the control of
the means of production, distribution and exchange. In
their reasoned amendment they have completely
overlooked the fact that the battle on the waterfront is
not necessarily a battle between Chris Corrigan and the
waterside workers.

As far as my constituents are concerned, the battle is to
get reform on the waterfront which gives the producers
who export and the consumers who import a better
performance. It is not about necessarily paying people
less for an hour's work; it is about getting productivity
out ofan hour's work. Yet the Labor Party had 10 years
in state government and 13 years in federal government
to get world-class standards of performance on the
waterfront and it failed dismally.
Mr Bracks interjected.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr I. W. SMITH - I t does not matter whether it is
a half or a quarter, that has nothing do to with it. The
number of people working there has very little to do
with it. It is the unit cost and the reliability specifically
and the speed with which things can be moved across
the wharf-they are the issues. For the Labor Party to
be blindly and categorically coming out in support of
the waterside workers union is to say to the producers
and consumers of this state, 'Well, the waterside
workers are our mates, they kick into our tin at election
time and God knows we are going to be desperate
enough, our tin is going to be empty so we need their
money; we will sing the tune of the waterside workers' .

I am not standing up saying that Patrick stevedores
or Chris Corrigan are necessarily right. I do not know
the details of the issue and I am not defending anyone's
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action. I rise to criticise the opposition for what it seems
to think is its God-given right to go blindly down the
track of supporting a monopolistic union which set its
O\\-TI terms and conditions and which has absolute and
utter disdain and disregard for the people in the
production chain who are, regretfully, totally reliant
upon them. That is why the farmers' effort in setting up
an alternative competitive stevedoring interest is so
widely supported by the farming community.
If the waterside workers can readjust their thinking and
become more productive - and again it is not
necessarily an argument about wages; it is an argument
about how much is actually produced and delivered for
an hour of work or a unit of time or capital- if they
can seriously address that issue and were encouraged
by the Labor Party to address it, the seeds of conflict
would not be there. The farming community in
particular has been stood up for so damn long by these
thugs who monopolise the inefficient practices on the
waterfront - -

Ms Gillett interjected.
Mr I. W. SMITH - The honourable member for
Werribee has probably never produced or exported
anything in her life, nor is she representing her
electorate faithfully when she expresses the attitudes
that she is currently expressing. Why don't you serve
your electorate better by questioning - The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I ask the honourable member not to use the
expression 'you' because he is in fact referring to the
Chair.
Mr I. W. SMITH - The honourable member for
Werribee would serve her electorate much better if she
encouraged the waterside workers, along with the rest
of her colleagues, into a world's best practice regime
and to follow that commonsense and obvious track.
Inevitably waterside practices will have to become
world's best, so why take the torturous dinosaur road
the Labor Party is currently supporting? Why not have
a sensible, hold-your-head-high attitude? Why not aim
to say, 'We are the best producers of goods and the best
waterfront'? Why can't the waterfront workers be
leaders in productivity so they can go home and say to
their kids, 'We are a part ofa work force on the most
efficient port in the world'. Wouldn't it be a lot better
for them to hold their heads high? Instead their
children, their friends and members of the Labor Party
surely must be wondering - Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr I. W. SMITH - I am fascinated by all the
inteIjections. Suddenly the Labor Party is flying its true
colours.
Mr Hulls inteIjected.
Mr I. W. SMITH - Suddenly the Labor Party
supports restrictive trade practices, monopoly practices
and gross inefficiency.
Mr Hulls inteIjected.
Mr I. W. SMITII - Would you like to come to my
electorate and proudly say, 'Look, folks ofPolwarth, I
support these inefficient waterside workers and I am
terribly sorry, but they are ripping you off. Are you
going to come to my electorate and say that? No, of
course you are not. You are going to support your
mates in the core of the trade union movement because
you are here-The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I again remind the honourable member that he
should make reference in the third person to members
of the opposition.

Mr I. W. SMITH - The members of the
opposition are here at the behest ofthe trade union
movement. The numbers are organised by the trade
union movement. The financial support is organised by
the trade union movement. They are in here blatantly
piping the tune of a monopolistic union in the case of
the waterside workers - a union with a unique
worldwide reputation for inefficiency. How proud the
Labor Party must be of that! The opposition is
supporting some of the world's most inefficient work
practices on the wharves at the expense of fellow
citizens - the producers and consumers in this state. It
is time the Labor Party dinosaur woke up to itself; it is
time the Labor Party supported world's best practice.
Here is a golden opportunity for it to say to the trade
union movement, 'Look chaps, you are just a bit over
the top in what you charging and the way you are
rorting the overtime provisions in the award; wouldn't
it be a good idea if you actually produced something?
Wouldn't it be a good idea if we could say to the people
that Melbourne has the world's most efficient port?'.
This is all about how we achieve world's best practice
in the ports of Melbourne and Australia, because
whether we like it or not we are an exporting nation.
The capacity of governments in this nation to hand out
money to those in Labor electorates who are on the
drip-feed relies entirely on the capacity of the producers
of this nation to earn their income from the overseas
markets in which they are competitive. If the dairy
farmers in my electorate are the world's most

SEA-CARRIAGE DOCUMENTS BILL
912

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 8 April 1998

competitive, why shouldn't our waterside workers be
the world's most competitive? I resent the fact the
opposition makes no effort to achieve the same
world-class performance level as my primary producers
for the trade union movement. My electorate has the
world's most efficient dairy producers, wool producers,
beef producers and grain producers. It is not because of
me, but I support them. Why aren't you supporting the
productive sector, because it is the productive sector
that gives us the capacity to pay sufficient money--

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - The debate
resumed this afternoon with a contribution by the
honourable member for Niddrie. He started by saying
that shipping conflicts have been around as long as
shipping itself, which was an interesting observation. I
cast my mind back to my first school project, which
was entitled, 'From log to liner'. The project started otT
with a picture, probably of a male person, sitting on a
log. I had cause to think that even then there may have
been disputes about the shipping of goods by log.

Mr Bracks - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, I seek your advice on which part of the
reasoned amendment the honourable member for
Polwarth is addressing himself to. Your rule on my
address, Mr Acting Speaker - which I acceptedwas that it was inappropriate ifl strayed to general
waterfront issues, general issues about productivity or
general issues about industrial relations; it was the same
ruling you gave to the honourable member for
Springvale.

The debate degenerated rapidly after that. I thought for
a while that the bill would give the opposition another
opportunity to join the government in giving bipartisan
support to useful and uncontroversial legislation. As we
have seen, that was not to be. The opposition decided it
wanted to use the opportunity for political obstruction
and so moved its reasoned amendment.

I have been listening for a while, but I have yet to hear
the honourable member for Polwarth address the
reasoned amendment. The honourable member's
contribution has been about production and efficiency
and not about the reasoned amendment.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I judged the honourable member to be making a
remark that was relevant to the difficulties on the
Melbourne waterfront. The honourable member's
contribution is relevant, but I remind him that the terms
of the reasoned amendment are narrow.
Mr t. W. SMITH - Thank you, Mr Acting
Speaker, for your guidance. I completely understand the
sensitivity of the Labor Party on these issues. There has
always been a fundamental flaw in the Labor Party's
thinking when it comes to dealing with efficiency,
benchmarking and world-class standards. It cannot
grasp those notions, and it has never been able to. The
shellbacks opposite come from jobs protected by
feather-bedded and restrictive trade practices, under
which wages have been fixed and conditions have been
constantly upped and made uncompetitive by bullying
and dominant unions.
My remarks on behalf of my constituents are simply a
response to the remarks of members opposite. I am
appalled that the Labor Party is not trying to promote
world's best practice on our waterfront but is instead
intent on maintaining the feather-bedding and the
blatant inefficiencies that are so obvious on our
waterfront.

The bill is about the replacement of paper documents
that have been around for a long time with modem
documentation appropriate to a global economy. The
honourable member for Niddrie spent little time talking
about the bill. He once again demonstrated his lack of
understanding of the law and legal concepts. I trust that
anyone reading his contribution will not rely on it as a
guide to the impact of the bill.
The honourable member for Polwarth made a useful
contribution to the debate on the waterfront by setting
out the case for refonn in the interests of all Victorians
and all Australians rather than following the example
set by the opposition and concentrating on the interests
of a small group of waterfront workers. I have already
spoken briefly about the conspiracy theory put forward
by the opposition involving all sorts of people as well
as the timing of the introduction of the bill. As I have
said, there is no conspiracy. The bill got onto the notice
paper and onto the agenda of the Standing Committee
of Attorneys-General by way of a discussion paper put
up by a federal Labor Attorney-General. It was also the
subject of consultation among Solicitors-General.
Eventually the Attorneys-General agreed to a model bill
that has already been passed by the parliaments of
Queensland, New South Wales, Tasmania and Western
Australia. The conspiracy theory requires the
cooperation of a fonner Labor Attorney-General and
the present New South Wales Labor government. It is
obviously nonsense.
Regrettably, because of other commitments I missed
part of the debate. I am therefore not sure of all the
points raised by honourable members. Based on the
contributions I heard from members opposite, it seems
that the opposition supports the bill. I would be very
surprised ifthe opposition voted against it, because a
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vote against the bill would be considered opportunistic.
The opposition would be objecting to a bill that will
make the contracting arrangements between people
shipping goods and people receiving them more
workable.
I thank the honourable members who contributed to the
debate, particularly those who addressed their
comments to the bill. I understand from the Minister for
Planning and Local Government that the honourable
member for Melbourne made a useful contribution, and
I am sure the honourable member for Berwick would
have made his usual professional contribution.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote no):

Ayes, 54
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley, Mr
Burke. Ms (Teller)
Clark.. Mr
Coleman, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Dean, Or
Dixon, Mr
Doyle, Mr
Elder, Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn, Mr
Gude, Mr
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John. Mr
Kennett. Mr
Kilgour, Mr (Teller)
Lean, Mr
Leigh. Mr
Lupton, Mr
McArthur, Mr
McCall, Ms
McGill, Mrs
McGrath, Mr W.O.
McLellan, Mr

Maclellan, Mr
McNamara, Mr
Maughan, Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Pertin, Mr
Perton, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plo'Mllan, Mr A.F.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Savage, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith. Mr E.R. (Teller)
Smith, Mr I.W.
Spry, Mr
Steggall. Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tehan, Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr
Treasure, Mr
Wade, Mrs
Wells, Mr

Noes, 28
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker, Mr
Batchelor. Mr
Bracks,Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr (Teller)
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis. Mr
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett,Ms
Haerrneyer, Mr
Hulls, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to.

Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr (Teller)
Leighton, Mr
Lim, Mr
Loney, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs (Teller)
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Robinson, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Sheehan, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson, Mrs
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Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

EVIDENCE (CONFIDENTIAL
COMMUNICATIONS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 March; motion ofMrs WADE
(Attorney-General).

Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - Often the opposition
accuses the government of not listening, and indeed of
failing to take into account the views of the community.
We have seen that on issues such as credit cards and the
casino. The opposition has also accused the government
of failing to take into account the appropriate and
positive suggestions the opposition has made about
various areas of government in this state. One area in
which we have been highly critical of the government is
its absolute abandonment of one ofthe most vulnerable
sections of our community, the victims of crime.
Honourable members will well remember the feisty
debate that took place last year when the government
tried to bring in legislation in the dead of night that
axed the compensation for pain and suffering of victims
of crime. It was probabl y one of the most dastardly acts
the government has been involved in.
An Honourable Member do?

What are you going to

Mr HULLS - As inane as that interjection is, I
point out that the opposition is already on the public
record as saying that it will reinstate compensation for
the pain and suffering of victims of crime. That is a
promise that has the imprimatur of the Leader of the
Opposition.
In a civilised democracy we must look after the most
vulnerable members of the community. Ever since the
abolition of compensation for pain and suffering of
victims of crime the government generally, and
particularly the Attorney-General, has been on the back
foot about victims of crime. They have been trying to
make up ground. I have news for the Attorney-General:
she cannot use victims of crime as political hostages or
political playthings. They are real people, and they are
vulnerable members of our society who deserve a
government that cares for them.

Victims of crime need a government that is prepared to
reach out and assist them, to give them dignity.
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Unfortunately, this government has never been
prepared to do that, despite its promises at the last
election and during its 1992 election campaign. The
government has continually slapped victims in the face.
The coup de grace was when it decided to abolish the
payment of compensation for pain and suffering of
victims. Why? The Premier said they were using
compensation payments to buy red coats! He said, 'You
should not compensate victims for pain and suffering
because they spend their money on red coats!'. That
demonstrates the callousness of the Premier when it
comes to sentiments about victims of crime.
Since that legislation was passed, other members of the
opposition and I have been repeatedly contacted by
innocent victims of crime who say they cannot support
a government that is prepared to turn its back on
victims of crime. They have told us that in recent years
a new trend has been developing under this
government. Although I do not particularly blame the
government, lawyers who have acted for alleged
perpetrators of crime have actually been subpoenaing
the confidential file notes of victims recorded by victim
counsellors during counselling sessions. Lawyers have
been issuing subpoenas for those notes, having them
admitted in court and then using them against the
innocent victims. In fact, victims have been made to
feel like victims yet again when they find their
counselling notes have been subpoenaed and used in
court.
Mrs Teban interjected.
Mr HULLS - We should all be shouting about this
subject, Minister. We should speak up loudly. If you
are embarrassed by the fact that last year you failed to
support victims, you should recant and make a
contribution to the debate.

Various victim groups have made representations to the
opposition about the subpoenaing of victims' notes. On
8 September last in a letter to the Attorney-General I
advised her that I was writing about a serious matter
raised repeatedly by workers at various centres against
sexual assault. My letter states, in part:
It seems that lawyers for people accused of offences relating
to clients of these centres are subpoenaing the files of notes
taken by counsellors to use to discredit victims as witnesses.

I advised the Attorney-General that the opposition
believed it was an outrageous invasion of privacy that
particularly women who had suffered sexual assault
could have their stories exposed in a court. I advised her
that the number of cases where this was occurring had
escalated dramatically, thereby draining the time and
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resources of centres against sexual assault and causing
considerable stress to victim survivors.
I understand this issue will be addressed later bv the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, but I advised-the
Attorney-General that the Department of Human
Services was funding the issuing of subpoenas, thus
incurring a considerable cost to Victorian taxpayers.
The opposition asked the Attorney-General to legislate
to prevent the practice and prevent any further hurt to
innocent victims. Despite the fact that the government
had already legislated to remove compensation for pain
and suffering by victims of crime, I asked the
Attorney-General to act on the matter.
On 16 October last I received a letter from the
Attorney-General in response to my letter. She
acknowledged receipt of the letter and said she would
take on board what I had written. She said a review was
being conducted and that the matter raised in my letter
would be taken into account in that review.
As I have always said in this house, you must give
credit where credit is due. Unfortunately, on few
occasions have we been prepared to give credit to the
government, but this is one of them. Perhaps when the
Attorney-General sums up this debate. she will admit
that the legislation has been introduced because of my
letter to her. Perhaps she will be prepared to call it the
Hulls Bill!

I have news for the Attorney-General: although I
certainly commend her for taking on board the views of
the opposition - and she has done her best by
introducing legislation that takes into account the
concerns expressed by the opposition about the
subpoenaing of files - I do not think she has yet got it
right. The bill can be called a valiant attempt and is
probably the best she could do, but it is not good
enough. For that reason, Mr Deputy Speaker, I wish to
move a reasoned amendment:
That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words 'this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until adequate mechanisms to control
the subpoenaing of victims' files in sexual assault criminal
trials and suitable provisions concerning judicial discretion
are thoroughly investigated. '.

I refer now to the bill and the reasoned amendment. It is
with some reluctance that the opposition has moved the
reasoned amendment because I would have hoped, after
the Attorney-General had been alerted to the problem
last September - and, no doubt, after her having been
contacted by various victims and victims' groups, and
having consulted with the legal profession and
others - that she would have had plenty of time to get
the bill right. Unfortunately, that has not happened.
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I am not convinced that the legislation in its current
form will curtail the proliferation of cases where the
subpoenaing of the notes of victims of crime is
occurring. We cannot stop the widespread practice of
counselling notes of victims being subpoenaed and then
being used in fishing expeditions, if you like, in
criminal trials for little purpose other than to embarrass
victims of crime.

Dr Dean - That is what the legislation does.
Mr HULLS - I will explain to the honourable
member for Berwick that that is not what the legislation
will do; that is what it was meant to do, but,
unfortunately, it does not achieve that aim. My
reasoned amendment suggests we should get the bill
right. The idea is fme, but in practice it will not serve
the purpose for which it was-~rs

Tehan interjected.

Mr HULLS - I note the interjection of the
honourable member for Seymour, the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management, a lawyer herself.
I am sure she will return to practising law after the next
election. She says the reasoned amendment will not get
it right either. That is an absolute admission that the bill
has not got it right. I suggest that after the next election
the minister return to practising in the Magistrates
Court and representing people who no doubt need her
assistance, because she is not giving any assistance at
all to Victorians in her current capacity. She would
better serve Victorians, particularly in her Seymour
electorate, if she decided to live there after the next
election.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! This is all
very interesting, but it has very little to do with the bill.
I draw the honourable member for Niddrie back to the
bill and the reasoned amendment.
Mr HULLS - I did digress. J will look at what the
bill actually does and why it fails to address the
problems of victims. The bill attempts to create
statutory privilege to protect counselling and medical
files, sets out circumstances in which victims can waive
that privilege and sets out a process that must be
followed in SUbpoenaing victims' counselling notes.
First the counselling notes are subpoenaed-Honourable members interjecting.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Honourable
members at the table should be aware that the
honourable member for Niddrie has the call. Any other
discussion across the chamber should wait until each
member has had the call. Jfthe honourable member for
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Mordialloc wants the call, he should return to his seat
and then get to his feet. The Chair will recognise him.

Mr HULLS - The process is that first the
counselling notes are subpoenaed, they are then brought
before the court and then an application must be made
to the court to use part of the counselling notes in the
trial. Up to that stage the counselling notes are not seen
by counsel for an accused person. Finally, before
allowing the release of these documents, the court has
to take certain things into account. I will deal with those
a little later.
There are certain limitations on the privilege granted to
the counselling notes, including the fact that the victim
can give consent to release of the notes, that the
privilege will not cover information acquired by a
doctor who physically examined a victim - that is
evidence that would be led by the prosecution - and
that any documents created for the purpose of legal
proceedings are not covered by the privilege. For
instance, where there is evidence of the further
commission of the offence of fraud or evidence of
communication relating to wilful or corrupt perjury
there is a limitation on the privilege.
The matters that must be taken into account by the
court before deciding whether to admit the counselling
notes are set out in proposed section 32D( 1). Reading
from that proposed section it is clear that:
A court must not grant leave to adduce protected evidence-

that is, counselling notes unless it is satisfied, on the balance of probabilities, that(a)

the evidence will, either by Itself or having regard to other
evidence adduced or to be adduced by the party seeking to
adduce it, have substantial probative value to a fact in issue;
and

(b) other evidence of similar or greater probative value
concerning the matters to which the protected evidence
relates is not available; and
(c)

the public interest in preserving the confidentiality of
confidential communications and protecting a protected
confider from hann is substantially outweighed by the
public interest in admitting, into evidence, evidence of
substantial probative value.

A number of issues have been raised with the
opposition concerning the matters a court should take
into account, which is why the opposition moved its
reasoned amendment. The amendment refers to suitable
provisions concerning judicial discretion being
thoroughly investigated. Without wanting to encroach
on judicial discretion, because the opposition believes
there should be widespread judicial discretion, from
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time-to-time there has to be some guidance on the
meaning of certain sections in legislation. In its present
fonn there is absolutely nothing in the legislation that
will stop the current practices. On one examination of
it, the legislation is a guide book for lawyers explaining
how to get counselling notes into evidence. It is almost
a step-by-step instruction kit to lawyers on how they
can make things even harder for victims of crime and
embarrass them by presenting the victim's counselling
notes at the trial of the accused person.
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Re: Evidence (Confidential Communications) Act 1998.
The Victorian CASAs forum appreciates and supports your
commitment to protecting the rights of victim survivors of
sexual assault by the introduction of legislation which seeks
to minimise access to their counselling files.

All members will agree that the legislation seeks to
limit access to confidential counselling files. The letter
goes on:
However, the forum is not convinced that this legislation in its
current form will achieve your stated objective.

In this case the Attorney-General meant well, but if the

bill is to be enacted - we want the legislation
implemented and we want this practice stopped - it
needs to be correct. The last thing we want is for
victims' counselling notes to be subpoenaed even more
often than they are at present; that would defeat the
purpose of the legislation. If the government had sat
down at length with the centres against sexual assault
and listened to their concerns about the bill we might
have had a better piece of legislation. It is important
that the house note the concerns of centres against
sexual assault, because they are at the coalface when it
comes to innocent victims of crime and their rights. The
centres have concerns about the bill. Their concerns
have been expressed to the Attorney-General, and they
are of the view that there is a possibility that the
legislation will make the situation worse rather than
better. That is their view, and the opposition is prepared
to listen to their view.
One would hope that members on neither side of the
house would want the practice of introducing victims'
counselling notes in evidence at the trial of the accused
to become even more commonplace than it is. The
opposition is not convinced that the proposed
legislation in its current form will stop that practice.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.
Mr HULLS - Before the suspension of the sitting I
said I would advise the house of the concerns the
centres against sexual assault have about the bill. The
last thing we want is legislation that makes the
procedure of subpoenaing victims' files worse than it is.

On 7 April, just yesterday, the Victorian Centres
Against Sexual Assault Forum, known as CASA, wrote
to the Attorney-General setting out some of its
concerns. I am sure the letter, which is signed by its
public officer, Joe Fuller, has been seen by the
Attorney-General. It concisely sets out its concerns,
parts of which are appropriate to read into Hansard.
The letter says:
Dear Madam,

Having read the legislation and the Attorney-General's
second-reading speech a number of times, I also have
some concerns, although not necessarily the same ones,
about whether the legislation will achieve its objective.
That is why the opposition has moved the reasoned
amendment.
In a nutshell, the reasoned amendment emphasises the

importance of getting the right balance between not
interfering with judicial discretion and protecting the
files of innocent victims. It proposes that the bill be
withdrawn and redrafted to get the balance right by
ensuring the inclusion of both adequate mechanisms to
control the subpoenaing of victims files and suitable
provisions governing judicial discretion. In other words,
it proposes that the legislation be tightened up so that
judicial discretion is not interfered with.

Mrs Wade interjected.
Mr HULLS - The Attorney-General says it is a
nonsense. It is not a nonsense at all, and if she had
taken the time to look at the Canadian legislation she
would realise that it is not. The Canadian legislation
sets out certain guidelines which must be taken into
account and contains certain conditions that prohibit the
production of confidential counselling notes. The letter
goes on to say:
We have a number of concerns with respect to the present
form of the legislation, which we believe may in fact increase
access to cOWlSelling files of victim survivors of sexual
assault.

The forum is concerned not only that the legislation
will not improve the situation but that it could increase
access to those files. I hope the letter would have set
alarm bells ringing in the Attomey-General's
Department. The stakeholders she is trying to assist are
telling her the legislation could make the situation
worse, not better. It is for that reason that I would hope
the Attorney-General accepts the opposition's reasoned
amendment. The letter goes on to say:
We have detailed a number of these concerns in our recent
submission to your policy division.
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I do not know whether the Attorney-General has had
access to that submission, The lener further says:
The forum understands that the current legislation has been
based extensively on the New South Wales and Canadian
models. Whilst our colleagues in New South Wales appear to
be happy with their legislation we feel we must point out that
the experience in New South Wales of sexual assault services
in the lead-up to the introduction of this legislation was quite
different to the Victorian experience. In New South Wales
they were receiving fewer subpoenas and services were able
to represent themselves in presenting their objections to
courts. In addition, the New South Wales judiciary were not
necessarily reviewing the files but were accepting affidavits
from sexual assault services and basing decisions on these.

According to CASA, that is the difference between
New South Wales and Victoria. It is not much good the
Attorney-General saying that New South Wales has got
it wrong as well. CASA has made clear the difference
between the situations in New South Wales and
Victoria. The letter continues:
The Victorian experience has been quite different with a
much more adversarial system already in place. With respect
to the Canadian model we understand that it provides for a
very limited statutory discretion and is much tighter than the
proposed Victorian legislation. For example, the Canadian
model includes a list of circumstances under which the
threshold test would not be satisfied, giving very clear
protection for survivors, which is not contained within the
proposed Victorian legislation.

That is what I mean when I say you have to get the
balance right between judicial discretion and victims
rights. I am not saying judicial discretion should
necessarily be interfered with - I would be the last
person to say that - but J am saying that more is
needed than is available under the legislation.
Further guidance is required and further examples
should be provided of circumstances when the files
cannot or should not be subpoenaed unless there are
exceptional circumstances. When the government
examines the bill again it may simply be able to amend
section 32D( 1) ofthe act, which provides that a court
must not grant leave to adduce protected evidence
unless satisfied on the balance of probabilities that
certain things exist. Once agreement is reached on the
reasoned amendment and the appropriate people are
consulted, all that may be needed is an amendment to
that section to change 'the balance of probabilities' to
'beyond reasonable doubt'. In criminal trials the onus is
beyond reasonable doubt. What objection could the
government or the parliamentary secretary, who I
assume will be the next speaker, have to giving serious
consideration - Dr Dean interjected.
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Mr HULLS - I have assumed wrongly. I hope he
is not goingjellyback on this important issue. Perhaps
the honourable member for Frankston will give her
reasons why that ought not be considere& That
amendment would not interfere with judicial discretion.
It makes it a lot tighter and basically says-Dr Dean -

It is telling you what to do.

Mr HULLS - I t is simply saying that it is crucial
that there not be commonplace access to counselling
notes. There has to be proof beyond reasonable doubt
that certain things are in place before the notes are
released. That may be all that is required. The reasoned
amendment caters for that. At present CASA has
concerns and I hope it also rings alarm bells in the
parliamentary secretary's head that the stake holders are
saying the situation will be worse. The letter goes on to
say:
The Victorian CASAs forum appreciated the opportunity
given by your policy division to comment on the draft
legislation ... However, apart from this, the forum has not had
any communication or discussion with your policy advisers
since 1996.

That is either a misprint or a fact. It would be absolutely
extraordinary if CASA has not had any communication
with the policy unit since 1996, but I will assume that
that is the case. The letter continues:
... in the forums arranged through VCCAV. Unfortunately,
those forums were not solely with the sexual assault field, but
included the domestic violence sector.

The letter ftnishes by saying that CASA is seeking an
urgent meeting with the Attorney-General or with
members of her department. CASA states that there is a
three-part test for the releasing of records consisting of
a test of the substantial probative value, the public
interest and alternative sources of information. In
CASA's view - they are the experts in the field -- the
current practice of testing the substantial relevance is
higher than the test proposed in the new legislation.
That is one of the reasons why CASA says the situation
could be worse rather than better. It also says the
problem with the law as it stands currently and as
proposed is that it only allows the release of documents
and the court then interprets the documents or their
meaning. The counsellor has no role in interpreting the
documents or explaining their contents. CASA says it is
important to understand that the notes are the
counsellor's record of a meeting. All honourable
members would understand that in most circumstances
the notes are not prepared for a court and can include
extraneous information. They may include, for instance,
comments on feelings of a particular victim and they
may include an interpretation of those feelings or
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thoughts by the counsellor. Those notes are often
written for therapeutic or health purposes and obviously
not for use in courts.
Dr Dean - I couldn't agree more.
Mr HULLS - CASA is of the view that the
legislation is not tight enough to stop the fishing
expeditions that are taking place now with notes that
have been prepared specifically to assist the victim and
not the court. Either the Attorney-General and the
parliamentary secretary have no experience in this area
or they have lost touch with what is happening in the
real world, as was clear from what happened with the
breastfeeding legislation the opposition tried to
introduce today. There is a ground swell of support for
that type of legislation, but the Attorney-General
believes it is inappropriate. She has lost touch with
what is going on in the real world. She is trying to do
the right thing but she has not got it right. She knows
the bill needs to go back to the drawing board and that a
meeting needs to be held with the stakeholders to get it
right. The idea is good. I do not know where she got it
from-actually I do know where she got it from, she
got it from me! However, if implemented in its current
form the legislation will make the situation worse.
If the opposition's reasoned amendment is not
supported by the government - I hope it is - the
opposition assures government members, CASA and
stakeholders that it will be closely monitoring it. Since
the legislation was introduced in New South Wales
there has been a dropping off of reports of sexual
assault. Whether that is as a direct result of the
legislation in New South Wales is not known. The last
thing anyone wants is for victims of sexual assault to
refrain from reporting incidents of assault because they
believe it will now be easier for their confidential files
to be used in court. That would be a disastrous result
that no honourable member would want.
The legislation has an appropriate basis and there has
been a bona fide attempt by the government to address
this serious problem However, let us work together as
a parliament to ensure that we get the bill right. As I
have said in this place in the past, the opposition is
always prepared to give credit where credit is due. I
have given the Attorney-General credit on a number of
occasions for some of the work she has done. I give her
credit now for deciding to implement the opposition's
policy in the form of this bill. It is not often she is
prepared to do that but on this occasion she is, and the
opposition congratulates her. However, I am not
convinced that the bill addresses the problem. Let us get
the legislation right by supporting the reasoned
amendment now, pulling the bill out and ensuring that
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in a very short time an appropriate bill comes back that
makes it extremely difficult to subpoena counselling
notes. I fully appreciate the range of competing issues.
There is a reluctance to interfere with judicial
discretion, the rights ofthe victims and their right to
privacy for their counselling notes, and the right of the
accused goes without saying. I have practised in the
criminal jurisdiction and I fully appreciate those
competing interests.
At the moment, with the propensity of these
counselling notes being subpoenaed, being admitted
and working against the victim, the balance is certainly
not right. The Attorney-General agrees with that, which
is why the bill is being introduced. But I do not believe
the legislation will get the balance right. I hope I am
wrong. I have discussed the issue with the CASAs and
with my colleagues, and I do not believe it gets the
balance right. The opposition will monitor the
legislation and if it finds there has been an increased
propensity to subpoena these files or an increase in
allowing these file notes to be admitted as evidence, it
will have no choice but to raise the matter again. As I
said, it could well be a minor amendment to the act
making it 'beyond reasonable doubt' rather than 'on the
balance of probabilities' .
A range of other issues need to be addressed and a
number of other concerns have been expressed by
CASA. CASA presented to the Attorney-General a
draft position paper dated 8 April on the confidentiality
of counselling notes. That paper goes into more depth
about CASA's concerns about the legislation. Because
the Attorney-General has received a copy of the
position paper she is well aware of the concerns. Many
of them are bona fide. I repeat: this position paper has
been presented by those at the coalface, and it is
important the concerns be taken seriously.
CASA's preferred position is expressed in the position
paper. I do not agree with it, but CASA's preferred
position is that under no circumstances should these
files be made available. My view is that the
overwhelming concern should be that everything is
done to ensure that a fair trial takes place. There will be
occasions when counselling notes will need to be
presented to a court, but those occasions will be rare. I
do not want to see them continue to be presented
regularly for nothing more than fishing expeditions. I
am not convinced that the legislation in its current form
will assist in preventing that.
CASA's second position is a blanket prohibition with
limited provision. It refers specifically to the Canadian
model, which it says provides a limited statutory
discretion to allow the presentation oflimited
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information in counselling files. The document sets out
certain matters that are taken into account in Canada.
I will not go into the details of CASA's other preferred
positions and concerns because the Attorney-General
has admitted she has a copy of the document. CASA's
concerns should be taken seriously.

In the document it presented to the Attorney-General
CASA also expressed the view that subpoenas calling
for the release of counselling files have meant the file
notes have become the subject of defence questioning
without counsellors being called to give context to that
material. CASA believes where leave is granted to
access counselling file material that material should be
accompanied by a counsellor or advocate who can give
evidence about the specific information being sought
and provide the context of the material. CASA's view,
which I think is probably sensible, is that that would
also prevent unfettered access to the entire file.
In its position paper CASA states that the proposed
legislation does not specify the conditions under which
a counselling file will be inspected or the contents
disclosed in situations where leave is granted. The
legislation states that where leave is granted the
contents of the file may be disclosed to the parties
seeking to adduce it in evidence in any manner the
court thinks fit. CASA believes the legislation should
give some guidance to ensure that there are some
restrictions on how, when, where and by whom the files
can be reviewed.
CASA also seeks further clarification about the
intention of proposed section 32E( 1)(c) and (d), which
allows access to files to prevent the furtherance of the
cOl11JTllssion of a fraud or offence. It is concerned that
that may result in victims being charged with making
tTaudulent claims or making false reports to police. It is
probably fair to ask the Attorney-General to provide
clarification of the meaning of that provision.
In conclusion, this is an extremely important issue. I
should have hoped we could have reached a consensus
in the interests of the victims of this state because they
have been let down by this government; they have been
let down in no uncertain terms - in particular when
this government decided to abolish pain and suffering
for compensation - and they need all the assistance
that we as a community can give them. As I said, the
bill creates a form of legal professional privilege. It sets
out circumstances in which these file notes can be used,
and it makes it clear there are certain circumstances
where these notes can be used. I am not convinced and
the centres against sexual assault are not convinced.
After receiving the information from CASA I hope the
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Attorney-General now agrees that we should reach
some sort of bipartisan approach on this important
legislation.
In her second-reading speech the Attorney-General said
the bill was based on the Canadian legislation dealing
with the subpoenaing of confidential documents, but
that is not quite the case. The bill mirrors far more than
that because it is virtually identical to the New South
Wales legislation. As CASA makes clear, the Canadian
legislation is tighter and more restrictive about allowing
the subpoenaing and use of those files. CASA has told
the Attorney-General that it would be far better if the
legislation mirrored the Canadian legislation exactly. In
her second-reading speech the Attorney-General went
on to say:
The content of a counsellor's file will rarely be relevant to
legal proceedings as counselling takes place as a therapeutic
tool following the alleged crime.

I agree with the Attorney-General, as I am sure do all
honourable members. Only in the rarest of
circumstances would those counselling notes be
relevant to a legal proceeding. If that is our base, why is
the government introducing legislation that will make it
easy for others to subpoena and use the files? The bill
does not mirror what the Attorney-General said. She
went on to say:
The notes are those of the counsellor and record the
counsellor's interpretation of the counselling process. They
are not records offacts. As victims are often encouraged to
talk about their feelings of guilt and self-blame in the course
of counselling, the notes are open to misinterpretation.

The Attorney-General is right again: the notes are not
records of fact. Instead, they are simply interpretations
of what victims have to say to their counsellors - but
that is not how they are being used. If he has had any
experience in this area the Leader of the House will
know that they are being used to besmirch the victims
and to make them feel like victims yet again. In her
second-reading speech the Attorney-General sets out
the reason for the legislation, but the bill does not
implement what she said it would. That is the basis of
the opposition's complaint.
When one looks at the specifics of the legislation, one
can see why CASA is saying it may make the situation
worse. Proposed section 32C(6) provides that the court
may order production to the court of the document
which records the confidential communication sought
to be adduced and inspect that document in determining
the application before it. The court cannot however
make the document available or disclose its contents to
the applicant applying for leave to adduce the evidence
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of the confidential communication recorded in the
document.
Proposed section 32C(7) provides that evidence that
would disclose a confidential communication or the
contents of a document recording a confidential
communication is not admissible in a proceeding where
leave for the evidence to be adduced has not been
granted by the court in accordance with provisions of
this division.
I have already referred to proposed section 32D( 1). I do
not want to go over old ground as I have dealt with
what the court has to take into account in establishing
whether or not to admit evidence, save to say that-The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has
been extremely tolerant in ignoring standing order 109
covering tedious repetition. I ask the honourable
member for Niddrie to contain his remarks and to not
involve himself in tedious repetition.
Mr HULLS - Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. I
have in the past been accused of many things but being
tediously repetitious has not been one of them.

A government member inteIjected.
Mr HULLS - It does hurt! In any event, it is
important to analyse the bill thoroughly because unless
we get it right we will be back here in a few months
time trying to rectify the problems. Proposed
section 320(2) provides that the court must take into
account the likelihood and the nature or extent of the
harm, as defmed in proposed section 32B( 1), that
would be caused to the protected confider if the
protected evidence is adduced.
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parties seeking to adduce it in any manner the court
deems fit. Again, there is no definition of the phrase
'any manner the court deems fit'. CASA says that will
allow the willy-nilly production of files or parts of files.
The bill says the court may provide the relevant party
with a copy of only part of the document containing the
protected evidence the court has given leave to be
adduced, with the rest of the document being blanked
out.
Proposed section 32D(4) provides that the court must
state in writing its reasons for granting or refusing to
grant leave. That is all well and good. No doubt the
written reasons will simply state that leave was refused
or leave was granted pursuant to section 320( 1) of the
act. That will be the reason the court gives. It will be
only that specific about the reasons.
In conclusion, I say that the balance has to be right. We
have not got it right, and the best way to get it right is
for the government to support the reasoned amendment
moved by the opposition. I hope it will do that.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms McCALL
(Frankston).
Debate adjourned until next day.

ELECfRICITY SAFETY BILL
Government amendments circulated for
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) by Mr Cude pursuant to
sessional orders.
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr LONEY
(Geelong North) pursuant to sessional orders.

Second reading
Proposed section 32B( 1) contains the definitions
covering the likelihood and nature or extent of the hann
and states:
'hann' includes actual physical bodily hann, financial loss,
stress, shock, damage to reputation and emotional or
psychological hann (such as shame, humiliation or fear).

The difficulty with that proposed section is that it does
not give any guidance to the court on what to take into
account when considering the likelihood ofhann being
inflicted or the extent of that harm. The opposition's
reasoned amendment would allow the bill to be
withdrawn and redrafted to better define those sorts of
things.
Proposed section 320(3) makes it clear that the court
can give leave for part of a document recording a
confidential communication to be adduced in evidence
and that the relevant evidence may be disclosed to the

Debate resumed from 17 March; motion of
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer).

Mr LOl'l"EY (Geelong North) - The Electricity
Safety Bill is a very important bill. Electrical safety is
crucial in the distribution of electricity. It is something
we must all take an interest in and to which we must
pay the utmost attention. Essentially, the bill is a
re-enactment of provisions in a range of other pieces of
legislation. It is probably an 80 per cent re-enactment
with 20 per cent new or amended provisions. The
80 per cent of re-enactment provisions are
unexceptionable. However, as always with large bills,
although the intent may be quite benign the devil is in
the detail. The opposition has significant concerns
about the bill, and in light of those concerns believes
the bill should be withdrawn. I shall move a reasoned
amendment to that effect.
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In the lead-up to the bill changes to duty-of-care
provisions affecting local government were very
prominent and caused great concern to councils.
However, we were assured in the briefmg given by the
Treasury that there is now no change in the duty-of-care
provisions and that those provisions have not been
altered. We understand the Municipal Association of
Victoria is no longer pushing that point. Although that
is no longer a major concern, the opposition wants an
assurance from the government that there is no change
to the provisions on duty of care for councils.
Although industry and other parties were consulted on
the bill some time ago - perhaps 12 months ago and essentially it is a good thing that that level of
consultation took place, I point out that, despite that
level of consultation taking place and the discussion
papers that were about, the opposition was not given
the opportunity to examine the intention of the
legislation until a fortnight ago when the bill was
introduced.
During the last sessional period I approached the
Treasurer and asked whether the opposition could have
the discussion papers that had been circulated
throughout the industry. Unfortunately that request was
never complied with. The Municipal Association of
Victoria has complained that local councils have not
had time to properly scrutinise the details of the bill.
The Local Governance Association of Victoria has
made a similar complaint. I refer the house to a letter to
me from that association which comments along those
lines:
Thank you very much for the opportunity to comment on the
state government's electricity bill. This is a greater courtesy
than we are accustomed to in local government, although I
must say that your colleagues such as Sherryl Garbutt, Pat
Power and John Thwaites frequently seek comment from the
association. This contrasts dramatically with the current state
government which pushes legislation to Parliament with little
or no discussion with local governments or their peak
organisations in spite of possible impacts the legislation may
have on those local governments.

The VLGA says it agrees with the central premise of
the MAV press statement that this is yet another
cost-shifting exercise on the part of the state
government. In this case the cost shift clearly benefits
foreign-owned companies at the expense of individuals
and ratepayers. This is yet another of those
down-the-line impacts of privatisation. Therefore, I
move:
That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words 'this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until such time as the Municipal
Association ofYictoria's concerns regarding new provisions
relating to the enforcement of powerline clearance, which
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carry severe financial penalties on councils, have been
subjected to further review to - (a) determine responsibility
issues around who is creating the fire risk; and (b) place an
onus on distribution companies to minimise the risk which
they create by undergrounding cables wherever practicable,
or at least by bundling them. ' .

Clear issues are involved in the philosophy and
rationale behind some of the measures in the bill. The
first is that the cost of and responsibility for electricity
line clearance will be shifted from the private to the
public sectors. Clause 84(5) provides that:
. " any person ... that owns or operates an electric line is
responsible for the keeping of the whole or any part of a tree
clear of the electric line.

Yet the main thrust of clause 84(1), (2), (4) and (6) is to
ensure the cost of the maintenance of distribution and
transmission lines is inflicted on everybody else,
especially municipalities. Only if, after much searching,
it is impossible for the companies to identify anyone
else to pick up the tab will they be responsible for the
maintenance of their own poles and wires, which they
now own as a result of their sale by the government.
As I said, clause 84 provides that any person owning or
operating electric lines is responsible for keeping the
whole or any part of a tree clear oflines, yet the
provision specifically exempts distribution and
transmission companies from that obligation although I understand the amendments to be moved by
the government will remove transmission companies
from that exemption.
Why do companies enjoy such an exemption at public
expense? Clearly, the companies bring about the
danger - that is, the electric line itself-on council
land. In urban areas only, because this legislation is
about urban areas only, Vicroads and local councils will
be required to pay for the clearance of lines even if the
trees were there prior to the installation of the lines.
That is an important point. Which predates which?
According to the bill the responsibility for that will be
changed. Even if the powerline was installed after trees
had grown, the council and not the company owning
the poles or wires is responsible. The opposition is
concerned about that issue.
I refer the house to the comments of Cr Matheson of the
Municipal Association of Victoria on this point in a
press release of 31 March:
At least one metropolitan council in a so-called leafy suburb
estimates the cost of maintenance associated with this
legislation will be several hundred thousand dollars a year.
However, notwithstanding the very significant issues of
responsibility, safety and environmental impacts, this bill is
also symptomatic of the state government squeezing local
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governments and individuals to bolster its own pocket and
that of its privatised mates.
Victorian councils have had to contend with artificial
restrictions caused by rate capping and compulsory
competitive tendering. The result is local infrastructure
development has virtually come to a halt. while maintenance
is seriously lacking. And yet here we are again with the
government orchestrating yet another cost shift onto local
government. which can ill-afford such imposts.

That is the clear view of local government. The bill is
about cost shifting from what should rightly be the
responsibility of a now private company into the public
domain. The result of that will be substantial imposts on
local councils. In the case quoted in the press release,
several hundred thousand dollars a year will be
involved.
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Chief Electrical Inspector but the distribution
companies that can initiate that. Perhaps the
responsibility should lie with the Chief Electrical
Inspector and not the private, for-profit companies.
The method of tree clearance is not in accord with the
codes of tree clearance that applied previously. The
Weekly Times of 15 October 1997 reported an action
carried out by Powercor in the Leitchville area. A
dispute arose between farmers and the distribution
company and the farmers sought compensation for the
way the clearance was carried out. The article states:
The dispute flared after Powercor cut down trees on fannsfarmers say there are 17, but Powercor says there are 12around Leitchville in March -

that is March last yearIf one further examines the bill, one finds that clause 86
follows the same theme. Not only is the responsibility
thrown onto local government, but the clause provides
that the distribution company involved can give 14 days
notice to a council to carry out a clearance. Private and
mainly foreign-owned distribution companies are able
to direct Victorian local government to maintain
privately owned assets.
What is worse is that if a council does not jump at the
command of the distribution company, within 21 days
the distribution company may do the work and charge
the council. As if that were not enough, councils' own
works programs are subjected to disruption. At a
company's behest a council may be fined up to
$100 000. Previous legislation made no provision for
fines for powerline clearance, and the opposition
believes it is an unwarranted impost on local
government.
In a document entitled 'Comments on the Electricity
Safety Bill' the Municipal Association of Victoria
states:
The reality is of course that what might have gained some
acceptance by councils at the time the old provisions were
introduced and against a background of no penalty
provisions - other than the costs of clearance - has been
transposed into a situation where the council is not just fitted
with the cost of protecting the distribution and transmission
companies' profits but is also exposed to penalty provisions
just because it is not prepared to jwnp when either of the two
companies says so - that is generally at 14 days notice.

Local government is concerned and believes there has
been inadequate consultation on the subject. Clause 86
enables distribution companies to order individuals to
clear lines. Failure to do so may lead to company
employees marching onto people's land, chopping
down their trees, charging them for the privilege and
initiating fines of up to $20 000 to boot. It is not the

The area suffers from rising salinity and trees are valued in
the fight against it.
Mr Hawken said two men had walked onto his parents'
property and advised them 26 trees, some 47 years old, had to
go.

Elsewhere it says:
Dairy fanner Kevin Hancock said he had stopped Powercor
plans to cut down 85 melaleucas along his farm frontage.
'The State Electricity Commission always just trimmed them,
but these blokes have come in and tried to steamroll us.' '"
Mr Hawken said the company, not governments, was
dictating outcomes.
'They have been controlling the whole game from the start,'
he said. 'It's a bit like they are the ones everybody has to
answer to.'

That is entirely the point the MA V is making.
Responsibility has shifted with the change of onus, and
power has been put into the hands of private, for-profit
companies. The bill does not refer to an analysis of
whether the distribution company or the council is
creating the fire ris~ it simply assumes it is the council.
The bill puts no onus on distribution companies and
provides no incentives for them to place cables
underground or bundle the cabling. As councils are
responsible for above ground maintenance, it is
probably a disincentive for the companies to move
towards better and safer practices. The bill provides no
incentive for environmentally sensitive clearing. Earlier
I cited comments in an article in the Weekly Times.
However, you do not have to look at the Weekly Times
to see the new style of pruning; a drive on some of the
major country roads is sufficient. Essentially, you cut
the tree about 18 inches above the ground. You can see
that phenomenon all around the state. It is not pruning
or tree clearance in the way it was previously done, it is
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a massacring of the environment. The thrust of the bill
will encourage more of that. Because of the penalty
provisions and the change of onus an if-in-doubt,
chop-it-out mentality will continue to be created as the
companies conclude that cutting trees to about
18 inches above the ground is the best way of avoiding
the penalty. That will happen for several years.
In the days of the publicly owned SECV it was
reasonable and convenient - though perhaps not
always ideal- to ask local councils to be responsible
for clearing powerlines, because both institutions were
public bodies subject to democratic control and public
influence. A loss by one public body was a gain by
another. Now a loss by one public body will be a gain
by the private, for-profit company.
Victoria was once proudly known as the Garden State.
With this bill the government has gone much further
than removing those words from registration plates.
Victorians were proud of their tree-lined avenues and
roadside plantations. Trees exist not just for aesthetic
purposes but are in the public interest. Wby should
companies not contribute to the cost of clearance even
if the trees were not there before?
Trees are a reality in a garden city like Melbourne. If a
company has above-ground lines in Melbourne it
should expect its lines to co-exist with trees. The only
altemative is to chop down all the elm, pine and gum
trees on our nature strips and have treeless suburbs. The
legislation will act as a fmancial disincentive to plant
trees. Council tree-planting regimes will more than
likely shift from environmental considerations to
cost-minimisation considerations.
Melbourne's suburbs are lined with trees, and I hope
they always will be. Companies that are not prepared to
put their lines underground should expect to have to
pay for or at least make some contribution to the
clearing and maintenance of their lines. Instead, the
Treasurer has introduced legislation that forces local
councils to prop up the profits of the multinational
electricity companies. As the MAV, the LGAV and
others have maintained, the clauses are utterly
inequitable. They will enable the redistribution of costs
from private companies to public bodies. If you like,
they will privatise profits and socialise costs. That is
always the case with a good capitalist government.
Clause 87 provides that the Electric Line Clearance
Consultative Committee will have only one
representative from local government but four
representatives from the distribution and transmission
companies, despite the fact that local councils will be
doing most of the clearing and therefore carrying most

923

of the cost while companies will be carrying none. The
bill is a case of the government having it both ways. It
wants to put the onus on the councils, but it does not
want to give them equal representation on the
committee that deals with those matters.
I would be interested to hear the government's
argument on why local government should not be better
represented on the committee. It is certainly the
opposition's view that its representation should be
increased. All those matters are addressed in the
reasoned amendment, and they fonn the reason why we
believe the bill should be withdrawn. In saying that, the
opposition recognises that electricity safety is an
important matter that should be dealt with without
unnecessary delay. But the opposition believes the
government has got it wrong because it has not
adequately consulted with local government. If it did it
would have a better chance of reaching agreement on
the implementation of better practices. The model the
government has set up is flawed. We therefore believe
the bill should be withdrawn to enable further
consultation on and investigation of the proper
allocation of the costs associated with the risks attached
to maintaining powerlines.
The opposition has a range of other concerns with the
bill. We assume it has been drafted under the guidance
of the Energy Projects Division of the Department of
Treasury and Finance. The division, which is becoming
well known in this place, is rapidly being discredited
for employing, in the words of the BHP submission to
the Australian Competition Consumer Commission, 'an
abstract conceptual regulatory model never applied to
any gas industry.' That shows what the company thinks
about what it is doing in other sectors. It is relevant
because part of the bill has been modelled on the safety
management schemes of the gas industry, which the
same division developed.
This method of cutting and pasting from one industry to
another is typical of the EPD and can be justified only
in the eyes of those who work in the ethereal level of
abstract theory. To theoreticians, it is totally
unnecessary to understand or even consider the
practicalities of different industries. Instead, one model
does all. As BHP has pointed out, such an approach is
essentially absurd.
Part 2 establishes the Office of the Chief Electrical
Inspector. Although it is probably a re-enactment of the
provisions in the principal act, the opposition believes it
could be improved in a couple of places. Clause 8 needs
to include a new function for the office of the Chief
Electrical Inspector - that is, to maximise public
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safety and minimise disruption of power. That would
seem to be a worthwhile function.
I foreshadow that at an appropriate time I will move an
amendment to proposed section 8 proposing that a new
proposed subsection be added containing the words 'to
ensure that electric lines are constructed and maintained
to maximise public safety and minimise disruption of
supply'. That is important because in many
circumstances public safety and the disruption of power
are indistinguishable, and both should be the concern of
the Chief Electrical Inspector.
About a month ago in Geelong there were major
disruptions due to power surges. Many of them were
caused by pole fires, which probably resulted from a
wash-down maintenance regime that is not as rigorous
as it once was. That is a matter involving not just
disruptions but also public safety. Poles catching fire,
power surges blowing out household equipment and
exploding appliances are issues of public safety not just
power disruptions. Those two aspects should be
considered together, and the Chief Electrical Inspector
should have a role in that process.
Maybe the Liberal Party does not have the same
concerns about public safety and disruptions of power.
Some Liberal Party members do not even concede that
such things occur. We had an interesting experience
when Mr John Lucas, who was a former Liberal
candidate for the seat of Geelong North Mr Coleman -

A good man.

Mr LONEY - A good member of the Liberal
Party. I have known Mr Lucas for most of my life. He
has been a preselection candidate for numerous other
seats in the region, including the seat currently held by
Mr Hartigan in another place. Mr Lucas also worked
for Mr Hartigan. A letter he wrote to the Geelong
Advertiser was published on 7 March. It states:
1 am not surprised that Labor MLA Mr Loney would go to
any lengths to attack the private electricity distributor
Powercor ... Powercor not only paid a very handsome price
for the franchise and so reduced the burden of state debt ... but
has also improved both quality and cost.. There is nothing
wrong with the distribution of electricity in Geelong.

Unfortunately for Mr Lucas that letter was published in
the Geelong Advertiser on the day on which the front
four pages appeared under the headline 'Bang'. They
reported on the massive amount of disruption from pole
fires, power surges and so on that has occurred in the
Geelong area. Timing is important in politics,
Mr Acting Speaker, but on this occasion Mr Lucas was
embarrassed by the fact that his letter appeared on the
same day.
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IfMr Lucas is speaking on behalf of the Liberal Party,
it is a head-in-the-sand attitude. Problems must be
addressed. Power surges and pole fires are problems
that affect public safety. Fortunately the problems I am
talking about occurred at about 7.45 a.m. when most
people were up and about having breakfast and so on,
so the risk to public safety was somewhat lessened. The
fire authority in Geelong told me that if it had been a
couple of hours earlier there could well have been more
serious consequences for public safety. There is clearly
a connection between disruption and public safety, as
pointed out in a number of places in the Geelong
Advertiser that day. It reported that:
Neil and Karen Richards run the Yarra Street milk bar, just
metres from the Vemer Street power pole which exploded.
Mr Richards was serving in the shop yesterday morning
without power. The fuse box had been burnt out and there
were scorch marks on the outside of the building.
'We heard one big holy bang and another minute later and
just everything blew out', Mrs Richards said. 'I honestly don't
know how much damage has been done inside. The fire
brigade told me 1 have probably lost my TVs, my computer ...
until 1 get the power on, I don't know. I'm just waiting for
insurance' .

Other people reported similar stories of very frightening
experiences. Houses caught fIre as a result of power
surges. This is a public safety issue. What better
example is there of a connection between safety and the
disruption of power - explosions, pole fires and power
surges? It would be hard to maintain that there is no
connection with public safety and it would be even
harder to maintain that there is nothing wrong with
electricity distribution.
The opposition is concerned about section 14 - that is,
is the Chief Electrical Inspector trul y independent? Its
concern relates to the way the office will be funded.
Increasingly the office will become reliant for its
income on fee-for-service work. Over a period the levy
from the power companies will fall to about 25 per
cent. The money collected from those levies will be
used mainly to fund the advertising of electrical safety,
the sort of ads honourable members have seen on the
TV and in the newspapers. I refer to the
look-up-and-live-type ads, which are beneficial. If the
Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector is to be almost
entirely reliant on fee-for-service work and if most of
that work comes from the major players in the industry
that the inspectors are meant to oversee, will the
inspectors be truly independent? It is a reasonable
question to ask. Will their independence be
compromised by the continuing requirement for fee for
service?
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Further, there is a requirement that all money other than
a working account will be held by the Department of
Treasury and Finance rather than by the Office of the
CEI itself. The opposition believes a tug of war is going
on between inspectors, the distribution companies and
the minister. The inspectors do not appear to be at
arm's length from the industry and the minister. The
corporate plan is very much under the control of the
minister. This bill has not changed since the previous
bill was introduced, and I commented on it at the time.
Is the Office of the CEI simultaneously independent of
government and totally under ministerial direction?
What independence does the office have?
According to section 23 the Chief Electrical Inspector
receives indemnity from liability attached to acts and
omissions that occur in good faith. However, it is
unclear whether the indemnity also attaches to the
CEI's employees. To clarify that situation I foreshadow
that at the appropriate time I will move an amendment
to extend that indemnity to employees ofthe office as
well as the Chief Electrical Inspector personally. It
would be anomalous if only the Chief Electrical
Inspector had that limitation of liability and not the
employees under the CEl's instruction.
Mr Thwaites - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I
direct your attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.

Mr LONEY - The opposition expresses concern
about whether the limitation of liability extends to
employees of the office as well as to the inspector
himself and would like to move amendments in the
committee stage to clarify that the employees also have
that indemnity.
The opposition expresses concern that under clause 26
of the bill the Chief Electrical Inspector may not be able
to adequately maintain the functions of the office he has
been given due to lack of funding, and particularly due
to the increasing fee-for-service work - the
requirement that the Chief Electrical Inspector reduce
the levy from companies by 16 per cent per annum for
the next three years. The opposition was advised during
the Treasury briefing that ultimately the funding of the
office will be 75 per cent fee for service and 25 per cent
industry levy. The opposition understands the 25 per
cent industry levy will be hypothecated to the
advertising of electricity safety. The operational side of
the office will depend on that 75 per cent funding of fee
for service.
If the Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector is to have
sufficient resources to undertake its auditing,

925

certificating and enforcement responsibilities, it needs a
secure resource base; it needs a guarantee that its
sources of revenue - the fee for service and levywill be adequate for it to carry out its full
responsibilities and functions. The costs of enforcement
are also particularly pertinent. They include the cost for
prosecution to be borne by the office. There is also a
need to ensure adequate revenue, especially considering
that it is the companies that are liable to be prosecuted
that will be paying for the cost of the prosecutions. The
opposition believes there are a number of potential
problem areas with the funding of the Office of the
Chief Electrical Inspector and that those funding issues
may also have an effect on the independence of the
office in carrying out its role. The opposition would like
some undertaking from the government that the
resources of the office will be adequate to ensure that it
caries out the very important functions it has been
given.
Part 3 of the bill covers the registration of electrical
contractors, the licensing of electrical workers, the
conditions and obligations of electrical installation
work, and the installation of electric lines on public
land. Again, that is a very important issue in the whole
gamut of matters surrounding electricity safety.
Clause 37 places an obligation on a contractor to
employ licensed electrical workers but does not put
such strong obligations on others employing electrical
workers. Some circumstances have developed in
industry whereby the use of licensed electrical workers
has been mitigated as long as the person is competent
and qualified in the area in which he or she is
employed.
As with multiskilling in many industries, it has been
envisaged that workers do not need full licensing to
carry out specific electrical tasks so long as they have
demonstrated competency in those areas. That practice
has been taking place ID industry for some time now,
particularly in industries like car manufacturing. The
opposition does not have a great problem with that
practice as it has developed. It just wants to ensure the
intention of the legislation is not to significantly take
that matter further and that the proper licensing and
registration of people who are carrying out major
electrical functions will not be diminished as a result of
provisions in the legislation.

The opposition seeks an assurance that those who are
doing major work and who have to perform a wide
range of electrical work will still be covered by the
wide gamut of licensing and legislation. Although it is
probably the government's intention that those
provisions should remain and apply, the opposition
would like that intention clarified.
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Clause 45 of the bill presents some problems. The
provision relates to licensed electrical inspectors. It is
absolutely necessary that a licensed electrical inspector
is not at the same time also a contractor because the
function a person carries out as an inspector is totally at
odds with his or her working in the industry as a
contractor. The opposition understands, again from the
briefmg, that was not the intention of the legislation.
However, the opposition seeks that clarification in a
formal sense so that an inspector cannot also be a
contractor at the same time. The opposition also
believes there is a need to ensure the inspector is
independent of the contractor. That is impossible if the
payment is made direct to the inspector. It is also
impossible if the inspector performs 100 per cent of his
work for the same contractor.
One of the distributors may set up its employees as
inspectors - effectively outsourcing them into a
private business- but if they do 100 per cent of their
business for that same distributor are they really
independent? I suggest the answer is no. This is another
potential flaw in the bill that must be picked up and
looked at. The opposition believes there is a need to
ensure inspections are pro-active and that there be
random inspections. Perhaps it is the intention of the
legislation but it is not spelt out.
Inspectors should be able to go into an electricity
installation on their own initiative, report any breaches
they fmd and take the appropriate action. Also, if
inspectors are called in to do an inspection and they
sight something that breaches the regulations, they
should be able to act. If that is the intention, it is not
clearly spelt out. The bill should make it clear that
inspectors have the power to carry out random,
pro-active inspections. If the government is serious
about electrical safety, it must ensure that inspectors
have those responsibilities and powers.
If the legislation were interpreted literally it could result
in a certificate akin to a dodgy roadworthy on a car. A
person may take a dodgy car to a mate who is a
mechanic because he or she knows the mate will issue a
roadworthy certificate - and if he does not, the car can
probably be taken to someone else. Even if the
roadworthy certificate is dodgy, once the car is on the
road there is only a slight chance of the driver being
pulled over by the police. That way of doing things is
slightly better than the scheme envisaged by the bill, if
it is taken literally. Under the scheme there is probably
no chance of a breach ever being picked up. It is almost
like giving a car a roadworthy certificate when it is first
purchased and then allowing the owner to drive it
around for the rest of its life with random inspections
and no chance of ever being caught if it is does not
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come up to scratch. We hope that is not so and that the
government will clearly spell out its intention to allow
random and pro-active inspections.
Part 4 provides for the approval of electrical equipment
that complies with minimum standards and establishes
an Equipment Advisory Committee. There is nothing
exceptional about the proposed sections and the
opposition has no problem with them other than that
there is no provision for any employee representation
on any of the committees. Employees have a real
interest in maintaining the safety ofthe industry, which
they have demonstrated in the past. This is an important
part of the legislation because the approval of electrical
equipment that complies with minimum standards is
vital to the protection of public safety.
It ensures that when someone goes down the street to a
retailer to buy a new microwave he or she can do so in
the knowledge that it will not blow up the first time it is
turned on. It engenders confidence in the system when
people can rely on the fact that, regardless of the brand
and regardless of where they have been made, the
products they buy meet certain minimum safety
standards. Although it is a small part, the opposition
believes it is very important.
Part 5 deals with energy efficiency. The opposition is
always pleased when energy efficiency issues are taken
up, although you have to question why energy
efficiency will be a function of the Chief Electrical
Inspector rather than of Energy Victoria. The
opposition does not understand the rationale behind
that. The efforts of Energy Victoria in dealing with
matters of energy efficiency have been valuable, and
we believe that should continue. However, we are
pleased that energy efficiency is to be a consideration
and that the labelling of products to show their
efficiency will continue - even though we understand
that some time back the Victorian government was
holding up an Australia-wide scheme of labelling for
energy efficiency.
The bill provides for some exemptions, which on their
face seem strange, particularly because energy
efficiency labelling has not applied to equipment for
hire. We understand from the briefing that that
exemption in no way suggests that the need for energy
efficiency labelling does not apply to the initial
purchase of the equipment. It concerns only labelling
for re-hire. The provisions cover the initial purchase of
the equipment and each re-hiring from there on. There
are obviously some practical reasons for that.
Part 6 establishes the Electrical Appeals Board, which
is important. The Chief Electrical Inspector will have
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fairly wide powers, including the power to give
direction to people, the power to licence and register
people and the power to certify equipment and
withdraw it from use. In those circumstances it is
appropriate that there be an Electrical Appeals Board.
People who are aggrieved by certain decisions of the
Chief Electrical Inspector will be able to lodge appeals,
although they must have a proper basis for doing so.
That is a natural justice issue. The bill involves a bit of
a balancing act, because there is obviously a need for
the Chief Electrical Inspector to move quickly at
times - for example, in ordering the withdrawal of
appliances that he may hold to be unsafe. There is a real
public safety issue there. Beyond that, people affected
by the inspector's decisions must have the right to
appeal. It is also important that public safety is
protected in the time between the outcome of any action
taken by the Chief Electrical Inspector and the appeal,
and part 6 also addresses that issue.
Part 7 deals with network operators that have
underground lines. Mr Deputy Speaker, I am talking
about urban distributors rather than those in areas such
as yours and mine, where there are not a lot of
underground lines. Under the legislation the distribution
companies - Mr Finn interjected.
Mr LONEY - The honourable member for
Tullamarine makes a salient point. I have to accept that.
Under the legislation, distribution companies will be
required to keep a register of information concerning
the location of underground lines. We believe it is
totally appropriate that there should be good, accurate,
well presented and clear information that is available to
contractors, road makers, builders and so forth who
may be working in areas where there could be a
problem with underground lines. It is appropriate that
distribution companies be responsible for the register
because they own the asset. They should be required to
map and make the information available. However, the
bill is silent on a number of issues, which it may be the
government's intention to deal with by regulation. I am
not 100 per cent sure about that. The government may
be able to tell us whether those matters will be dealt
with by regulation, and if not, how they will be
handled.
The first issue that needs to be addressed is the location
of the register and whether there will be a single copy
only, perhaps at the distribution company's head office.
If that were the case and someone proposing to do some
work in a Powercor area in Warmambool had to go to
the head office in Sunshine to inspect the register in
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order to get the authorisation to proceed, it would seem
not to be a particularly fair or efficient way of dealing
with the problem. It seems to the opposition that the
regulations should address the issue and require that
copies of the register be kept in a number of locations to
provide ready access for people who may require the
information.
The second major issue is probably one for regulation,
but it needs to be raised at this stage. It concerns
whether companies can charge for access to the
information and whether the amount they charge will
be limited. Will it be a standard charge across each of
the distribution companies? Who will set the charge,
and will it simply be another charge, outside the
regulations, that the distribution companies can set on
any person wanting information? It is the opposition's
view that there should be no charge, or a minimal
charge, because this is information the public, the
construction industry, councils and road makers require
in order to do their work. It should not become part of a
monopoly pricing regime simply because the
distribution companies have the maps and can charge
what they like. The opposition would like to hear from
the government on whether there will be a pricing
regime for access to information and, if so, how will it
be regulated. Does the government agree with the
opposition that the information should be readily
accessible across Victoria at no cost? The opposition
would like that matter clarified.
The other issue relates to clause 78, which provides that
no person may make an opening in the ground above an
underground line without the permission of the
distribution company. Again the issue relates to
charges. If the distribution company has the right to
authorise any person, will it be able to charge for the
authorisation? If the company is able to charge the
same issues apply. Will the company be regulated or
will it be a common charge across all distribution
companies? Who will be responsible for setting the
charge if it is to be regulated? Each of those issues
needs some clarification at this point because the
problem we have had in addressing the bill, as the final
provisions make clear, is that a whole raft of regulations
will come out of the legislation at a later date. We are
addressing the legislation while in the dark about what
will be contained in the regulations. We wish to hear
something from the government about whether there
will be a charge for authorisation.
The issue of requiring authorisation each time a person
does some work in ground above underground lines has
been the subject of great concern by the Municipal
Association of Victoria. Taken to its extreme it has
some absurd implications for councils and those
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working on roads. We wonder whether councils will be
required to get separate authorisations every time they
want to do something or whether they will be able to
have some form of blanket authorisation so they do not
have to go running back every time they want to do
some work, which would cause huge disruptions to
their programs.

delayed. The other issue causing long delays in
construction has concerned the totally inappropriate
behaviour ofMr Graham Morris, the former CEO of
Museum Victoria, and Mr Graham Jephcott, the
director of museum development. Mr Morris has
resigned as CEO because he breached government
credit card guidelines--

This provision applies not only to councils but also to
farmers in areas where underground lines have been
placed and, in fact, to all landowners. I do not know
whether there are any underground powerlines at
Natimuk, but imagine the difficulty faced by a farmer
in Natimuk who must go perhaps to Sunshine to inspect
the register and get an authorisation, then go back to his
property and work out where the underground line is.
He may have had to pay a hefty charge for looking at
the register and getting a copy of the map showing
where the underground lines are located and paid a
charge for the authorisation. He might then have to pay
charges to have the power company representative
come out to mark where the lines are located. A farmer
could end up having to pay a whole raft of charges as a
result of this one provision. The question of whether
those sorts of costs will be allowed under the legislation
needs to be addressed. The legislation is not clear, and
the minister's second-reading speech does not comment
on the matter at all. Therefore we are forced to wait for
the regulations.

Mr McArthur - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I understand it is the tradition of the house that
a member may raise only one matter for the attention of
one minister on the adjournment debate. It seems the
honourable member for Niddrie is now straying onto
another matter. The first issue related to the allegation
of a blow-out of costs for the new Museum. Now he is
raising issues about the performance of certain Museum
staff. They are two separate issues and should be raised
on separate occasions.

Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The time
appointed under sessional orders for me to interrupt
business for the adjournment of the house has now
arrived.

Museum of Victoria: construction costs
Mr HULLS (Niddrie)- I call on the Premier, who
is also the Minister for the Arts, to investigate claims,
some of which were reported in the Herald Sun of
21 March, that the new $250 million Museum of
Victoria is predicted to go well over budget and will not
be completed by the due date of 2000. The 199fr.-97
capital works program lists expenditure for the new
Museum until 30 June 1996 as $22.307 million, with an
estimated expenditure of $31.379 million in 199fr.-97 ,
leaving about $196 million to be spent.
Reports have already emanated about contaminated soil
on the site. The construction of interior exhibits, which
were meant to have been designed and completed
before the Museum construction finishes, has been

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Monbulk is correct. An
honourable member can raise only one matter on the
adjournment debate. I ask the honourable member for
Niddrie to keep that in mind as he proceeds.

Mr HULLS - I am speaking on only one issue.
The reason for the delays in Museum construction are
that the CEO and the director of museum development
have taken their eyes off the ball. They are more
concerned with expenditure on expensive meals than on
the Museum; it would appear they would rather have an
entree than mount a Museum exhibition. They care
more about their bottles of chardonnay than they do
about Museum collections.
Not only has Mr Jephcott breached the guidelines and
been warned by Professor Penington, but he was also
warned in a memorandum that he breached those
guidelines. Yet, after having been warned, he has
continued to use his taxpayer-funded credit card for
personal expenditure. Further, documents may suggest
he has actually drawn cash on his taxpayer-funded
corporate credit card when in New York a couple of
yearsago-The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.

Gippsland: ground water supply
Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Agriculture and Resources,
on behalf of the people of Yarram and district, the
important issue of ground water supply. That
marvellous part of the state is one of the richest
resources in Victoria for the dairy industry, in
particular, but also for other forms of agricultural
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enterprise such as beef, sheep and the like. The supply
of ground water is fundamental to the growth of those
industries and to their very sustenance.

will continue to be supplied to that group to pennit it to
continue providing the most beneficial services to its
members.

An issue has arisen during the past 12 months because
supplies within the Latrobe aquifer, the provider of the
ground water within the region, have been run down to
the point where impositions have been placed on
fanners who wish to access the aquifer. That has
presented difficulties because farmers have been
prevented from sinking further bores and obtaining as
much water as they require. The lack of supply is a
problem for the growth of the region because unless we
are able to secure the ground water for the future, the
risk is that over the years the capacity of that important
part of our state will be inhibited.

The RAID organisation, which was established in 1985,
serves to provide recreational opportunities to eastern
region children and young people with intellectual
disabilities. It was established by parents who felt a
considerable need existed for the services. The group
now has about 260 participants. Most of its activities
are based in the Nunawading recreation centre.
Activities provided by the group are extensive and
include tennis, football, netball, basketball, drama
groups, aerobics, pottery classes and social events. Over
many years a careful balance has been struck by the
group between segregated and integrated activities.
However, the group feels the balance needs to be
maintained. It has difficulty in insisting that all
activities it runs should be run outside its own
environment. One example some time ago involved the
tenpin bowling group, which was forced by the local
bowling alley to use the alley at a time most
inconvenient to them but convenient to the operator that is, early on a Sunday.

The minister has already investigated this matter.
Various aspects of that investigation are occurring and
ongoing. The minister has very sensibly established a
comntittee under the chainnanship of Mr David Lea, a
senior officer of the Department of Natural Resources
and Environment. The first purpose of the committee
has been to draw into discussions some of the major
users of ground water in the area, in particular Esso
Australia Ltd, which is responsible for offshore
operations in Bass Strait, and those companies
associated with the development of the coalfields in the
Latrobe Valley. They are huge users of ground water.
The problem for the farmers of Yarram and district is
that at the moment they are not party to the discussions
being undertaken by that important committee. They
want to be part of the committee and to know their
entitlement. They want to ensure that Southern Rural
Water, the responsible authority administering ground
water issues in the area, is on the committee.
I ask the minister to ensure the farmers of Yarram and
the region, together with Southern Rural Water
representatives, become part of that committee structure
so we can have a proper and balanced view put on this
essential issue. The Gippsland basin has produced
billions of dollars of benefit for Victoria and it is
imperative that the farmers ofYarram and the
immediate area be represented on the committee.

Recreation Activities for Integration
Development
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Youth and Community
Services a matter involving a group which operates in
the Mitcham electorate. The group is the Recreation
Activities for Integration Development (RAID). I seek
an assurance from the minister that government funding

The RAID members and their parents are concerned
that the government will shortly alter its funding criteria
for such groups and allow only groups providing crisis
management to secure funding. I seek from the minister
an assurance that the government will not change the
guidelines but will continue to fund groups such as
RAID for the vital services they provide in the most
beneficial way to the many participants in the City of
Whitehorse and neighbouring cities of Manningharn,
Knox and Maroondah.

Mullumbimby couch
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) - The matter I direct to
the attention of the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management concerns the control of Mullumbimby
couch or Kyllinga weed, as it is often known. It is
invading the pastures of northern Victoria at an
alarming rate. Little is known about the botany of the
weed nor are there any known economical control
methods. The weed is spreading rapidly and unchecked.
Stock refuse to graze it and productivity losses of
20 per cent are not uncommon. Landcare groups are
gravely concerned about the weed's spread and the
Goulburn-Murray Landcare group has organised a
series of farm walks and field days at places including
Harston, Kyabrarn, Leitchville, Wunghnu, Bamawn,
Strathmerton and Waaia.

Pots of the weed have been placed at local stock and
station agents so that farmers can identify the problem.
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I have inspected the situation on farms. The weed is
exceptionally difficult to kill and is not responsive to
any of the common weedicides. It is an insidious weed
that has about I 00 seed heads per plant head. It is
spread by wind, birds, irrigation water and animals.
Slashing does not appear to work - the weed simply
responds with even more seed heads at a lower level.
Cultivation does not work - it checks the weed for
perhaps a year or two but it then comes back thicker
than ever. Weedicides are useless except at very high
and extremely expensive concentrations. Cows will not
eat it unless they are very hungry - productivity of
pastures has decreased by 20 per cent, hence the net
income of farmers has decreased by 20 per cent.
Farmers cannot afford such losses.
I ask the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management to ask her department to investigate this
weed in order to clearly identify its growth habit and
method of propagation, study means of control by
management, test all known weedicides and herbicides,
identify the size of the problem - and thus the
potential economic cost to the farmers of northern
Victoria and the rest of the state - with a view to
encouraging the large chemical manufacturers to
develop a spray to control the weed. Research is
urgently needed, and I urge the minister to attend to this
as a matter of urgency.

Toy Box Childcare Centre
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale)- I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Youth and
Community Services and ask him to thoroughly
investigate serious allegations of breaches of the
children's services regulations by the Toy Box
Childcare Centre in Bayswater. This matter has been
drawn to my attention by Peter Lockwood, who has
documented what is occurring and what has been
reported to him concerning that centre. In sununary,
very worrying facts have been presented to me
demonstrating serious breaches of the children's
services regulations.
For example, three possums were in residence within
the walls of the centre for many months; a child fell
through a pane-glass window that was not made of
safety glass, as required by the regulations; fewer than
the stipulated number of staff were present at various
times; the premises were not heated in winter or cooled
in summer apart from at times when parents were
dropping off or picking up children; the incident book
was not maintained as required; bed clothes were not
washed for at least 12 months; parents were denied
access to staff; children's food was not protected from
contamination; soiled nappies were stored in the babies'
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room in unhygienic conditions; contaminated food was
knowingly served to children; staff have been
threatened with dismissal for not lying to the
Department of Human Services children's services
adviser; and a staff member was seen to kick a child.
Those matters indicate. on the evidence presented to
me, that the director ofthe centre, Savi Wijeyewardene,
has failed in her duty of care to the children. She has
also, very worryingly, forced staff to be deceitful to the
Department of Human Services by threatening
dismissal if they did not cover up the centre's breaches
of the regulations.
If the breaches are apparent to parents, why are they not
apparent to the children's services advisers that visit the
place? The answer can perhaps be found in the
Auditor-General's report, Childcare in Kinders, tabled
in Parliament today, particularly the points he makes on
page 9.
I have received a letter from an organisation called
CRIB, which is also concerned about the centre. It
specifies that the following regulations are being
broken: regulation 108, 'safety glass'; regulation 72,
'sleeping facilities'; regulation 31, 'minimum staff;
regulation 27; regulation 54, 'heating and cooling'; and
regulation 36. There are pages of this, Mr Deputy
Speaker. I am happy to provide the information to the
minister, and I seek his immediate intervention in this
important matter.

Northern Pacific seastar
Mr DIXON (Dromana) - I raise with the Minister
for Agriculture and Resources a matter concerning the
Northern Pacific seastar, which has made an
unwelcome appearance in Port Phillip Bay since
January this year. It has been found in the waters of
Dromana bay and a few have been found near
Sandringham.

The seastar's preferred habitat is where the water
temperature is in the range of 5 to 20 degrees Celsius
and a depth of 5 to 60 metres. That makes the areas of
Dromana bay and southern Port Phillip Bay an ideal
habitat for it. It is an introduced species that is thought
to have hitch-hiked into Port Phillip Bay in ballast
water. Dromana bay is right on the edge of the shipping
channel to Melbourne, so that is a likely method of
introduction of the species into the bay. It has wreaked
havoc in Tasmanian waters, especially in the Derwent
estuary, and has seriously damaged shellfish habitat in
that state.
The seastar is a prolific breeder that spawns rapidly.
The eggs are quickly carried over a wide area by
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currents and tide. It is a voracious predator of shellfish.
Just as the scallops are recovering on the seabeds of
Port Phillip Bay they now have to encounter this threat.
There are some commercial mussel fanns in the bay,
especially in Dromana bay, and the seastar is a threat to
~h~t ~dustry. Although the mussel industry is not large,
It IS Important to my electorate.
The seastar first made its appearance on the mussel
ropes in January and has been found in increasing
numbers over past months. It has the potential to do a
great deal of damage not only to the aquaculture
industry but also to the food chain in the seabeds. It is
vital to act now, before its spawning season occurs. I
ask the minister to make available information about
the action being taken, especially steps to eradicate this
pest before it becomes a very serious problem. I also
ask him to provide me with the result of the recent
count of this predator.

Rio Tinto Ltd
Mr 11IWA1TES (Albert Park) - I ask the
Treasurer to request from the Minister for Industry,
Science and Technology in another place an indication
of the measures the government has or is intending to
put in place to ensure that the Rio Tinto corporation
operates in this country only with full respect for
human rights, labour rights, high standards of
occupational health and safety, and environmental
management.

Rio Tinto is jointly based in the United Kingdom and
Australia and is one of the world's largest private
mining companies, having some 51 000 employees. It
has net assets of some $13 billion, and its profits last
year were approximately $1.4 billion. But more
importantly, it is a company that has earned a reputation
for conflict with trade unions in this country and
overseas and for poor occupational health ,uld safety
standards and environmental management.
I ask the minister to take particular account of the fact
that the company, which operates in this country, is
being sued in the United Kingdom for compensation
for the cancer that has allegedly resulted from the
working conditions at a number of its mines around the
world. The company is explicitly seeking to
de-unionise its work force in this country, just as
Patrick and other companies are. It has the same sort of
industrial thug approach that we are now seeing on the
wharves of Melbourne in my electorate, where
law-abiding citizens are being attacked by dogs and
security guards. It has been criticised by Amnesty
Intemational- an organisation for which presumably
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a number of honourable members opposite have some
consideration.
Honourable members interyecting.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! There is too
much audible conversation in the chamber. The
honourable member for Albert Park will need to relate
the Rio Tinto operation to Victoria if I am to hear him
further.
Mr THWAITES - I am asking the Minister for
Industry, Science and Technology to indicate to the
people in this house and across Victoria that the sort of
industrial thuggery that characterises this company
throughout the world and its poor environmental and
occupational health and safety practices are not allowed
to exist in Victoria.

Goulburn Valley: Albanian orchardists
Mr KILGOUR (Shepparton) - The matter I raise
for the attention of the minister at the table relates to his
roles as Minister for Tertiary Education and Training
and Minister assisting the Premier on Multicultural
Affairs. It relates to members ofthe Albanian
community who for 40 years have been involved
mostly in the orchard industry in the Goulburn Valley.
They have been a successful group of orchardists who
have assimilated into the Goulburn Valley
tremendously well and have provided the opportunity
for many of their people to come out to grow the fruit
that we export to the rest of the world.
In recent years the Albanian community has tried to
help its countrymen and women who are facing major
problems in Albania. The community has a program
through which it has brought members of other families
from Albania to the Goulbum Valley and put them to
work as occupational trainees learning how to grow
fruit and manage orchards so they can go back to
Albania and improve the situation there.
The minister is fully aware of the program, as he visited
my electorate and was involved in a presentation to
these people when they graduated from the first two
years oftheir course. He heard for himself how much
the Albanian community has done for them and how in
turn they were helping the Albanian orchardists.
We would now like the occupational trainees to be able
to upgrade their qualifications and, as has happened in
the dairy industry, to have a competency-based diploma
available in the fruit industry. That would improve the
ability of the trainees to manage orchards and would
give them even better skills to take back to Albania.
Will the minister examine the situation to see whether a
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course can be developed to help these people and
improve their lot in the future?

Preston Primary School
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) - I raise with the
Minister for Tertiary Education and Training for the
attention of the Minister for Education the Preston
Primary School, which is in need of urgent major
maintenance, I ask the Minister for Education to have
his department examine the physical condition of the
school and advise the school and me of a process and
timetable that will ensure a safe and functional
environment for the school.
In July 1996 I wrote to the Minister for Education, In

part my letter said that the school:
... would also welcome the opportunity to familiarise you
with the physical condition of the school. Not only is
maintenance urgently required in a number of areas, but a
failure to carry out the work will lead to more expensive work
at a later stage. For example there are rotting timbers, water
leaks, and salt damage. This will ultimately lead to further
structural damage.

Just that has happened. There is further substantial
structural damage at the school. Also in that letter I told
the minister that the goalposts kept moving in the
process the school had to undergo.
Following recent approaches by parents and members
of the school council last week I paid a further visit to
the school and inspected a number of buildings - the
school is located on two nearby sites. In my view it has
a number of major physical problems that present
significant health and safety risks, particularly to
students but also to teachers. In large areas of the
playground the asphalt is ripped up and students could
easily slip and hurt themselves. In a number of
classrooms ceilings are threatening to cave in,
presenting an obvious risk. There are rotting timbers,
further water leaks, and large cracks in the walls. Under
the current PRIMS arrangements funds do not seem to
be available for the school to undertake the work.
Over the past eight years the Preston Primary School
has, through the school council, spent some $200 000
of its own funds to carry out work, but a number of the
areas requiring maintenance are beyond the capacity of
the school to fund, resulting in substantial safety risks to
students.
I ask the minister to have his department investigate the
matter. He would be welcome to visit the school
himself. More than ever the school would finally like a
process and a time table for the work to be undertaken.
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Glenelg Highway: Delacombe crossing
Mr JENKINS (Ballarat West) - The matter I raise
for the attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports in
another place concerns a road safety issue regarding
families in the Delacombe area. I have been approached
by some young mothers who expressed concerns about
the need for a pedestrian crossing over Glenelg
Highway in the vicinity of Grana Drive, Delacombe.
Following their expression of concern I conducted a
survey of residents throughout the area and came up
with some interesting figures about the need for such a
crossing on the site. Children who attend four
centres - the ABC Childcare centre, the Delacombe
Primary School, the Lumen Christie Primary School
and the Sebastopol Secondary College - cross this
highway morning and evening.
I had an excellent response to the survey; more than
87 families responded. I found that each day
64 children cross the highway with no lights and no
marked crossing and that prospectively
64 pre-kindergarten children will cross the highway in
the future, so there is definitely a need for the crossing.
The RACV has classed that part of the Glenelg
Highway as a foggy area. It is well known for fog
regularly settling there on winter mornings, when the
RACV gives motorist warnings about the site. That
further reinforces the need for the crossing.
I ask the minister to conduct a traffic survey, taking into
account the usual requirements, to see if
pedestrian-operated lights can be placed across the
highway at Grana Drive. An accident is waiting to
happen with children crossing this highway, which has
a speed limit of80 kilometres an hour. One of the
comments I received in the survey was, 'Each morning
I leave for work between 8,15 a.m. and 8.45 a.m. and
observe the frustration of parents with children trying to
cross the highway'.
There is a real need and I ask the minister to give every
consideration to placing pedestrian-operated traffic
lights at this part of the highway, which would enable
children to traverse it safely when going to and from
school and relieve the parents of their stress.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Werribee has 45 seconds.

Werribee: toxic waste dump
Ms GILLETT (Werribee)- I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government. The minister will be aware that the report
of the independent panel on the CSR proposal for a
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prescribed waste facility or toxic dump was received by
him on 2 March. The minister released the report to me
on 5 March. It is now 8 April.
I seek the minister's advice on when he will release his
assessment of the report. The EPA is about to release a
new waste minimisation strategy that recommends a
process of repository storage for toxic and prescribed
wastes rather than landfill. Given the advice of the EPA
I will be most interested to learn when the minister will
release his assessment and whether he will take into
account the EPA's strategy.

Responses
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - The honourable member for Rodney
referred to a weed called Kyllinga or Mullumbimby
couch, which has been found in the irrigation area in
north-eastern Victoria. This unusual weed has only
recently come to the attention of irrigators. It has
become a serious problem affecting up to 20 per cent of
pasture and productivity in that very important area
where so much of Victoria's dairy farming and
horticulture takes place.
I share the honourable member's concern about the
weed. From his description and my limited reading
about it, I know it will be very hard to eradicate.
Normal means of eradication such as slashing do not
seem to have any effect. Stock will not eat it and it
seeds at an incredible rate. None of the chemicals used
to date have been successful in suppressing it. I am
impressed, however, with the work being done by the
Landcare groups, especially the Goulbum--Murray
Landcare network, which comprises a large group of
Landcare units in the area. The network is taking very
seriously the need to bring the problems associated with
the weed to the attention of local people. Education.
infonnation and awareness are at least helping to
address the problem. I commend the Goulburn-Murray
Landcare network and its member Landcare groups,
which are setting up a series of farm walks called
Kyllinga weed farm walks so that people can identify
whether the weed is on their properties before seeing
what they can do about it.
The honourable member referred to the need for further
investigation ofKyllinga. I will be happy to discuss that
with officers of the department. It may be that the Keith
Turnbull Research Institute or other research stations
can work on the problem, because it is obviously a
relatively new weed. I assure the honourable member
that more than any other before it, this government is
doing a considerable amount to address the problem of
weeds. It introduced the $ I 2 million weed initiative and
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provided funding of$I.8 million to community groups
for the second year in a row to address weed problems.
That is a priority for the catchment management
authorities. I suggest that the honourable member take
up the problem with the catchment management
authorities because eradication of the weed may have to
be incorporated into their strategies and it may need to
be targeted as a priority weed.
I will take on board the matters raised by the
honourable member. I encourage the Landcare groups
in his area that are working so effectively with the
limited understanding and knowledge of the weed. I
will ensure that the Department of Natural Resources
and Environment and, if necessary, research units focus
on that weed to find a way of addressing the serious
effects it and other weeds have on the productivity and
environment of the state.

Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) - The honourable member for Gippsland
South referred to the Gippsland ground water steering
group under the chairmanship of David Lea, a senior
officer of the Department of Natural Resources and
Environment. The group is currently examining ground
water reserves. I am well aware of the activities of that
committee.
Its first meeting involved officers of the Department of
Natural Resources and Environment, representatives of
the oil industry and coal producers who have a major
interest in the Gippsland ground water issues. The
honourable member sensibly suggested that we should
involve the rural community and also local water
authorities in these discussions. Farmers, particularly
those in the Yarram area, have been doing a very good
job with proper assessment and have a vested interest in
ensuring a positive outcome. I will take up the
suggestion of the honourable member, which has
considerable merit. I will advise him further on the
matter. In the meantime I ask him to convey to
Gippsland farmers, particularly those in the Yarram
area, the government's appreciation of the great work
they are doing.
The honourable member for Dromana referred to the
Northern Pacific seastar and the problems it is causing
in the part of Port Phillip Bay abutting his electorate.
He would be aware that a range of work has recently
been done by the department in conjunction with the
commonwealth. The department appreciates the
commonwealth funding provided by the Introduced
Marine Pest program, which was a target project to try
to remove the introduced seaStar from the bay. The
department purchased, deployed and is monitoring
70 seastar traps. The member for Dromana made the
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point that 29 or 30 of those traps have been stolen. I am
not sure what you do with a seastar trap or whether they
are suitable for catching yabbies.
An Honourable Member - Put a bounty on them
and they will turn up!

Mr McNA.t\1ARA - They might. I take up the
point made by the fonner minister, who has had
experience in that area and is no doubt a Northern
Pacific seastar expert. The department is most
appreciative of the work of recreational diving clubs to
assist it in detennining the extent of the spread of the
seastar and the organised dive programs that have
occurred in various locations. The government is
monitoring the extent of the seastar through both the
Department of Natural Resources and Environment and
Parks Victoria officers, who are looking at ways of
deploying more traps without any further losses. The
department also welcomes the offer by the commercial
fishing sector to assist it by deploying and monitoring
the traps, which will, one hopes, assist in removing
what is becoming quite a menace in the bay.
Or NAPTIDNE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - The honourable member for
Mitcham referred to concerns about a group called
RAID, Recreation Activities for Integrated
Development. As the honourable member for Mitcham
said, that organisation provides opportunities for people
with intellectual disabilities to participate in recreational
and sporting activities. Those organisations do an
excellent job and provide an opportunity for people in
the broader conununity to open their sporting facilities
and clubs to people with disabilities and hence improve
access to community-based facilities for the disabled.

Wednesday. 8 April 1998

of Youth Affairs for the youth grants project, and if
agencies are receiving funding under that basis they
will be able to apply for further funding for another
year. I will investigate the exact details of where the
funding resources for RAID come from and provide
further advice for the honourable member for Mitcham.
The honourable member for Pascoe Vale raised some
serious allegations concerning the operation of a
child--care centre in Bayswater. I will arrange for the
children's services advisers in my department to
inunediately investigate the allegations raised. The
honourable member has offered to provide me with
details of those allegations. They are very serious
allegations and will be treated seriously. Although I
understand the honourable member has raised those
allegations in good faith, I advise her that it would be
more appropriate in these circumstances to raise them
directly with me or with the department rather than in a
public forum through the parliamentary process.
Serious accusations have now been publicly made
before the matter has been properly investigated.
I say to the honourable member through you,
Mr Deputy Speaker, that I will arrange for the
department to thoroughly investigate the matter.
However, I suggest in future the honourable member
raise these issues - if she has such concerns - either
directly with me or with senior departmental officers;
they will then be investigated rather than being raised in
a parliamentary sphere where perhaps allegations that
may have some adverse or inappropriate
implications - -

Ms CampbeU interjected.
Dr NAPTIDNE - I understand the concerns.

My understanding is that the organisation is funded
through the Department of State Development. I
understand funding for services for people with
disabilities in a recreational and sporting sense is
provided by the Department of Human Services to the
Department of State Development and it then uses that
funding to contract agencies to deliver those services.

Mr Robinson inteIjected.
Or NAPTHINE - By inteIjection the honourable
member for Mitcham said some funding is provided
through the Office of Youth Affairs. If that is the
case - and I will investigate the matter - I can advise
that funding for youth affairs is allocated on an annual
basis and that funding for youth affairs projects ceases
on 30 June. However, in the next couple of weeks the
office will be calling for expressions of interest for
agencies that want to take up funding under the Office

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I ask the
minister, difficult as it may be, to ignore the
inteIjections. I also ask the honourable member for
Pascoe Vale to remain silent. She had her turn and
should allow the minister to answer.
Dr NAPTHINE - In all these circumstances it is
more appropriate to have these matters investigated
thoroughly by the appropriate agencies, whether it be
by child protection officers, children's services advisers
or the police, if necessary. The matters should be
thoroughly investigated before accusations are made in
a public forum. Adverse implications may be drawn.
That is the appropriate way for these matters to be
handled in the future That is the advice I give to the
honourable member and to the house. The honourable
member has raised these maUers in a concerned and
genuine manner. I will take the information from the
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honourable member and arrange to have the matters
investigated.
Mr COOPER (~inister for Transport) - The
honourable member for Ballarat West raised with me
tor the attention for the Minister for Roads and Ports
the dangers of school children crossing the busy
Gleneig Highway, which is uncontrolled by crossings.
The honourable member brought to the attention of the
house that 64 children currently cross the highway near
the school each day. The prospect is that the number
will double in coming years with younger children
currently at preschool joining the throngs crossing the
very busy road. The honourable member for Ballarat
West with his long experience in local government
would be aware that the establishment of school
crossings, or controlled crossings, will be done under a
survey carried out by Vicroads. The number of people
crossing has to reach a particular level before Vicroads
recommends that a crossing proceed. With that
experience behind him, the honourable member for
Ballarat West has asked the minister to ascertain
whether he could persuade Vicroads to carry out such a
survey in order to establish whether the crossing is
warranted.

I will ask the Minister for Roads and Ports to consider
the matter. I understand the urgency of it and the
concern of the honourable member for Ballarat West.
As he said, the last thing we want is deaths occurring
because of lack of action in a growing area, particularly
when we have those numbers of children crossing such
a busy road. It would be extremely worrying to the
local community and for the caring and hard-working
honourable member for Ballarat West. I will ask the
Minister for Roads and Ports to consider the matter and
to correspond directly with the honourable member for
Ballarat West.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Before calling
the Minister for Tertiary Education and Training to
respond to issues raised by several other members, I
inform the house that I consider the issue raised by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition to be inadmissible on
the adjournment debate. I consider it an inappropriate
forum in which to raise that matter. It is not in any way
related to business conducted by the Victorian
government and I rule the issue inadmissible.
Mr HOSEYWOOD (Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training) - The honourable member
for Shepparton raised a matter relevant to my portfolio.
I pay tribute to the honourable member because he is
very much at the forefront of bringing together his
community in Shepparton and the Goulburn Valley,
particularly the various culturally diverse migrant
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groups. Some 18 months ago the honourable member
and I enjoyed a pleasant evening put on by the local
Goulbum-Ovens TAFE in which a large number of
elderly migrants received English language certificates
through funding obtained by the honourable member
for Shepparton from the TAFE budget to ensure that
they could communicate in English with their
grandchildren, in many cases for the first time. I recall
very well, as would the honourable member, the
wonderful Albanian lady who explained the difficulties
that she had had over many years living on an orchard
and not being able to speak English. However, many
benefits have now been brought to her through a
government-funded TAFE place.
The Albanian community is one of the longest standing
communities in regional Victoria, as you would be well
aware, Mr Deputy Speaker, and has done well in this
country through sheer hard work. The fruit of its
labours has now been directed towards assisting those
in greatest need in their country of origin. Some
37 individuals from Albania have been broUght to
Australia over the past three years to be enrolled in the
local TAFE college as fee-for-service students. The
T AFE college gains from the money obtained from the
students, who are supported by the Albanian
community in the Shepparton area. Of course, not
surprisingly, the honourable member, being a very
caring member and being concerned that his
constituents are able to provide maximum support to
their sponsored friends from Albania, would like to
ensure the best possible qualification is obtained by
these 37 individuals so if they are required to return to
their country of origin they can take with them a
qualification that will assist them in reaching the~
future career goals.
Yesterday I was pleased to meet with a delegation from
the Albanian community from the honourable
member's electorate, together with the very
conscientious Commissioner of the Victorian
Multicultural Commission, Vicki Mitsos, who has done
wonderful work with that community and other
communities. I am pleased to announce to the house
that my department will now consider enhancing the
curriculum currently available to those 37 people to
ensure that they will be able to complete some
additional modules that will lead to a diploma level
qualification, which is somewhat different from the
current less than diploma level qualification in
orchardist farming techniques.
The honourable member for Preston raised for the
attention of the Minister for Education a matter at the
Preston Primary School. Obviously the issue of school
maintenance is a key issue for this government. The
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government has put far more money into maintenance
than the previous Labor government ever did. Over the
course of 10 years Labor allowed the school stock to
run down. Many buildings were never attended to and
some had no maintenance money spent on them in
those 10 years.
Unlike previous Labor ministers for education, the
present Minister for Education visits schools. He is well
aware of the situation he inherited after many years of
neglect. He is working his way through the PRIMS
scheme, under which the politics have been taken out of
maintenance issues and objective criteria now apply.
He is able to tell all school communities that they will
be awarded maintenance money on the basis of genuine
need, taking into account certain criteria. I am sure the
primary school in the honourable member's electorate
has already been audited and received the results of the
PRIMS analysis. I will pass on his concerns to the
minister, and include the fact that the school would
have been part of the objective criteria process.
In raising an issue for the attention of the Minister for

Planning and Local Government the honourable
member for Werribee made a brief attempt to make
some sense of the largely hypothetical offerings she has
been rushing off to the media with over the past two
weeks. I will be more than happy to pass on to the
minister the speculative issues she raised. I am sure he
is well and truly on top of the facts, and in the fullness
of time and after due consideration I am sure he will
make the report available to the people who will
consider it objectively rather than subjectively.
The other issue of relevance to state government
procedures - to the extent that issues raised by the
opposition can be relevant - was raised by the
honourable member for Niddrie for the attention of the
Premier in his role as Minister for the Arts. The
honourable member threw the usual amount of slime at
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certain public servants, for which he has become
infamous. Of course, in making his accusations he
totally ignored the reasons for the so-<:alled delays that
mayor may not occur in the construction of the new
$250 million museum. He speculated that the delays
were the result of incompetence on the part of public
servants, whom as usual he saw fit to defame and name
in the house. He totally overlooked the fact that the
former Labor government promised time and a gain to
build a new library - but it did not deliver. As a result
ofLabor's 10 years of neglect historical archives were
found floating down Swanston Street! Library staff
went public on the issue to show the effects of that
neglect in funding.
In addition the former Labor government made promise
after promise to build a new Museum. We all recall that
after many years of procrastination and in a desperate
bid to win votes just prior to the 1992 election the then
arts minister, the Honourable Jim Kennan, put a couple
of concrete pillars down by Southbank and claimed
they were the start of the new museum. After the
election the government revealed that Labor had no
money in its budget to deliver on its ongoing promise.

It is typical of the opposition that it should not only try
to defame the individuals involved in the $250 million
new project but speculate about the reasons for the
delay in the construction schedule. That speculation has
already been aired in the media, so all the honourable
member for Niddrie has done is regurgitate a
newspaper article and, as usual, take the opportunity to
throw a bucket of slime over public servants.
Nonetheless, I will pass on his speculation to the
Minister for the Arts, who I am sure will give it the
response it deserves.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The house
stands adjourned until next day.
House adjourned 10.54 p.m.

PETITIONS
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The SPEAKER (Hon. s. J. Plowman) took the chair at
10.06 a.m. and read the prayer.

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

Marine and coastal special investigation
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 calls on the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management to immediately release the final repon of the
marine and coastal special investigation by the Land
Conservation Council because:
this repon has taken six years of work including
2000 public submissions:
there is an urgent need to have a conservation
strategy in place before the Victorian coastal
strategy and Victorian aquaculture strategy are
implemented;
there is an urgent need for marine parks as only
.05 per cent of marine waters are protected.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the minister releases the
final repon of the marine and coastal special investigation by
the Land Conservation Council immediately.
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Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 - Notice under
section 32(3XaXiii) in relation to Statutory Rule No. 1211988.

MINISTER FOR CORRECTIONS:
CONDUCT
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) move, by leave:

I desire to

That this house condemns the Minister for Corrections for
knowingly and wilfully misleading the house on Tuesday,
7 April, when he claimed that Mr Tony Holland had been
appointed as an official prison visitor and that his previous
criminal history was unknown to him because Mr Holland
had 'used a different name'.
The house notes that the minister himself signed the
instrument of appointment of official prison visitors for
Mr Tony Holland, not any other name, on 5 December 1997.
This shows that the minister himself was aware of
Mr Holland's full name and that Mr Holland was not
appointed under a false name.
This house further censures the minister for his attempt to
cover up his false statement to Parliament by not taking the
first available opponunity to make a personal explanation and
correct his statement, hoping instead that his misleading
statement would go unnoticed.
The house therefore expresses its lack of confidence in the
minister because of his gross dereliction of duty and
deliberate attempt to deceive the house to cover up his own
ministerial negligence and incompetence. Accordingly, the
house demands the minister's resignation.

Leave refused.

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Ms Garbutt (29 signatures)

Murtoa stick shed
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth that the Murtoa grain store, also known as
the stick shed, is under threat of demolition.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the stick shed is restored
for invaluable use as a unique tourist attraction in the
Wimmera for all people to enjoy.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Kilgour (145 signatures)
Laid on table.

PAPER
Laid on table by Clerk:

MINISTER FOR POLICE AND
EMERGENCY SERVICES: CONDUCT
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - I desire to
move, by leave:
That this house condemns the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services for his total incompetence in the running
of his ponfolio including the mismanagement ofPon Phillip
Prison leading to riots, suicides, self-mutilation and drug
abuse, his description of a major break-in at police drug
headquarters as a 'minor incident', his prejudicial views in
relation to gay and lesbian members of the police force and
his inability to negotiate a proper wage settlement with the
police association, his flagrant abuse of corporate credit card
guidelines to purchase jewellery for his wife, his allowing
Victorian government riot gear to be used by hired thugs on
Webb Dock, his restructure of the Metropolitan Fire Brigade
resulting in the replacement of experienced chief fire officer,
Jeff Godfredson, with a bureaucrat, his failure to arrest
declining morale in the Victoria Police, his tolerance of
corruption and misconduct in the Victoria Police, his failure
to address the resource crisis within the Victoria Police, his
failure to ensure Victorian emergency services have an
effective and efficient communication sy~tem to save lives
and propeny, his mishandling of the Intergraph corruption
scandal, his failure to address rampant drug abuse and
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mismanagement at the Metropolitan Women's Correctional
Centre, his failure to ensure appropriate probity checks of
private prison operators and official prison visitors, and now
his deliberate and wilful misleading of the Parliament to cover
up his own ministerial negligence and incompetence in the
appointment of an official prison visitor with a criminal
record.
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The major object of the bill is to provide for intervention
orders in cases of family violence. These orders are intended
to complement rather than replace existing criminal law
remedies. An intervention order is a civil remedy, in the
nature of an injunction, designed to provide ongoing
protection to a victim of violence in the home.

In his second-reading speech the minister said that
intervention orders were:

Leave refused.

NURSING MOTHERS: DISCRIMINATION
Ms CAMP BELL (Pascoe Vale) - I desire to
move, by leave:
That this house calls on the Minister for Women's Affairs to
explain how the Equal Opportunity Act adequately protects
nursing mothers from discrimination.

Leave refused.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 21 April.

Motion agreed to.

CRIMES (FAMIL Y VIOLENCE)
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 March; motion of Mrs WADE
(Attorney-General).

Mr HID..LS (Niddrie) - The Crimes (Family
Violence) (Amendment) Bill makes a number of
changes. It amends sections 20 and 21 of the relevant
legislation, and makes it clear that an appeal lies to the
County Court from the Magistrates Court to revoke,
vary or extend intervention orders. It also includes a
new cost provision whereby costs can be awarded
where it is deemed by a magistrate or a judge that an
appJ ication for an intervention order has been made on
frivolous grounds or in bad faith, or has been vexatious.
It is probably worthwhile briefly examining the history
behind the Crimes (Family Violence) Bill introduced
into the house in April 1987. The bill was read a second
time by the then Minister for the Arts, Mr Race
Mathews. As reported in Hansard of29 April 1987, the
minister made it clear in his second-reading speech that:

... separate from criminal proceedings which may, and should,
be taken if there is sufficient evidence to secure a conviction.
This new procedure is necessary-

to protect and assist victims of violence because criminal existing law remedies cannot properly cope
with family violence.

Mr Mathews said two reasons existed for the inability
of the criminal law to cope with family violence. He
was right when he said:
... crirninallaw looks backwards ... whether past behaviour
was criminal and applies sanctions if an offence is proved.
Those sanctions are not designed to provide the victims of
crime with ongoing protection.

He said a person who made an application for an
intervention order is looking backwards to past
behaviour but is looking for future protection whereas
when action is taken in relation to a criminal offence,
the criminal law looks backwards at past criminal
behaviour.
Secondly. the criminal law requires proof beyond reasonable
doubt that an offence has been committed. In many cases of
family violence the only evidence available is that of the
victim and it is often difficult to secure a conviction in these
circumstances.

It was deemed appropriate that special legislation be
introduced to protect victims of family violence. The
bill is not opposed by the opposition.
Section 4 of the Crimes (Family Violence) Act
provided a lower onus than in a criminal trial. It was
obviously more appropriate in such circumstances
because it was a civil onus. The act provided that the
court was able to make intervention orders in respect of
a person if it was satisfied on the balance of
probabilities that:
(a) the person has assaulted a family member or caused damage
to p;operty of a family member and is likely to again-

and this is the part that looks forwardassault tre family member or cause damage to property of the
family member.
(b)

the :>eTson has threatened to assault a family member or
cause damage to property of a family member and-
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again looking forward is likely to assault the family member or cause damage to
property of the family member; or
(c)

the person has harassed or molested a family member or has
behaved in an offensive manner towards a family member
and is Iikel y to do so again'.

Again, that is looking forward. The bill makes it clear
that an appeal can be made to the County Court against
a decision of the Magistrates Court to vary, revoke or
extend an intervention order. The opposition does not
oppose that proposed aspect of the legislation.
In the past a small number of intervention orders have
been sought purely for publicity purposes. They are
considered to be an inappropriate use of the relevant
legislation. In an attempt to curb a proliferation of such
applications, the Attorney-General is introducing
legislation that will give judges or magistrates a
discretion in awarding costs against a vexatious litigant
in such cases.
The opposition believes that applications that are made
in good faith are few and far between, but it is
acknowledged that they cause an enormous amount of
grief to the persons against whom the orders are sought.
As to the vexatious litigation aspect of the bill, in a
number of cases people have brought applications for
intervention orders simply to gain publicity for the case
or because they wanted to gain some sort of notoriety
themselves. Some cases have been fairly sad, with
people suffering some form of mental illness bringing
an application for an intervention order without any just
cause. Magistrates and County Court judges will have
the power to order costs against those persons and I am
sure they will exercise their discretion and consider the
case carefully before awarding costs against a person
who is suffering any form of mental disability.
As an example of one such case, an article appeared in

the Herald Sun of 17 September 1997 about the public
mischief that can be caused by the bringing of
inappropriate applications for intervention. The article
reports a statement that:
The courts are clogged up with allegations like this.

That is, inappropriate allegations. I am not sure that that
is so, as vexatious applicants are few and far between,
but certainly the bill seeks to address such cases. The
article states:
Some lawyers believe many people use domestic violence
law for vengeance, but often intervention is vital ...
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A young woman admitted in court recently that she had lied
about the need for restraining orders against 19 people,
including rock singer Jimmy Bames and music impresario
Michael Gudinski.

The article mentions that:
The woman ... had a history ofpsychiaoic illness ... but she
had made the allegations in all seriousness.

It states further:
Predictably, the complaint was thrown out, but not before
defence lawyer ... launched a blistering attack on domestic
violence complaints.
'The courts are clogged up with allegations like this ... This is
public mischief'.

The article goes on:
A number of legal figures suspect that the marked increase in
intervention orders for domestic violence matters reflect less
than honourable motives on the part of some applicants.
Certainly, Victoria has shown a remarkable increase in the
number of intervention order applications: from 5374 in
1990-1991 to 17055 in 1995-1996.

I am not of the view that the increase in the number of
intervention orders is a result of an increase in the
number of vexatious litigants. Rather it is a result of a
shift in the mood in society because members of the
public are far better educated about what can be done
about domestic violence; they are acknowledging that it
cannot be tolerated in any circumstance; and they are
legitimately taking action against the perpetrators of
domestic violence. There will have been some increase
in the number of people bringing applications for
frivolous reasons, but society no longer tolerates such
action - nor should it tolerate domestic violence in any
way, shape or form.
The Herald Sun article goes on to say that in 1996:
. " the Australian Bureau of Statistics released a landmark
study of women which showed almost one in four said that
they had been the victim of domestic violence at some stage.

That is an extraordinary figure: a quarter of the women
surveyed said they had been victims of domestic
violence. It is an indictment of our society and another
reason for an increase in the number of applications for
intervention orders. The article continues:
But one aspect of the problem policy-makers will have to
confront is how many intervention order applications are
withdrawn or struck out. According to Or Rosemary
Wearing, a senior lecturer in sociology at La Trobe
University, more than a third of intervention order
applications made in Victoria are withdrawn or struck out.
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Dr Wearing was unable to specify why applications
were not being completed, but from her investigations
she was able to surmise that in many cases:
... the threat of further violence and fears about family safety
were key motivators.

That is a frightening prospect. Dr Wearing goes on to
say:
There is a perception among some sections of the legal
community that some applications are vexatious and
frivolous.

Dr O'Shane, a New South Wales magistrate, relayed
the story of a legal officer at a municipal council who
sought an apprehended violence order against an
annoyed ratepayer who kept making telephone calls to
the council. There is a ditTerence between the two: on
the one hand, legitimate applications being made and,
on the other hand, not such legitimate applications
being made.
Further examples appear in relation to applications for
domestic violence orders. An article in the Herald Sun
of 19 November 1997 with the headline 'Mother
shattered' states:
Happily married with four children and active in school and
kindergarten committees, the last thing 'Jennifer' expected
was to be hit with an intervention order. But recently she was
presented with an interim order for allegedly stalking a
women she says she has not met. A fathers group and the
Australian Law Reform Commission say she is only one of
many people hit by vengeful and unsubstantiated orders. But
groups protecting women against violence argue such abuse
of the system is rare and most cases are genuine.

I agree with that view. The article continues:
When the matter came before a magistrate he did not issue an
intervention order, but asked all parties to promise not to
approach each other.

That is probably a far more satisfactory and less
expensive way of dealing with the matter. The article
continues:
Jennifer (not her real name) said the experience shattered her.
She said she was devastated and had changed her travel
routes to avoid seeing the woman, who picks up her
boyfiiend's children from the same school as hers. 'I'm
frightened to be on the roads,' she said.

It then refers to the Law Refonn Commission's
discussion paper and the fact that some of the
applications were purely tactical. The legislation seeks
to address those relatively few instances where people
are abusing the system and using intervention orders in
a vexatious and frivolous way or out of bad faith simply
for their own benefit.
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I conclude by saying that these mallers are not the
norm. Domestic violence cannot be tolerated in any
circumstances. The legislation providing for
intervention orders is appropriate, but the opposition
also believes the legislation allowing the discretion of a
magistrate to order costs in certain circumstances is also
appropriate. The opposition does not oppose the bill.
Mrs ELLIOTT (Mooroolbark) - As the shadow
Attorney-General said, the Crimes (Family Violence)
(Amendment) Bill is sensible legislation. Members on
both sides of the house would agree that domestic
violence of any sort cannot be tolerated and that women
or men who are the subject of domestic violence have a
right to take out intervention orders against those who
are seeking to perpetrate violence on them.
The legislation highlights just the tip of the iceberg of
an endemic problem in our society which the
government is trying to address, partly through the
school system to educate children, both boys and girls,
about their appropriate roles in society. Many educators
express concern that boys have a narrow range in which
to express their emotions and many grow up believing
that violence is the only way to express negative
emotions, and in most cases it is the women who are
the victims of that mode of expression. The figures
show that the incidence of such violence is one in four,
which is frightening. With all statistics, one should
examine them closely to see how domestic violence is
defined or identified, but there is no doubt we have an
enonnous problem in our society with domestic
violence.
The bill allows an appeal to the County Court from the
Magistrates Court about the revocation, variation or
extension by both the victim and the defendant of an
intervention order. That is sensible and corrects an
anomaly that has arisen.
I turn to be provisions relating to cost. All honourable

members in their electorate offices have had the
experience of people coming in, often about
neighbotrhood disputes, where they have taken out
interventicm orders against neighbours for whatever
reason. In my view, many of the cases could be solved
by mediation rather than taking out intervention orders.
It is entirely proper, regardless of the rate of vexatious
appeals for intervention orders, that there be provision
that peop:e who bring vexatious claims should pay their
own cost~. Whether that is a small or large number of
people I co not know, but judging from the number I
have seen over the years as the member for
Moorooltark it may be more common than people
think.
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There is the problem in family law proceedings when
emotions are running high and each side is trying to
gain an advantage where some people take out
intervention orders unjustly. Many people may be the
victims of that, and in some cases it is intended to stop
the other partner, in many cases the father, from having
access to his children by taking out that intervention
order.

intimate personal relationship with that person is
regarded as a family member and can use the act. It
means that if someone were in a girlfriend and
boyfriend relationship but did not live together he or
she could be brought within the operation of the act.
That is a significant improvement for many people who
found themselves by nature of not having lived together
outside of the operation of the act.

These difficult and sensitive matters must be dealt with
by the blunt instrument of legislation, but this is a
sensible bill which amends the Crimes (Family
Violence) Act to ensure that all the players involved in
an intervention order have rights of appeal and that the
courts have the power to ensure that people who bring
vexatious claims are forced to pay the costs of those
claims. It is sensible and I commend the
Attorney-General and the parliamentary secretary for
this bill

Domestic violence is appalling. We all want good
legislation, which means that from time to time changes
need to be made. The bill makes some small changes to
the principal legislation. It clarifies an issue concerning
the right of appeal from the Magistrates Court to the
County Court. As magistrates rulings can normally be
appealed in the County Court outside the normal civil
jurisdiction, the clarification makes sense. The bill also
says that costs may be awarded against an applicant
where the court is satisfied that the application was
vexatious, frivolous or made in bad faith. That probably
does not occur often, but when it does, it will mean that
someone who has been put to trouble and expense
unnecessarily will be able to have his or her legal costs
covered by the person who has acted in bad faith. I
commend the bill to the house.

Mr CA1\1ERON (Bendigo West)- The Crimes
(Family Violence) (Amendment) Bill is sensible
legislation, but we must examine the situation that
occurred prior to the act where domestic violence
occurred. Often a wife - it was normally a wifewould have to seek and obtain a family law order,
known as a restraining order, in the Magistrates Court,
They were cumbersome proceedings and did not come
about quickly. There was also an expense involved.
When orders were breached police officers were loath
to act because there was some uncertainty as to what
they could or could not do, particularly after a year had
elapsed.
The introduction of the Crimes (Family Violence) Act
simplified that process. Members of the Victoria Police,
who understandably prefer to use Victorian law and
jurisdictions, were able to go to someone's house if an
order was in place and if someone was offending they
would arrest the person and take that person to the
station to deal with him or her. There was a cultural
change in the police force because they were able to get
on top of the situation quickly.
If one were in a de facto relationship or a family
member who lived in a house where there was
violence, one was put at enormous disadvantage prior
to the implementation of the Crimes (Family Violence)
Act because one was not able to take simple
proceedings. One would have to take the old breach of
peace proceedings, which were more convoluted civil
proceedings, whereas the new act was a very simple
procedure. The act has been built on and improved
since it was first introduced. One of the most significant
amendments has been the alteration of the defmition of
the family where now someone who has had an

Ms McCALL (Frankston) - My contribution will
be brief to enable my colleagues to make their
comments. I am delighted to stand on this side of the
house and support legislation that fonns part of a
continuing package of reforms made by the
Attorney-General in the area of sexual assault and
domestic violence. Regrettably these are among the
scourges of the 199Os, and there is evidence to show
that the incidence of domestic violence and sexual
assault in our community is not decreasing.
Pieces of legislation such as this go some way towards
overcoming some of those problems. Education is
clearly a crucial part of that, as the honourable member
for Mooroolbark said. Together with one of the
women's groups in my community I have been
involved in launching books to educate school-age
children of both sexes not only about their roles as
members of the community but also, more particularly,
the consequences of their behaviour and their use of
language in extreme circumstances.
I am delighted to support this legislation, along with the
other first~lass pieces of legislation listed on the notice
paper, because it fonns part of an ongoing program that
shows that the government recognises and does not
back away from solving the problems in our
community.
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I would like to read a paragraph from a book called
Rising Crime in Australia by Lucy Sullivan, which
talks about the relationship between serious crime,
including domestic violence, and marital status. The
paragraph says:
It is a reasonable hypothesis that crime and marital status of
the population should be correlated, in that marriage may be
seen as having a stabilising effect on male behaviour,
resulting in less criminal activity, and that the achievement of
marriage in itself might be seen as a sign of a well-socialised
individual. On the other hand, we have observed that
relatively late marriage is a characteristic of the stable,
effective bourgeois family, and that young motherhood,
which is likely to be associated with young marriage age, is
associated with higher crime rates.

The article goes on to talk about the increase in rape as
a subcategory of the increase in violent crime. It is
regrettable that rape within marriage is on the increase,
particularly among younger couples. Marriage in its
broadest sense also includes de facto relationships. I am
concerned that we are not addressing the issue in the
community as quickly as we might, but I am delighted
to support this part of the government's package of
reforms that deals with domestic violence and sexual
assault. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) - This important
piece oflegislation could well be termed the John
Sullivan Bill, because it was through the efforts of
Mr John Sullivan, a solicitor in Sale, that the
amendments were introduced. I will outline the
circumstances which resulted in Mr Sullivan's
contacting me. On 24 July 1996 the respondent to an
intervention order applied for its revocation under
section 16 of the Crimes (Family Violence) Act. The
matter was heard on 14 August 1996 in the Bairnsdale
Magistrates Court. The application for the revocation
was dismissed - and no order was made to vary the
terms of the intervention order. The effect of the
decision was that the original order remained in place.

On behalf of his client. and instructed by the Legal Aid
Commission, Mr Sullivan lodged a notice of appeal
against that decision to refuse the variation. The matter,
which related to the jurisdiction of the County Court
under the legislation as it stood, came on before that
great judge of the court, Judge Frank Walsh, sitting in
Bairnsdale.
His Honour determined that the legislation gave neither
party any rights to appeal against a decision under
section 16, and the appeal was dismissed for want of
jurisdiction. So the situation was that a respondent
could appeal to the County Court against the making of
an intervention order, but ifan application was made to
vary the original order and the application was refused,
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there was no appeal line to the County Court. That was
a ridiculous position, and Mr Sullivan rightly brought it
to my attention.
I contacted the Attorney-General and liaised with her
about the matters raised with me by Mr Sullivan. That
chapter of events gave rise to the amending legislation
now before the house. This is another instance in which
the Attorney-General has made a practical response to a
practical problem with the interpretation of the principal
legislation. I strongly support the other aspect of the
bill. Parliament must ensure that any applications such
as these are made genuinely and with the appropriate
propriety.
The bill will also give a court the discretion to make
appropriate orders for costs if the essential theme of the
legislation is violated. It must be remembered that the
legislation is often used in circumstances where the
respondent has not initially been before the court. In
other words, an intervention order can be made when
the opportunity to attend a complete hearing has not
been available to all the parties. For that reason it is
important that any orders of this nature should be made
as originally intended. For those reasons I am happy to
support the bill.
Mr ANDRIGHETTO (Narracan) - I am pleased
to have the opportunity to speak in the debate on the
bill, which I wholeheartedly support. I have listened
with interest to the contribution of the members,
particularly the honourable member for Bendigo West,
whose contribution was practical and based on his
experience. I also approach the issue on the same
practical basis.

I recall the situation that existed prior to 1987 when the
Crimes (Family Violence) Act was introduced. You
had to use a fair bit of bluff and all sorts of energetic
means to deal with problems that had no immediate
legal application. I recall many times seeing victims of
family crime, which I am absolutely abhorred by, at
various police stations. I especially recall the women
who had been assaulted and the police who were
frustrated by their inability to take appropriate action.
When the legislation was enacted in 1987 police
officers were given the ability to solve matters quickly.
As was mentioned by the honourable member for
Niddrie, the issue then became the difference between
the standard of proof required in the criminal
jurisdiction and the standard required in the civil
jurisdiction, which was based on the balance of
probabilities.
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The legislation has proved popular and has worked
extremely well. It has become common practice for the
people dealing with family violence to take advantage
of its provisions. The legislation has been amended to
extend the defmition of what constitutes a relationship
so that the people who were not covered by the
principal legislation can also take advantage of its
provisions.
Unfortunately as things developed it turned into an
opportunity for some people to use the existing
legislation as a big stick. In practical terms a woman
would take out what is known as an interim
intervention order against her husband and would then
know she had the police behind her to enforce the terms
of that order. Once the order was issued by the court
she would invite her husband back to the home with the
idea in mind that, 'I now have a big stick to use against
you and if you play up I will call the police.' Generally
that handled the situation pretty well but it resulted in
an enormous waste of time for courts, court staff and
police and created congestion in the system. As the
honourable member for Niddrie said, the nwnber of
cases brought before the courts increased enormously.
The bill addresses the problem of vexatious litigants by
giving courts authority to deal with them. In cases
where complainants think they have nothing to lose and
might as well take advantage of the legislation for their
own benefit - they know full well the matter should
not be before a court but think it is a good way of
dealing with an immediate problem - if courts
consider it to be vexatious they can take the appropriate
action. The bill has bipartisan support, as did the
original bill. It is a matter of streamlining good
legislation to make it work better and ensure its
effectiveness is not eroded by vexatious abuse. I
thoroughly commend the bill to the house.
Mr LANGDON (lvanhoe)- In the prevailing
spirit of bipartisan cooperation on this bill I do not
object to it. The bill has a great deal of merit. It
basically improves the original 1989 legislation. As
other honourable members seem to have covered most
aspects of the bill, I will not make a long contribution.
I take up the point made by the honourable member for
Narracan that the bill stops people from using the courts
in a vexatious manner, which has obviously occurred
since 1987. The proposed legislation will streamline
matters and give the courts authority to stop people
from treating the legislation in a vexatious or frivolous
manner by engaging in delaying tactics. Clause 5 also
provides for a right of appeal. This reasonable
amendment will make a good contribution to the
legislation. I commend the bill to the house.
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Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - In closing the second-reading debate
on behalf of the Attorney-General I thank honourable
members for their contributions on this small bill,
which makes important amendments to the Crimes
(Family Violence) Act. As honourable members have
said, it is part of the social and legislative evolution of a
new basis on which to deal with the socially
unacceptable but nevertheless prevalent crime of
assault and other violence in the family environment.
The opposition does not oppose the bill and the
contributions of opposition members have been worth
while. I was particularly impressed by the comments of
the honourable member for Bendigo West, who
provided a practical outline of the history of the
legislation and explained how it gave to Victorian
courts jurisdiction for matters that had previously been
under the federal Family Court jurisdiction and the
impact that had on local police and their ability to act
promptly. The legislation has been used since 1987 and
these two amendments will add to its overall
workability.
The honourable member for Gippsland South gave a
very practical illustration of how an amendment can be
introduced relatively quickly when a technical concern
is raised, as it was in respect of the ability - or as the
County Court found, the inability - to consider an
appeal for a revocation, variation or extension of an
intervention order. The honourable members for
Mooroolbark and Frankston spoke strongly about the
social problems of family violence and said that while
this legislation is part of the answer there is need for
education, and that cultural and social change are vital
components in addressing an appalling social problem.
I thank the honourable members for Ivanhoe and
Narracan for their contributions. I am pleased to have
been able to make this very small contribution to what
is an important piece of legislation. I thank all
honourable members and wish the bill a speedy
passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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PROPERTY LAW (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 March; motion ofMrs WADE
(Attorney-General).

Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - At the outset I have a
confession to make to the house in relation to the bill.
Honourable members will not often hear me make a
confession but I must say at the outset that I have not
read the 1705 Statute of Queen Anne. I may be
condemned - as the minister at the table says, I do call
myself a lawyer - but I have not read that document
and I apologise to all Victorians for not having done so.
The Statute of Queen Anne was repealed by the
Imperial Acts Application Act. Of course, in repealing
that Statute of Queen Anne a restriction was placed on
the remedies available to a co-owner of a property
against another co-owner who receives more than his or
her just share of rent, and that was mentioned by the
Attorney-General in the second-reading speech.
The Property Law (Amendment) Bill seeks to redress
that situation by providing a right to account between
co-owners of property. The bill also empowers
courts - and not before time - to adjust the personal
property interests of de facto partners. This briefbill has
important ramifications. For too long society has
ignored the rights of people in de facto relationships. A
plethora of legislation passed in a whole range of areas
finally recognises those rights, and the bill is yet
another measure that recognises de facto relationships
and the property interests that accrue during a de facto
relationship.
In the past in Victoria due to the repeal of the Statute of
Queen Anne by the Imperial Acts Application Act
~o-owners of a property were placed at a disadvantage
m that a co-owner who received more than his or her
just share or proportion according to his or her interest
in that property could not easily account with the other
co-owner for the appropriate share. That has caused real
difficulties and added costs when one co-owner seeks
to redress the situation. Clause 4 of the bill inserts a
new section 28A into the Property Law Act which will
make it easier for a co-owner to receive his or her just
share from his or her co-owner. For that reason the
opposition does not oppose the bill.
In the past under the Property Law Act de facto
partners have been treated differently from married
couples. The bill empowers courts to adjust the
personal prope~y interests of de facto partners as they
would for ~ed couples. That is achieved simply by
clause 7, whIch replaces references to 'real property' in
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Property Law Act with the word 'property', which
IS already defined under section 275 of that act to
include real and personal property. Although the bill is
small, it has significant ramifications for both de facto
partners and co-owners of property. On that basis
despite my earlier confession of not being fully ,
acquainted with the Statute of Queen Anne, the
opposition supports the bill.
Dr DEAN (Berwick) - Being a member of a
different branch of the Christian faith I do not go in for
confessions, so I will not say whether I have read the
Statute of Queen Anne. If I had been around in 1705 I
am sure I would have been very happy about its
existence.
I pick up some of the comments of the honourable
member for Niddrie about this being a small bill. The
Property Law (Amendment) Bill accomplishes much in
the difficult area of distribution of property. The most
difficult cases I ever had to deal with related to disputes
between people who, after working or living together
for some time -whether in a business or a de facto
relationship --separated and had to distribute their
property. Property means a lot to those who have
worked very hard to obtain it. Usually people in such
relationships do not keep a log book of who contributes
what piece of property to their common ownership
because they have never even thought of splitting up.
Therefore when they split up it is very difficult to
determine who should get what. The decisions have to
be made when partners in a de facto relationship are
trying to cope emotionally with splitting up and
p~ers in a. business relationship are trying to cope
WIth the busmess falling apart. that is, when they are at
their least objective. Our courts are not well equipped to
deal with that situation and need to be provided with the
powers to enable them to handle cases effectively.
Partnership disputes that I have been involved in
professionally usually took between two or three weeks
of arbitration or court trial to fix. It comes down to the
people who are advising on trying to settle the matter.
Mr Hulls- You weren't spinning it out, were you?

Dr DEAN - Absolutely not. I tried my hardest to
settle a matter. Such disputes are best settled outside the
court if possible, but it is very hard for people to settle
disputes themselves. If a dispute has to go to court, the
court must have the powers to make appropriate
decisions because somewhere down the line an
arbitrator or a judge must be able to say, 'Look,
whatever you feel or think about the relationship,
however much you believe that a particular piece of
pr?l',frty w~s acquired as a consequence of your labour,
thIS IS how It will be divided'.
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It seems that only now is it being realised that de facto
relationships must be treated the same as heterosexual
relationships in property matters concerning the rights
of the parties. It is not before time that de facto
partners-\tr Coleman interjected.

Dr DEA.~ - I am sorry; I meant that in property
matters de facto partners, heterosexual or homosexual,
ought to be treated the same as those who are married,
and that it is important that the government faces up to
this issue.
By historical accident, the current legislation allows
courts to adjust only real property. In a business, a large
part of the property is goodwill, not real property. It
was a nonsense that a court could say to partners who
were at loggerheads over property, 'The court can make
a decision about the land, but as for the rest of it, you
have to go to common law and let your lawyers argue
about constructive trusts and other common-law
mechanisms to try to sort it out'. It should not have
happened. The bill will enable parties to go to court and
say, 'This is all the property concerned. We want you to
hear the evidence and decide who gets what'.
Receipt of rents was a matter raised by the
Attorney-General's Law Refonn Advisory Council.
That council has done a lot of work for the
Attorney-General and is to be congratulated on the hard
work it has done on specific legal problems. Council
members can consider particular acts and see the small
difticulties that are sometimes overlooked and bring
them to the attention of the Attorney-General. They
have done so in many instances, including the
adjustment of rents when C<Hlwners have received
more than their fair share of rents. This important issue
needed to be brought to the attention of the
Attorney-General so that it could be fixed.
Where, for whatever reason, one party has received
more than his or her share of the rent further difficulties
will occur down the line through incrimination and
emotional altercations if it is not corrected. A clear-<:ut
rule is required so that in a case of an owner receiving a
disproportionate amount of rent, the excess rent will be
spread between the other owners.
In short, this small bill rectifies some anachronistic
problems that occur between parties and tries to resolve
some of the problems that arise from the splitting up of
parties. It is essential that the courts, arbitrators and the
system of justice in general have the mechanisms
necessary to sort out those problems. The courts and
institutions are expected to sort out the personal and

945

difficult problems faced by members of the community
which, if they are not sorted out, may lead to criminal
or antisocial activity. I congratulate the
Attorney-General for the adjustments that have been
made.

Mr CAMERON (Bendigo West) - I am pleased to
have the opportunity to make a contribution to the
debate on the Property Law (Amendment) Bill. I will
give an overview of the changes that have occurred .in
family law in the past 30 years. When I refer to fanuly
matters I am referring to a married man and his wife or
an unmarried man and his wife - a de facto couple.
The 1975 commonwealth Family Law Act was
landmark legislation and resulted in significant changes
in the law. Although all married families came under
the provisions of the act unmarried couples were left
outside its operation. When I started practising law
applications for child maintenance in cases of d~ fac~o
couples separating were made pursuant to the Vlctonan
Maintenance Act. In other words, matters relating to a
child born to a de facto couple came under Victorian
law and matters relating to a child born to a married
couple came under federal law - they were different
jurisdictions.
Following the enactment of the federal Family Law Act
custody battles concerning children born to de facto
couples were dealt with under the Marriage Act ~
ironically the Marriage Act applied only to the children
of parents who were not married - because although
parts of the act were redundant because the
. .
commonwealth law took precedence, some provIsions
still applied. There was an argument about the
appropriateness of that legislation applying and cases
being dealt with in the state jurisdiction. I can recall that
proceedings had to be issued in the Supreme Court and
matters were dealt with in that court. However,
commonsense ultimately prevailed, the state ceded
some of its powers and the commonwealth Family Law
Act was broadened so that all children, whether born to
married or unmarried parents, came under the Family
Law Act for the purposes of custody and maintenance.
However, property matters between the parties in such
situations do not fall within the federal jurisdiction and
it may be time to revisit some of those issues and
consider putting property issues in the hands of the
Family Court, because it is regarded as the expert in this
field. People may argue about the changes required to
the Family Law Act but it seems appropriate that
people should be dealt with in the same way, whether
they are married or unmarried. Some people will argue
that unmarried couples should be dealt with differently
from couples who are married, but society should face
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up to the reality that families are families regardless of
whether the parents are married.
Prior to the changes to the Property Law Act a decade
ago the equitable provisions applied. As a matter of
general law , particularly in the cases of families in
which the husband earned the money and the wife or de
facto wife stayed home as homemaker and parent, it
was difficult for the wife to jump the high bar to claim
property - the bar was set very high. The Property
Law Act introduced significant changes. De facto
couples were brought under the new law and it was
made much easier for a woman to get her appropriate
entitlements. Section 285 of the Property Law Act
provides that orders can be made for a judgment on a de
facto couple and makes it clear that fmancial and
non-financial contributions made by de facto couples to
the acquisition, conservation and improvement of any
of the property or fmancial resources of one or both
parties is to be taken into account, and that includes
homemakers and parents. Naturally the issue of what
those words precisely meant had to be detennined.

In 1979 in the case of Rolfe v. Rolfe the Family Court
held that a wife's contribution to the family would be
recognised in a substantial way. The High Court of
Australia decided in the case of Mallet v. Mallet that
courts should accept that as a principle, and that
established the law in the federal jurisdiction. Those
principles have now been accepted in the state
jurisdiction in so far as the Victorian provisions apply
to de facto couples. However, under the principal act
adjustments of financial interests can be made only to
real property. If a couple does not have real estate, but
owns shares, gold nuggets or personal property, the act
is of no consequence and the general law provisions
prevail. The proposed legislation will broaden the
defmition of property to include real and personal
property, so that in the example I gave of a family that
owned shares and gold nuggets those assets would fall
within the operation of the act.
There are still differences in the law that applies to
married couples and the law embraced by the bill
because under the Family Law Act judges must do
certain things. The judge has to identify and value the
property of the parties and assess the contribution each
party has made to the acquisition and improvement of
that property. In essence the state law is similar.
However, the federal law goes one step further. The
judge has to identify the future needs of the parties. At
the end of the first two legs a judge may have taken the
view that a man should get so many per cent and the
woman should get so many per cent of the total pool.
However, that allocation can be further adjusted when
the needs of the parties are considered.
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After the amendments are made to section 285 of the
Victorian Property Law Act it will be similar to the nub
of section 79 of the Family Law Act - the critical
parts. However, section 79 of the Family Law Act says
that other factors to be considered are those contained
in section 75(2) of the federal legislation. Section 75(2)
of that act sets out other factors that are to be taken into
account when, for this purpose, property matters are
being considered. One such factor includes the age and
state of health of the parties. Other examples include
whether either of the parties has the care and control of
children and the commitments of any of the parties to
support other people.
To use a practical example: this means one must
consider who has the care and control of the children,
because in normal circumstances the ability of the
person who has day-to-day care and control of the
children to improve his or her financial position is
limited compared to that of the person who does not.
The bill improves the general situation in Victoria but
de facto partners are still discriminated against in
property matters. The time is ripe to consider going the
next step to put all parties on par, whether they are
married or not, and to cover them with the same
provisions.
I twn to resources and the way they are treated by the
courts. The situation is the same whether a matter
comes under state or federal jurisdiction. Resources, to
use the legal definition, are not property, so an order
cannot be made against resources in general tennsalthough sometimes there are ways of overcoming that
problem. Superarmuation is regarded as a resource, not
as property. In many families middle-aged people
around the 40 mark - -

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McArthur)Order! The honourable member for Bendigo West is on
very thin ice here!
Mr CAMERON - If the average life expectancy
for a male is age 74, it strikes me that middle age is half
74, namely 37! Perhaps, given the vested interests, I
will withdraw from that argument and return to the task
at hand.
Many families have very little by way of property and
their future is tied up substantially in superannuation.
Often superannuation rests with only one party and is
not available until many years later when that person
retires. At whatever level- state or federal- there is
a need for that to be addressed so there can be an
adj ustment of interest in superannuation, gi ven that it
often forms the substantial component of the overall
wealth of couples.
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No-{)ne likes family break-ups, especially when
children are involved. However, we have to accept as a
Parliament and as a society that family break-ups are
prevalent. We need to ensure solid laws are in place to
deal with those circumstances in a fair and equitable
way. No doubt there are arguments about how those
issues are to be dealt with and what the law should be;
but people should be treated the same way irrespective
of whether they are married. We have to accept that
de facto couples are part of modern life, just as we have
to accept that family break-ups are, unfortunately,
prevalent. We have to deal with those issues, and they
can be dealt with fairly only if we put everybody in the
same boat when it comes to the law.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - The Property
Law (Amendment) Bill purports to achieve two things.
The fIrst is to address the rights and interests of
co-owners of property so they have a legal remedy to
take up against a fellow co-{)wner who may have
received more of the share of rental deriving from a
commonly owned property. That aspect of the bill is a
product of a circumstance where the rights of
co-owners of property were inadvertently removed
from the Victorian statute book as a result of the repeal
of the Statute of Queen Anne by the Imperial Acts
Application Act. The second aspect ofthe bill relates to
the clarifIcation of the rights of de facto couples in
relation to property that might be jointly owned or in
which both parties might have had an interest. No doubt
both those circumstances leading to the proposed
change in legislation have arisen from litigation.
I am reminded of the story of a successful 19th century
French barrister who in his will left his entire estate to
the local madhouse. The rider in his will was, 'During
my lifetime I took my money from lunatics, and in
making this bequest I only make fair restitution' .
Honourable members who have had experience with
the legal process will no doubt be aware of the
difficulties and expense people who, either because
they purport to fIght matters on the basis of principle or
may have just causes, face to achieve worthy outcomes
at the end of the day. No doubt the proposed
amendments will go some way towards resolving the
concerns of people who may have had the unfortunate
experience of needing legal advice and may well have
taken briefs to barristers.
I recount to the house matters relating to the second
aspect of the bill and present the following facts. In the
1950s a Scottish immigrant met a lady with home he
lived for 40 years. He happily contributed his earnings
to the living expenses of the household and upon the
cessation of the relationship he understood that he
might have the wider interest in the assets that had been
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accumulated. The items, which were of considerable
value, included antique furniture, Persian rugs and a
range of antique books and ornaments. The matter was
vigorously negotiated by legal representatives on both
sides. However, the law was not clear on the legal
remedies available to the parties in dispute over
personal property.
I refer to another matter that was directed to the
Southern Communities Legal Service, based at what is
now a campus of Monash University. A couple whose
relationship had come to an end had a dispute about the
ownership of a pet dog. Again, the law was not clear. I
understand the bill addresses the ownership of personal
property more broadly than the principal legislation,
thus enabling such matters to be resolved.
Not everyone seeks to resolve matters legally.
Sometimes people take matters into their own hands.
There are stories of people using furniture vans to
remove personal property from households while their
former partners have been at work. The types of legal
redress available to aggrieved parties have not always
been clear. The bill clarifIes the rights of and remedies
available to individuals who fInd themselves in
circumstances such as those.
A number of years ago I read the biography of Chris
Goy, a former Moderator of the Presbyterian Church in
the 1970s. He had been a highly respected war chaplain
and had worked with the Royal Flying Doctor Service.
He recounted a story about his time in outback
Australia when he looked after a couple with four
children as part of his pastoral role. The couple got on
very well with him and he was asked to christen the
four children, which he did to great effect. Three
months later they gave him another call and asked him
to visit them. When he arrived they said they had
another matter they wished to raise with him. They
were so pleased with the job he had done in christening
their children that they wanted him to perform their
marriage ceremony, which he was pleased to do!

In the longer term people's welfare is underpinned by
the strength and stability of their relationships. It is
always regrettable when de facto and marriage
relationships are terminated in ways that do not take
into account the welfare of all the parties involved. The
bill defInes the rights of all parties and will enable
issues such as those I have raised to be resolved without
the legal complications and expense that applied
previously. The bill clarifies a grey area of the law, and
I wish it a speedy passage.

Mr LANGDON (Ivanboe) - My contribution will
be brief. I am the fIrst member with a non-legal
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background to speak on the bill. The opposition
supports the bill, and I particularly support two aspects
of it. The ftrst is proposed section 7, which clariftes the
difference between real and personal property. As
previous speakers have mentioned, there have clearly
been difficulties in that area, and the clariftcation is
long overdue.
The second aspect concerns de facto relationships and
business partners. The bill clariftes matters relating to
issues between partners, either business or personal. It
brings the principal act into line with other legislation
and with community opinion about de facto
relationships. Previous speakers with legal backgrounds
said they have often spent weeks - in one case, three
weeks - clarifying issues involving business and
personal relationships. I support any legislation that
decreases the workload of the legal profession and the
cost to the community. The bill will cut back the
arbitration and court action needed to rectify problems
between partners. For those reasons the bill is
commendable. Proposed section 28A states:
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down because the couple could not agree on the
division of such personal pieces of property as a tea set
that had been given to them as a wedding present.
Part IX ofthe Property Law Act confers power on the
Supreme Court, the County Court and the Magistrates
Court to adjust the real property interests of
heterosexual de facto partners on the ending of a
de facto relationship. In adjusting the real property
interests of one or both of the de facto partners, the
court is required to take the following matters into
account: the ftnancial and non-ftnancial contributions
made directly or indirectly by or on behalf of the
de facto partners to the acquisition, conservation or
improvement of any of the property or to the ftnancial
resources of one or both of the partners; the
contributions, including any contributions made in the
capacity of homemaker or parent, made by either of the
de facto partners to the welfare of the other de facto
partner or to the welfare of the family; and any written
agreement entered into by the de facto partners.
In any division of those non-real property assets, the

... a co-owner who receives more than his or her just or
proportionate share according to his or her interest in property
is liable to account to any other co-owner of the property.

The bill will help rectify many of the problems
experienced by personal and business partners. The
house just debated the Crimes (Family Violence)
Amendment) Bill. The issues this bill clariftes may lead
to less action under that legislation. I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) - This small bill, which
has bipartisan support, is an important part of the
continual development of a legal system that responds
to the needs of people. Society has changed a lot over
the decades. Today, a large percentage of the
population does not live in the formal married state.
Many young people live together before marriage.
People who have been divorced choose that
arrangement rather than a formal marriage for a variety
of reasons, including issues of personal conscience and
legal and emotional uncertainty. In some cases older
people enter into an arrangement such as that because
they wish to preserve the inheritance rights of their
children and they are not sure how a marriage would
affect those rights.
Although Parliament has dealt with the real property
rights of people, one of the problems in any break-up is
the division of personal property. Questions relating to
personal property, rather than real property, are
important to people. Only last week I was talking to
some lawyers who had been involved in the division of
a large estate. The settlement negotiations had broken

common law has had to be resorted to, particularly the
doctrine of constructive trust, which provides a basis for
an equitable intervention in favour of a de facto partner
who has contributed to the resources of the other
partner.
While constructive trust principles may have been
somewhat extended by cases such as Muschinski v.
Dodds and Baumgartner v. Baumgartner, the common
law is a cumbersome and expensive medium for
resolving property law disputes between de facto
partners. The Property Law Act, which we are
amending, defmes 'de facto relationship' as:
... the relationship between de facto partners living or having
lived together as if they were husband and wife although not
married to each other.

The general view of that defmition is that it relates to
heterosexual couples, although the honourable member
for Berwick, in humour, stumbled over the words.
Over the next few years the community needs to come
to grips with not only the question of homosexual
couples and their rights and entitlements when they
split up, but the complex family arrangements existing
in our society which are not novel, such as spinster
sisters living together, bachelor brothers living together
and indeed, as the Attorney-General says, bachelor
brother and spinster sister living together. There is a
whole range of possibilities, including the arrangements
of friends who live together for a substantial period
until one or other marries or moves on.
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What this society needs is to set up structures that
deliver justice to these people at reasonable cost. It
seems to me rather silly that we have such a narrow
defmition in the Property Law Act that people have to
resort to constructive trusts. It is a very complex area of
law, and I suspect that even if you do come within the
jurisdiction of the Magistrates Court in respect of trust
law, it is a time-consuming process. If there is a dispute
between the parties it is a very expensive process and
we, as a society, will have to move forward to deal with
not only the question of homosexual couples but a
whole range of complex family interests.
At the same time, as a community we also need to deal
with the general delivery of justice. The
Attorney-General in setting up the Attorney-General's
Law Reform Advisory Council has done a terrific thing
for the community because that council brings together
not only lawyers but business people and ordinary
members of the community in order to come up with
sensible reforms to the law, as does the Law Refonn
Committee, which I chair.
We must deal with the question of the cost of justice. It
is clear that the Supreme Court is inaccessible to all but
the wealthy or the legally aided. Even the Magistrates
Court is in much the same position these days. It is hard
for people to afford justice and to get good legal advice,
and to the extent that this legislation, with the support
of both sides of the house and the community in
general, will deliver more accessible justice to a range
of people, we have to look to broadening its scope so
that more people can take advantage of the relatively
inexpensive procedures that will be available to them
under this reform.
I congratulate the Attorney-General and the shadow
Attorney-General on supporting the proposal.
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - Regrettably I
was not here for all of this debate as I was called away
to a more pressing commitment, but I understand that it
has been a useful and learned debate on the bill,
particularly in relation to the statute of Queen Anne.
I understand that the speakers, of whom there were a
number - the honourable members for Niddrie,
Berwick, Bendigo West, Sandringham, Ivanhoe and
Doncaster - all support the bill and I thank them for
their support.
As we have just heard, the honourable member for
Doncaster would like both the existing provisions of the
Property Law Act relating to the splitting of property
between de facto partners and the new provisions
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contained in the bill to be extended to a wider range of
people. I will give his views further consideration.
As he says, the world of relationships has changed over
recent years and it is important that we as
representatives of the community keep those changes in
mind, particularly in the provision of appropriate access
to justice.
Again I thank members for their contributions to this
debate.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Dr NAPTIDNE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

There has been poisons legislation in Victoria since the
1850s. While it has served the people of the state well
over the period, from time to time there is a need to
streamline and refme some provisions of the legislation
to reflect current issues and practices and to make its
operation more efficient. This bill is one such occasion.
The bill proposes the repeal of section 31 of the current
act. Prior to the requirements in relation to labelling of
poisons or controlled substances, this section required
the sponsor of a product containing a poison to notify
the chief general manager of the contents of the
product.
If the product was labelled appropriately the sponsor
was exempted from having to notify the chief general
manager of the constituents of the product. As the
present legislation requires that all products containing
poisons or controlled substances are labelled
appropriately, this section is redundant, and its repeal
seems eminently sensible.
The bill also proposes that the need to hold a licence to
sell or supply a schedule 7 poison by retail be removed.
This proposal is in line with government initiatives to
reduce the number of licences which businesses are
required to hold. In the case of schedule 7 poisons,
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which are principally used in agriculture, other
mechanisms exist to protect the public from the harm
which could be caused by these substances.
These mechanisms include the requirement that users
of these poisons hold a chemical users permit under the
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use)
Act and the regulations made under that act. In
addition, self regulatory measures have been put in
place by Agsafe, a division ofthe Agricultural and
Veterinary Chemicals Association Limited, which
involve accreditation of premises and sellers of these
chemicals, and include sanctions for non-compliance
with accreditation requirements.
Provisions relating to sale or supply including
maintenance of records and prohibition of sales to
minors are not affected by this amendment.
The third amendment relates to provisions requiring a
medical practitioner to hold a permit to treat a patient
with a schedule 8 poison for a continuous period in
excess of eight weeks. Schedule 8 poisons include such
drugs as morphine, pethidine, cocaine,
dexamphetamine and methadone. The objective of the
permit system is to coordinate treatment in relation to
schedule 8 poisons, so that a medical practitioner can be
confident that he or she is the only prescriber of
schedule 8 poisons for a particular patient and that
patients do not become dependent on these drugs
unwittingl y.
Over time, it has become apparent that, in some cases,
the pennit system may limit the capacity of medical
practitioners to manage the treatment of their patients
appropriately. A number of medical practitioners and
their professional organisations have expressed their
concern at the difficulties involved in appropriate pain
management within the confines of the permit system,
particularly in relation to cancer pain. Departmental
officers have consulted with the Australian Medical
Association and the Victorian Cooperative Oncology
Group to examine ways of managing this issue.
The amendment proposes that a medical practitioner
who wishes to treat a person who is not drug dependent
with a schedule 8 poison for a continuous period in
excess of eight weeks would not be required to hold a
permit under certain circumstances. The circumstances,
and the conditions for which the exemption would
apply, will be set by an announcement inserted in the
Government Gazette by the secretary. There is no
intention to amend the need for a medical practitioner
to hold a pennit for the treatment of a drug dependent
person, and there is no intention to amend the
requirements in relation to schedule 9 poisons.
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In addition, the exemption would only apply upon

notification by the medical practitioner that he or she
was treating a person with a schedule 8 poison for a
condition, and under the circumstances prescribed by
the secretary.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr THWAITES (Albert
Park).
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 21 April.

HEAL TH ACTS (STATUTE LAW
REVISION) BILL
Second reading

Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services)- I move:
That this bill be now read a second time

The purpose of this small bill is to make some minor,
and what are usually described as statute law revision,
amendments to several acts administered by the
Minister for Health. The amendments concerned are
listed in the schedule to the bill. In essence, each
amendment is designed either to correct a typographical
or drafting error or to remedy an oversight which has
become manifest in legislation within the health
portfolio. The proposed amendments make no change
of substance but are merely intended to resolve
anomalies which have become apparent in the course of
implementing the particular act concerned.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr THWAITES (Albert
Park).
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 21 April.

AGRICULTURE ACTS (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading

Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resolrces) - I move:
Tha this bill be now read a second time.

The PlTpOse of the bill is to make amendments to a
number of acts within the agriculture and resources
portfoio. In particular, the bill makes the following
amencments.
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Agricultural Industry Development Act 1990
The national competition policy review of the
Agricultural Industry Development Act 1990 and the
five marketing orders made under this act are in
progress and are scheduled for completion in August
1998. Orders relating to the wine grape industry in the
Murray Valley are being reviewed jointly with New
South Wales.
One order, the Murray Valley Wine Grape Industry
Development Order (Victoria) 1994, is scheduled to
end on 16 June 1998. This order, and a complementary
NSW order, establishes an industry development
committee which collects a charge from growers for
specific regional research and technology transfer
services required by the industry in the region. This
committee is regarded as a model by many in the
horticultural industries.
A one-year extension of the term of this order is needed
to allow both governments sufficient time to detennine
a joint response to the national competition policy
review and incorporate reforms in any continuing
orders. The alternative, requiring a poll of Victorian
producers for a one-year order, would be costly to
industry and strongly opposed by wine grape
organisations. The New South Wales Parliament will
introduce a bill into the autumn 1998 sittings to extend
the term of the NSW order for one year.
This bill makes provision to amend the Agricultural
Industry Development Act 1990 to extend the current
term of the Murray Valley Wine Grape Industry
Development Order (Victoria) 1994 by one year to
16 June 1999.

Barley Marketing Act 1993
The Barley Marketing Act 1993 of Victoria and South
Australia, which establishes the Australian Barley
Board (ASB) to conduct a joint barley marketing
scheme in both states, has been reviewed by
independent consultants according to the principles of
the national competition policy agreement. The
consultants recommended that the domestic barley
marketing arrangements be deregulated and that the
so-called single export desk powers be retained for the
shortest practicable period of transition.
The first objective of reform is to achieve a fully
commercial approach to marketing through the
establishment of a grower-owned entity to take over the
marketing responsibilities of the ASB. The second
objective is to maintain the competitive strength ofthe
ABB's successor and protect its value by providing a
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period of transition with changes to statutory marketing
arrangements.
The Victorian and South Australian Governments have
given the growers of both states the task of establishing
by 30 September 1998 a company to succeed the ASB.
The growers have accepted the need for change and
have taken up this challenge. Further legislation will be
introduced in the spring 1998 sittings to transfer the
assets and liabilities of the ASB to the grower-owned
company. Whilst the current free and automatic permit
system has resulted in an effectively deregulated feed
barley market, the legislation will also formally
deregulate the domestic feed barley market, to take
effect in the 1998-99 season.
Parts 4 and 5 of the Barley Marketing Act 1993, which
contain the marketing powers for the ASB, apply to
barley harvested before 30 June 1998. The purpose of
the proposed amendment to the act is to extend the
current marketing arrangements to provide sufficient
time to:
reach agreement with the South Australian
Government on the detail of the reform program;
establish the grower-owned successor of the ABB;
develop the legislation required to implement the
reform process.
The South Australian Parliament is considering the
same amendment to its legislation.
Without the extension, the current board would have no
statutory marketing powers for the coming season and
WOUld, in its current structure, be unable to compete
effectively with other trading companies. Victorian and
South Australian growers have built up assets worth
over $30 million in the ABB. An uncompetitive board
would result in considerable losses to grower assets.
The bill makes provision to extend the board's
marketing powers for a further season which will allow
those powers to apply to barley harvested in the season
commencing 1 July 1998.

Plant Health and Plant Products Act 1995
Controls on fruit, vegetables, grains, plant and other
plant products including used packages and equipment
and soil coming into Victoria are in place to prevent the
introduction of exotic and other quarantine plant pests
and diseases which may spread and become established
within the state. Victoria's interstate and international
trade in plants and plant products is dependent on the
key production areas of the state remaining free of fruit
flies, potato cyst nematode and other pests and diseases
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which can hinder access to overseas and interstate
markets. For example, outbreaks of fiuit flies, which
are largely introduced in infested produce, can cost
government and local industry millions of dollars in lost
market share as well as additional costs of eradication
and produce disinfestation.
Currently under the Plant Health and Plant Products
Act prescribed material coming into Victoria must be
accompanied by a plant health declaration from a
registered grower or a plant health certificate issued by
an authorised officer of the department responsible for
agriculture in the state of origin. A copy of the
appropriate documentation must also be forwarded to
the Department of Natural Resources and Environment.
There have been a number of occasions where market
wholesalers have failed to send the appropriate
documentation to the secretary and because of a lack of
clarity in the legislation enforcement has become
problematic. The proposed legislation places an
additional requirement on the person receiving the
produce when it first enters Victoria, usually the
wholesaler, to have in his or her possession a copy of
the declaration or certificate at the time of delivery of
the consignment. This will allow the certification to be
either verified under a compliance agreement with the
Department of Natural Resources and Environment or
be sent with the produce for verification by
departmental officers.
Retail operations selling produce to the public or a
person merely transporting the produce into Victoria
will not be affected by the legislation.
This amendment will ensure that all the requirements of
the legislation are enforceable and that Victoria
continues to be protected from the introduction of
exotic and other quarantine plant pests and diseases.
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1995

The harvesting of fish by commercial operators and the
taking of fish by recreational fishers, when conducted
responsibly and in accordance with legislative
requirements, have long been recognised by the general
community to be legitimate activities that should not
fall within the provisions of the prevention of cruelty to
animals legislation.

In 1995 the Fisheries Act was enacted which required
consequential amendments to be made to the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 to ensure
authorised fishing activities could continue to be
excluded from the provisions of the act.
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However, following an extensive consultation process
the Fisheries Act was substantially revised in early
1997 to incorporate, amongst other things, a simplified
licensing system. Unfortunately, a consequential minor
technical amendment was not made to the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 to ensure that
authorised fishing activities continued to be exempted
from the provisions of that act.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms GARBUTI
(Bundoora)
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 April.

DRIED FRUITS (REPEAL) BILL
Second reading
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill will ensure that the recent decision by the
dried fruits industry to move to a less regulated and
more market-driven environment is not hampered by
retaining unnecessary statutory intervention within
Victoria.
The bill has two major purposes: the first is to repeal
the Dried Fruits Act 1958, thereby closing down the
Victorian Dried Fruits Board. The second purpose is to
transfer the residual assets of the Victorian Dried Fruits
Board to an industry trust established for the purpose of
promoting the development of the dried fruits industry.
I sha] provide some background on the bill and deal
briefy with its major purposes.
The Australian dried wits industry is based in Victoria,
New South Wales, South Australia and Western
Aust'alia. The industry's major traditional products are
driec vine fruits, prunes and apricots. The majority of
prunes are grown in New South Wales, while the
majcrity of apricots are grown in South Australia.
Approximately 95 per cent of Australia's dried vine
fruit5 are grown in the Sunraysia area of Victoria and
New South Wales.
The Australian dried fiuits industry has a long history
of statutory marketing support. The Victorian Dried
Fruits Board has been in place for more than 70 years.
Statltory marketing arrangements were put in place
follewing early disasters associated with the industry's
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inability to market and receive payment for its
expanding quantity of products. In each producer state
dried fruits boards were established together with an
Australian dried fruits board formed under
commonwealth legislation with responsibility for
selling the crop on export markets.
Over the past few years the dried fruits industry has
faced increased competition on export markets, while in
Australia the wineries compete strongly with dried fruit
packers for fruit. Largely reflecting this competition,
the local production of dried vine fruits has more than
halved in recent years and the industry has publicly
expressed concerns about its long-term profitability and
its ability to operate competitively within its current
heavily regulated marketing environment.

In response to declining markets and profitability the
Australian Dried Fruits Association together with the
Victorian Dried Fruits Board commissioned the
consulting firm ACIL Australia Pty Ltd to review the
industry's structure and organisation. In summary, the
review found that the major impediment to developing
a more competitive dried fruits industry was the
equalisation of returns from domestic and export
markets. In July 1997 at its federal council the
Australian Dried Fruits Association agreed to
discontinue the equalisation of returns. In the absence
of equalisation it was considered there was no ongoing
or substantive role for state dried fruits boards.
The main role of the Victorian Dried Fruits Board was
to support the equalisation of returns. This was
achieved by the board regulating classifications or
grades for dried fruit and ensuring equity in relation to
payments to growers by packers for these grades.

In consultation with the dried fruits industry and with
its general agreement, the Victorian Dried Fruits Board
has responded positively to the industry's decisions.
The board has now adopted a caretaker role to ensure
that its residual statutory responsibilities can be met. It
will not be required to administer the classing system
for dried fruits following discontinuation of
equalisation; statutory service fees have not been
imposed on the industry for this season's harvest; the
board has terminated the employment of its two staff
and it is working towards the winding up of its
operations by 30 June 1998.
The Victorian board is the largest of the state dried
fruits boards and until this season administered the
classing of dried vine fruit on behalf of the New South
Wales board. The New South Wales Dried Fruits Board
is currently being wound up, as is the board in Western
Australia.
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Given the changed requirement for statutory support
within the dried fruits industry and the winding back of
dried fiuits boards in other states it is now both
appropriate and timely to repeal Victoria's dried fruits
legislation.
The Victorian Dried Fruits Board has collected fees
from growers for its services over many years. It has
accumulated assets of approximately $900 000
comprising an office building in Mildura valued at
about $300 000 and the remainder as cash reserves.
Consideration has been given to a number of options in
relation to the disposal of the board's assets. The
government believes that the best interests of producers
would be served if the assets were used for promoting
the development of the dried fruits industry.
The residual assets and liabilities of the Victorian Dried
Fruits Board will be transferred to a Dried Fruits
Industry Development Trust which has been
established in association with the grower peak body,
the Australian Dried Fruits Association Inc.
The purpose of the trust is to promote the development
of the Australian dried fruits industry and includes
improving the quality of dried fruits, expanding the
range of dried fruit products, improving the
characteristics and attributes of dried fruits, promoting
the consumption and sales of dried fruits and improving
marketing knowledge and understanding within the
industry. Through this trust the industry will be
responsible for using the assets of the Victorian Dried
Fruits Board to invest in industry development projects
for the betterment of its industry.
The dried fruits industry is to be commended for the
initiatives it has recently taken to better position itself to
operate in an increasingly competitive market. The bill
will repeal legislation assessed by the dried fruits
industry to be no longer required in the competitive
market it must operate.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms GARBUTT
(Bundoora)
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 April.

EDUCATION (SELF-GOVERNING
SCHOOLS) BILL
Second reading

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I move:
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That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill will provide the framework through which
further reforms of the state school education system
will take place. In June 1997 I launched a project
known as Schools of the Third Millennium which was
aimed at building on the very successful Schools of the
Future model and recognising that a 'one model fits all'
system is not an appropriate way to go forward while
we as a state have such a diverse range of schools.
The Schools of the Third Millennium project included
three working groups: autonomous schools; innovative
use of multimedia; and quality management. The work
of the autonomous schools group has focused on giving
schools greater autonomy than they have under the
Schools of the Future program. Many principals and
school council presidents, while satisfied with the intent
of Schools of the Future, feel constrained and seek
greater freedom and autonomy. The workings of the
autonomous schools group under the leadership of
Bruce Hartnett from the National Australia Bank has
been instrumental in the creation of this bill.
As part of the policy development process I initiated a
round of public consultations on a number of questions
that were first made public in an address to the annual
conference of the Association of School Councils in
Victoria (ASCIV) at Shepparton on 17 October 1997.
These questions were then placed on the Schools of the
Third Millennium Web site and I wrote to all school
councils seeking input. Consultations remained open
until 6 March this year.
I am pleased to say that written feedback has been
received from 105 primary schools, 75 secondary
schools, 9 P-12 schools, 7 special schools,
9 organisations and 6 individuals. What is even more
encouraging is that the feedback came from the full
gamut of schools - sma]], large, primary, secondary, P
to 12, metropolitan and rural- and from the full range
of the socioeconomic scale. In addition to this written
feedback, there have been school council president
forums held around the state in six different locations
which have enabled over 140 school council presidents
to have direct input.

There have also been seminars held with groups of
principals and direct briefmgs and addresses to all the
major representative organisations in government
education, including: the Association of School
Councils in Victoria; the Victorian Association of
Secondary School Principals (VASSP), including over
250 principals on 27 March this year; and the Victorian
Primary Principals Association (VPPA) executive. To
ensure that the whole education community was
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covered as part of the consultation process discussions
concerning the overa]] direction of education in
Victoria have been held with the Catholic Education
Office (CEO) and the Association of Independent
Schools of Victoria (AISV). With this extensive and
detailed consultation, it is with confidence that I bring
the bill before the house.
At this juncture, I want to thank all of the school
councils, principals, organisations and individuals who
have gone out of their way to take part in the
consultation process. Without their extensive input the
concept of self-governing schools would never have
come to fruition. It gives me great confidence as
minister to see even further evidence of the
commitment of our educational leaders to the best
possible education for our young people.
To put the bill in its context, it is appropriate to refer to
the present legislative provisions covering state
education in Victoria. At present, a]] state schools have
the fo]]owing features which are derived primarily from
two acts of Parliament: the Education Act 1958, which
governs the establishment of state schools; and the
Teaching Service Act 1981, which governs the
employment of teachers and principals.

In terms of specifics that relate to the bill before the
house, section 21 of the Education Act enables the
Minister for Education to establish state schools, and
section 16 vests in the minister a]] property acquired for
the act. Section 13 provides the framework to establish
school councils as bodies corporate, with specific
powers given to school councils under the Education
Act 1958.
Teachers and principals are employed under the
Teaching Service Act 1981, and are appointed by the
secretary to the department - with this power being
exercised on the recommendation of the school
prinCIpal for transfers and promotions, and by
delegation to the principal for short-term appointments.
School councils make recommendations to the
secretary concerning the appointment of a principal.
This ~ill will provide the framework within which the
minister may implement the following changes to
aspects of the operations of approved state schools for
the purpose of being a self-governing school:
(a. the composition, election or appointment of the

school council;
(hI the employment and dismissal of staff, including

full-time teachers, the principal and other
members of the principal class;
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(C) the ownership, leasing and control of, and

responsibility for, the school's lands, buildings
or other assets or facilities;
(d) perfonnance and resource agreements;
(e) School councils being able to invest in

circumstances approved by the Treasurer;

(t) School councils entering joint venture
agreements with other school councils, T AFE
coJIeges, universities or private schools or other
persons for educational purposes; and
(g) the establishing of specialist schools - that is,
centres of excellence. Specialist schools are
schools that develop exceUence in a particular
area of cuniculum. They will perfonn a vital
role in stimulating excellence, forging links with
industry and serving the schools around them a very important add-on.

lt became very clear through the consultation process I
referred to earlier that my initial statement that 'one size
does not fit all' was an accurate description of the view
of many schools. When given the opportunity to reflect
on the issues raised in my October speech many
schools and organisations indicated their desire to have
access to some or most of the increased powers that this
bill gives them. They did so in the context of
government providing a more diversified public
education system but they made it very clear that they
wanted their schools to remain in a state education
system.
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Funds for minor maintenance of school buildings will
continue to be provided as part of the global budget
fonnulae. Schools will continue to sign charters which is a record of understanding between the
department and the school on the role and operation of
the school - and which include the school's business
plan and accountability requirements. While this bill
enhances the level of autonomy that state schools enjoy
it also increases the level of accountability that these
schools have to the department and government.
Self-governing schools will be expected to comply with
the curriculum and standards framework. Primary
schools will be expected to administer the learning
assessment project (LAP) in years three and five, and
secondary schools will be expected to administer the
Victorian secondary achievement monitor (VSAM) and
the Victorian certificate of education (VCE).
The bill introduces the capacity for state schools to
become self-governing if they choose to be so in the
context of a state system. If a school is not interested in
gaining additional powers, it will continue as a School
of the Future with all of the attendant powers and
accountabilities. This bill is to introduce choice for
those that want it, not mandate it for those who do not
want it. Existing schools councils will require the
minister's approval and a vote of at least a majority of
their members, to become a self-governing school.
Schools that are granted new powers will be subject to
contractual arrangements with the department based on
their charter and with accountability requirements
linked to an overall educational services agreement.

As a consequence of the work of the autonomous
schools group, research on overseas models and the
consultation process, key features of the present system
will remain intact. All schools will continue to be
funded through the school global budget fonnulae
within the parameters of the department's budget and
forward estimates.

The employment power

The following matters will continue to apply to all state
government schools:

Initially, it is proposed that the Secretary to the
Department of Education will delegate to approved
school councils his employment powers in respect of
teachers and principals employed at a particular school,
with the relevant school council having the power to
employ new teachers and principals.

they must comply with section 22(2) of the
Education Act (which states that instruction shall be
free in the areas covered in schedule 2 of that act);
they must admit students in their locality in
accordance with departmental policy; and
the school council is subject to ministerial guidelines
and directions issued under section 14A of the
Education Act 1958.

The bill will authorise school councils of self-governing
schools to employ all their staff, including principal,
class officers and full-time teaching staff. They will be
able to enter workplace agreements with staff and to
dismiss staff as any employer in society may.

The bill provides for the portability of superannuation
rights, long-service leave, sick leave and other accrued
rights being preserved for staff moving between
employment under the Teaching Service Act 1981 and
employment by a school council.
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The power to own or sell property
At present all state school land is either Crown land or
held in the name of the Minister for Education. School
councils will not be able to sell any of these lands, as
they are lands which they do not own.
If authorised, relevant school councils will be able to
acquire, hold and dispose of real or personal property
including lands. The funds may come from gifts,
locally raised funds or government funds. However,
relevant school councils will have to comply with
ministerial directions issued under section 14A of the
Education Act 1958, and in addition the bill provides
that a school council may not dispose of any interest in
land without the minister's consent.

The power to enter partnerships and joint ventures
The bill will enable a school council of a self-governing
school to enter a partnership or association with another
school council, a TAFE college, a university, a
registered school or other person or body approved by
the minister.
Innovative strategies for the establishment oflinks
between education providers will be able to be made.
Current relationships will be built on and enhanced.
This power will be used to ensure that when greenfield
sites such as the new suburb, Caroline Springs, west of
Melbourne, are developed we have the capacity to
ensure that the most innovative practices are translated
into reality. This new power will also enable the
introduction of centres of excellence. Some
self-governing schools will become specialist in
particular parts of the curriculum and through
partnership with the community. These centres can then
serve directly the school community, surrounding
schools and the local community.
I am confident that this will open the way for business
to contribute to the education sector and will lead to an
increase in the number of business people directly
involved on school councils. I recognise that there are
already a significant number of business people
involved in school councils, but I believe that this
extension will clearly add value to that opportunity.
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indicated a desire for more flexibility in the current
structure in regard to terms of office for school
councillors, timing of elections and the capacity to
co-opt expertise for short terms.
As a result of the bill, the following impacts can be
anticipated:
a greatly enhanced system in terms of flexibility and
diversity;
a greater capacity for self-governing schools to enter
partnerships with business and allow business
representation on school councils;
pressure for the bureaucracy to be efficient in order
to win the purchase of services for such schools
given their right to purchase services elsewhere;
a capacity for centres of excellence, announced as
part of this govemment's 1996 election policy, to be
strategically placed around the state and utilise
business links for the establishment of proposed
specialist schools - these centres will provide
excellence in particular areas of the curriculum;
a capacity for schools, particularly primary schools,
to join, by way of cluster or other forms of
associations, with other schools in order to provide
better educational opportunities and to have a
stronger sense of local autonomy; and
a capacity for cross-sectoral arrangements to be put
in place, where appropriate, in a more streamlined
approach than can currently take place.
As indicated, the consultation that has occurred around
the state gives confidence that the reforms indicated in
the bill will be well received as an appropriate balance
to increasing flexibility while at the same time keeping
an overall system. I am confident that those schools
who wish to go down this path and who are approved
will handle the opportunities in the best interests of
quality education in the state.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MILDENHALL
(Footscray).

The outcomes of the reforms
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 30 April.

The reforms proposed in the bill preserve the key tenets
of a public education system and introduce the
flexibility for self governance that has been asked for
by many educational leaders in our school system. The
reforms will enable the making of ministerial orders to
respond to the requests from schools who, whilst not
seeking to become self-governing at this stage,
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expressed in the Transport Accident Act 1986 could be
extended by the AAT under section 31 of the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal Act 1984.

Second reading

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The main purpose of this bill is to introduce a revised
approach to the measurement of impairment of persons
injured as a result of transport accidents. The approach
to be adopted is consistent with that to be adopted by
the Victorian Workcover Authority (VWA) as a
consequence of the amendments to the Accident
Compensation Act 1985 made during the last
parliamentary sitting.
It is the government's view that the methods adopted
for the measurement and detennination of the level of
injury of a person is an area in which the Workcover
and transport accident schemes should be consistent.
The bill therefore amends the Transport Accident Act
1986 to adopt the use of a modified version of the
fourth edition of the American Medical Association
guides to the evaluation ofpennanent impainnent. The
modifications made to the fourth edition of the AMA
guides in this bill are identical to those to be used by
Workcover. The new guides will be used to measure
the impainnent of persons injured in transport accidents
on or after the bill receives the royal assent. All persons
injured in transport accidents before the date of the
royal assent will have their impainnent determined
using the currently adopted methods contained in the
second edition of the AMA guides.
A further protection for claimants included in the bill
ensures that any review of their impainnent carried out
to detennine their ongoing entitlement to loss of
earning capacity benefits is carried out in accordance
with the impairment guides used to establish their initial
level of impainnent.
The bill also contains another important measure,
which I will explain to the house. The government
intends to restore the 12-month time limit for transport
accident claimants to apply to the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal (AAT) for the review of a decision of
the Transport Accident Commission (TAC). Section 77
of the Transport Accident Act has provided, since its
introduction in 1986, that a person aggrieved by a
decision of the commission has 12 months in which to
apply for a review by the AAT. Until 1996, the
12-month time limit was strictly enforced with the
support of decisions of the Supreme Court, the latest of
these in 1994. In 1996 the Court of Appeal in the case
of Bell v TA C found that the 12-month time limit

The TAC has been monitoring the impact of the Bell
decision to detennine how the decision will affect the
transport accident scheme. The period since the Bell
decision has seen a proliferation of applications to the
AAT to review decisions of the TAC outside the
normal 12-month period: 36 such appeals were
recorded in 1995-1996 and 107 in 1996-1997. By
March this year, 171 Bell-type applications had been
made to the AAT. The sharp increase in applications
for review of decisions and the prospect of many more
mean that many decisions made by the TAC over the
past 10 years could be re-opened. This can occur even
though the claimant was previously infonned of their
right to appeal at the time of being advised of the
TAC' s decision. The effect of this is to expose the
transport accident scheme to significant uncertainty.
In view of the increase in applications for the review of

TAC decisions outside the original intention of the act,
the government has detennined to re-impose the
12-month limitation to apply for a review by the AAT
ofTAC decisions which shall take effect from today.
The government believes that the law demands
certainty and the cutting off of endless litigation. The
TAC needs to be able to finalise transport accident
claims with certainty and cannot reasonably be
expected to revisit decisions made in excess of
12 months earlier. The 12-month period adopted by the
TAC is more generous than the 28-day period normally
allowed for other matters reviewed by the AAT. The
TAC needs to be able to close off files at some point in
order to determine the extent of its long-tenn liabi1ities.
The government is satisfied that 12 months is a
generous period in which to seek a review of decisions
of the commission by the AAT.
The bill also clarifies the recovery provisions of the
Transport Accident Act 1986 to put beyond doubt the
capacity of the TAC to recover all the benefits the TAC
has paid where a third party carries liability in respect
of a transport accident. It is important to ensure that
Victorian motorists do not bear costs which should
reasonably be borne by another insurer or third party
with liability for an accident. In addition to the
amendments outlined above, the bill contains a range of
statute law revision measures to update statutory
references and to repeal a number of redundant and
spent provisions of the Transport Accident Act 1986.
In conclusion, the amendments made in the bill before
the house:
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will provide for the adoption of a revised method for
measuring the impairment of persons injured in
transport accidents consistent with the methods to be
used by the VWA;
will restore certainty to the appeals process outlined
in the act; and
will improve the operation of the Transport Accident
Act 1986.
This bill will ensure that Victorians continue to receive
the benefits of the most comprehensive transport
accident insurance scheme in Australia.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr Bracks
(Williamstown).

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) -

I move:

That the debate be adjourned for two weeks.

Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) -

I move:

That the words 'two weeks' be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words 'four weeks'.

I move the amendment because the bill complements
the changes that were made to Workcover in this place
at the end of last year. Those changes included the
adoption of an amended table of maims based on the
fourth edition of the American Medical Association
assessment guide.
The debate should be held over because we need time
to consult the large number of people, including injured
motorists, lawyers and doctors, who are associated with
the Transport Accident Commission scheme. We must
have time to assess whether the legislation incorporates
other measures pertaining to the Workcover Authority.
For example, we must be able to assess whether, if a
person suffers less than a 10 per cent impairment, he or
she has no effective basis for a claim, which is the case
under Workcover. It is important that we have
sufficient time to assess sensitive matters such as those,
which were a significant part of the debate on the
changes to the Workcover scheme.
This is not a frivolous request. The opposition is not
saying the debate should be delayed until the end of the
session. The extra two weeks would still enable the bill
to be dealt with before then. Four weeks will allow the
opposition sufficient time to consult widely and to seek
the assurances it needs that these are not a repeat of the
Workcover Authority changes. These are matters that
require significant investigation by the opposition.
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Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I support of the
application for an extension of time. Any changes in the
way impairment is measured will directly impinge on
the compensation payable to injured motorists. When
one is dealing with changes in the compensation
payable to injured Victorians one must have sufficient
time to consult widely with all the stakeholders
involved, and that includes not only the TAC but the
various groups of injured people. We do not wish the
government to make the same mistakes it made with
the changes to Workcover. That is why the normal
adjournment period of two weeks is insufficient.
1 agree with the request by the honourable member for
Williamstown for the Treasurer's approval to allow
debate on the legislation to be held over for a longer
period than nonnal to allow consultation to take place.
The amendment is appropriate.

Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) -1 support the
amendment to adjourn debate on the bill for four weeks
and not two. All members of the house will be mindful
of the contentious nature of the changes made late last
year to the Workcover legislation. The bill seeks to
make the transport accident legislation consistent with
that legislation. Given the extraordinary public interest
in and the debate on the changes to the compensation
laws in the latter part of 1997, the least the government
should do is give members the maximum possible time
to consult and to examine the bill in detail.
I am mindful that we are approaching the Easter break,
which effectively means a week will be lost as people
take holidays. The week after Easter is school
holidays-The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perton) - Order! I
am not interested in the holiday plans of members.

Mr ROBINSON -1 am suggesting that many of
the people who wish to be consulted about the bill will
not necessarily be available because of the holiday
arrangements they have made for next week. It is
entirely reasonable that the request for a four-week
adjournment be agreed to.
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - The government
will not accept the amendment. I certainly do not agree
that there were any mistakes, as the honourable
member for Niddrie suggested, in the Workcover
amendments. There are two critical differences in the
two maners. Firstly, the amendments to the Workcover
legislation were wide ranging, whereas all that is
changing here, to the extent that it is relevant, is that the
fourth edition of the AMA guide is being adopted rather
than the second edition. The extent of the amendments
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are fundamentally different from the amendments to the
Workcover legislation. Secondly, the Parliament has
already dealt in principle with the issue of whether it is
appropriate to adopt the fourth edition for use in our
compulsory compensation schemes. The issue arose
during the debate on the wider Workcover refonns,
when Parliament decided the fourth edition should
apply to the workers compensation scheme.
The appropriateness of providing consistency is
obviously a matter for debate, but Parliament having
decided that, the fundamental issue is now quite
different. The legislative program requires us to move
on. The bill is nowhere near as extensive or as complex
as the amendments made to the Workcover scheme. I
believe a two-week adjournment is entirely appropriate.
When we were in opposition it was the rule that bills
more extensive and complicated than this were debated
following a two-week adjournment.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote no):

Ayes, 47
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley, Mr
Burke, Ms (Teller)
Clark, Mr
Colernan. Mr
Cooper, Mr
Dean, Or
Dixon, Mr
Doyle, Mr
Elder, Mr
Elhon, Mrs
Finn, Mr
Gude, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
Kilgour, Mr (Teller)
Lean,Mr
Leigh, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McArthur, Mr
McCaJl,Ms
McGill,Mrs
McLellan, Mr
Maclellan, Mr

McNamara, Mr
Maughan, Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr
Perton, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Rowe, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Savage, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr E.R. (Teller)
Smith, Mr I. W.
Spry, Mr
Steggall, Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tehan, Mrs
Thornpson, Mr
Traynor, Mr
Wade, Mrs
Wells, Mr

Noes, 25
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker, Mr
Bracks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr (Teller)
Campbell. Ms
Carli, Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Davies, Ms
Dollis, Mr
Garbutt, Ms
Haenneyer, Mr
Hulls, Mr

Langdon, Mr (Teller)
Leighton, Mr
Lirn, Mr
Loney, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs (Teller)
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Robinson, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson, Mrs
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Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to and debate adjourned until
Thursday, 23 April.

ST GEORGE BANK AND ADV ANCE BANK
AUSTRALIA BILL
Second reading
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time

The purpose of this bill is to enact legislation to
facilitate the incorporation of the Advance Bank into
the St George Bank. The Advance Bank became a
wholly owned subsidiary of the St George Bank in
January 1997. Under the conditions imposed by the
Reserve Bank of Australia for the acquisition of the
Advance Bank by the St George Bank, the Advance
Bank is required to surrender its authority to carry on a
banking business. This effectively means that the
Advance Bank has to be merged with the St George
Bank. The purpose of this bill is to give effect to this
Reserve Bank requirement. The merger of the two
banks has been approved by the Federal Treasurer and
the Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission.
Previous bank mergers in Victoria have been effected
by legislation which has involved the statutory vesting
of the assets and liabilities of the bank that is being
taken over in the bank that is doing the taking over. The
legislation has spelt out the legal consequences that
flow from the vesting of the assets and liabilities ofthe
one bank in the other and has required the payment by
the banks ofan equivalent amount in lieu of the state
taxes, duties and charges associated with the transfers.

On this occasion the merger is being effected under the
legal doctrine of universal succession on the basis of a
regulation made pursuant to the New South Wales Bank
Mergers Act 1996. This method of effecting a merger is
possible when one bank is being absorbed in its entirety
by another bank and both banks are incorporated in the
same state. Victoria, and all other jurisdictions where
the St George Bank and the Advance Bank have a
presence, have been requested to enact complementary
legislation.
Essentially, the New South Wales regulation provides
that on a nominated succession day, the St George
Bank becomes the successor in law of, and the same
legal entity as, the Advance Bank, which is
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simultaneously liquidated and dissolved. In the end, this
has the same effect as ifthe merger were being
undertaken by statutory vesting, with all the assets and
liabilities of the Advance Bank becoming vested in the
St George Bank and all the legal rights and obligations
of the Advance Bank devolving onto the St George
Bank. The result is that all contracts and other
instruments entered into by or made with the Advance
Bank become on the succession day binding on the
St George Bank as if the St George Bank had entered
into them or made them.
Although Victorian legislation is not strictly required to
effect the bank merger the St George Bank has
requested the assistance of the Victorian government to
enact supporting legislation so that should the bank
become involved in litigation in Victorian courts, it will
be able to rely on Victorian legislation rather than a
New South Wales regulation.
Although no assets and liabilities are actually being
transferred under the doctrine of universal succession
the St George Bank has undertaken to pay an
equivalent amount in lieu of all state taxes, charges and
duties that would be payable if the transfer of assets and
liabilities fonned an integral part of the merger. The
government considers this reasonable. The acquisition
of the Advance Bank by the St George Bank involves
two banks in the private sector, and the legislation is, in
fact, being enacted at the request of the St George
Bank. It is therefore appropriate that all state taxes,
duties and charges associated with the merger should be
paid in full. However, rather than calculate duty
through the cumbersome process of an asset -by-asset
and document-by-document transfer, it is considered
that the most expedient way of settling the outstanding
stamp duty liability and other charges is by requiring
the parties to pay an equivalent amount in lieu of stamp
duty and other charges. This is provided for in clause 6
of the bill.
I commend this bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr BRACKS
(Williamstown).
Debate adjourned untO Thursday, 23 April.

GAS PIPELINES ACCESS (VICTORIA)
BILL
Second reading
Dr NAPTJII:l'-~ (Minister for Youth and
Community Services)- I move:
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That this bill be now read a second time.

The bill effectively implements Victoria's commitment
to the introduction of a unifonn national framework for
access to natural gas pipelines.

In February 1994, the Council of Australian
Governments (hereafter referred to as COAG) agreed to
enhance competition in the natural gas sector by
committing to the development of free and fair trade in
natural gas. One objective was to encourage the
development of a national competitive natural gas
market by establishing a unifonn national regulatory
framework for third-party access to natural gas
pipelines and for facilitating the interconnection of
pipeline systems.
Development of that national regulatory framework
commenced under the auspices ofCOAG in 1996 and
was finalised last year when all states and territories and
the conunonwealth signed the Natural Gas Pipelines
Access Agreement (the agreement).
This agreement records the parties' approval of the
principal regulatory instruments to regulate access to
natural gas pipelines, being the national third-party
access code (the code) and the national gas pipelines
access legislation, and their agreement to implement
these instruments through unifonn national legislation.
The code applies the principles agreed by COAG for
unifonnly regulating third-party access to natural gas
transmission and distribution pipelines throughout
Australia. The core principles of the code are:
third parties should be able to negotiate access to
pipeline haulage services on fair and reasonable
commercial terms and conditions;
to facilitate negotiations and to redress the imbalance
in negotiating power between pipeline operators and
seekers of pipeline access, the proposed tariffs for a
number of standard services from the pipeline
operator should be approved by a regulator
according to pricing principles detailed in the code;
and
these approved tariffs will be applied to resolve any
disp.ltes about access that may arise.
The cooe is to be given legal effect by a unifonn
national gas pipelines access law (the law). The law and
the core are set out in schedules to the lead gas access
legislation of South Australia which was passed by the
South Australian Parliament in December last year. The
COAG jurisdictions are now to apply the South
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Australian law by means of application legislation. This
bill has that purpose for Victoria.

estate of the late George Adams to engage in these
three areas of gaming activity.

The application of the national code is a core element of
the Victorian reform model for gas. It will promote the
development of the competitive market that the
government has established for gas. It will also
encourage the development of a national integrated
market in gas. All customers will see the benefits as
increased competition leads to lower prices and higher
service standards.

Tattersalls has now advised the government that the
current trust structure, which was set up pursuant to a
will drawn up in the 19th century, is impeding the
organisation's growth strategy. In these circumstances
Tattersalls has infonned the government that it
proposes to corporatise its operations. Tattersalls
proposes to establish three separate businesses for its
lottery, gaming machine and club keno operations.
Each business will be a wholly owned subsidiary of the
estate with the current trustees of the estate also being
the directors and shareholders of the three companies.
All gaming activity will take place and all taxes, duties
and licence fees will be paid as at present. In short,
from the perspective of the government and players
there should be no difference between the existing and
the proposed structures.

The bill includes a provision to the effect that clause 22
is intended to vary section 85 of the Constitution Act
1975. This clause relates to a limitation included in the
bill on persons who may bring proceedings in respect of
matters arising under the gas pipelines access law. The
lead legislation of South Australia, which is applied by
the bill, contains detailed provisions concerning the
enforcement of the law. Certain enforcement rights are
given exclusively to the relevant regulatory authorities
while other specific enforcement rights are given to any
person who is affected by a breach of the law. In order
to ensure that these limitations relating to enforcement
are effective in Victoria and accordingly apply
uniformly across all jurisdictions it is necessary to
expressly recognise the intention to vary the jurisdiction
of the Supreme Court as set out in section 85 of the
Constitution Act.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LONEY (Geelong
~ortb).

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 April.

GAMING ACTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The government has licensed a private sector body,
Tattersall Sweep Consultation (Tattersalls), to conduct
lotteries in Victoria and to operate gaming machines
and club keno. Lotteries are conducted pursuant to the
Tattersall Consultations Act 1958, gaming machines
pursuant to the Gaming Machine Control Act 1991 and
club keno pursuant to the Club Keno Act 1993.
Tattersalls is the trading name of a private trust entitled
the estate of the late George Adams. The above three
acts grant licences and/or authority to the trustees of the

The Tattersalls proposals cannot be achieved under the
present legislation, which grants the various gaming
licences to the trustees of the will of the late George
Adams. Essentially, the legislative changes that will be
required to facilitate the corporatisation of Tattersalls
are that where the trustees of the estate of the late
George Adams are stated to be the licensees (in the case
of lotteries and gaming machines) or are authorised to
undertake an activity (in the case of club keno) this
should be extended to include the trustees of the estate
of the late George Adams or any entity wholly owned
or controlled by the trustees and authorised by those
trustees to act in their place. Amendments will be
required to the Tattersall Consultations Act 1958, the
Gaming Machine Control Act 1991 and the Club Keno
Act 1993.
The government takes the view that, as a private sector
organisation, it is for Tattersalls to decide how it should
structure its business activities on the basis of
commercial considerations. It would be inappropriate
for the government to prescribe to Tattersalls the
corporate structure that it should adopt. Nor should the
legislation that governs Tattersalls hinder it in adopting
the most suitable corporate structure necessary for the
efficient operation of its business. The government's
sole concern should be the protection of players and of
the state's revenue base but, as noted, these aspects will
be unaffected by the proposed corporatisation of
Tattersalls. The bill provides that where the trustees
establish a subsidiary company the officers of that
subsidiary company must satisfy the probity standards
required of other gambling operators in Victoria.
The Clerks of the Parliament have been requested to
determine whether this is a private bill. To the extent
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that the Clerks decide in the affirmative, Tattersalls has
given an undertaking to pay all fees and charges
associated wlth the passage of the bill through the
Parliament.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr HULLS (Niddrie).
Debate adjourned until 23 April.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.

ABSENCE OF MINISTERS
The SPEAKER - Order! Before calling questions
without notice, I advise the house that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services and the Minister for
Housing and Minister responsible for Aboriginal
Affairs are away on government business. Questions
for the Minister for Police and Emergency Services will
be answered by the Deputy Premier; questions for the
Minister for Housing will be answered by the Premier;
and questions for the Minister for Sport and Minister
for Rural DeYelopment, who is away due to ill health,
will be answered by the Minister for Education.
Mr Haermeyer - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
I seek guidance from the Chair.
Government members interjecting.

Mr Haenneyer - I refer to the admission by the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services and
Minister for Corrections in the Herald Sun this morning
that he misled the house on Tuesday. Since that
statement was made two days have elapsed during
which the minister has had the opportunity to make a
personal explanation to the house to correct the record.
The minister has a duty to correct the record at the fIrst
available opportunity. The minister is not here - he is
hiding from the Parliament!
Government members intetjecting.

Mr Haermeyer- I ask you, Mr Speaker, whether
the Chair has any power to direct the minister-The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
may not accuse the minister of misleading the house by
a point of order. He may do so by substantive motion if
he wishes. I advise the house and the honourable
member that it is the option of any member of the house
to make a personal explanation if the honourable
member or minister feels inclined to do so at any time
between proceedings of the house.
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Mr Brumby - On the point of order, Mr Speaker,
there is a serious-The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr Brumby - There is a point of order,
Mr Speaker.

The SPEAKER - Order! Do you have a further
point of order? There is no point of order.
Mr Brumby - On a separate point of order,
Mr Speaker, the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services is reported in the Herald Sun this morning as
having said that he misled the Parliament. There is
a--

Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr Brumby - Will you listen? You might learn
something if you were not so arrogant!
Mr Speaker, you and previous Speakers have ruled in
this house that if a minister of the Crown misleads the
Parliament an explanation shall be made at the fIrst
available opportunity. There is a legitimate point of
order about the absence of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and the fact that he is - The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is simply raising the same point of order
and calling attention to the absence of the minister
which has just been announced. As I said to the house,
it is an option for any member to make a personal
explanation if that member chooses to do so.

Mr Brumby - If he misleads the house he is
covered; is that your ruling?
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition should know that ifhe wishes to raise a
matter of privilege with the house he has to raise it in
writing with the Speaker who will judge whether there
is a prima facie case; if there is the matter can proceed.
It has to be a maner of substance and not be raised by a
point of order.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ports: Webb Dock dispute
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - My
question without notice is to the Treasurer who is here
today - unlike the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, who squibbed it!
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The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable member
for Ripon and the honourable member for Mordialloc.

Port Philip Prison: Mr Tony Holland

Mr BRUMBY - I refer the Treasurer to the fact
that Patrick stevedores has been desperate to build a
war chest for its union-busting activities and to the fact
that legal action taken against the state of Victoria by
Patrick to prevent a competitor, OOCL, from entering
the port of Melbourne was settled by the Victorian
government out of court on 26 February this year. Will
the Treasurer guarantee that no state government
moneys or assets were either paid or transferred to
Patrick to settle that litigation, and will the Treasurer
provide full details of the government's secret deal and
settlement with Patrick stevedores?

Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - I refer the
Premier to the order signed by the Minister for
Corrections on 7 April 1998 revoking the appointment
ofMr Tony Holland as an official prison visitor, and to
the fact that the document makes clear that Mr Tony
Holland was appointed in the name of Mr Tony
Holland on 5 December 1997 and makes no reference
to Mr Holland's alleged use of a false name as a basis
for his dismissal, proving conclusively that the
minister's answer at question time on Tuesday, 7 April,
was knowingly misleading. Will the Premier now take
the appropriate action under the Westminster system
and sack the minister?

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - The Minister for
Police and Emergency Services may not be present in
the chamber, but we have another demonstration of the
fact that there is an empty suit on that side of the table.
And it is not just the suit that appears to be empty! The
suggestion by the Leader of the Opposition is patently
ludicrous. There has been no transfer of state funds to
Patrick, and he can take my word on that.
Honourable members intetjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I will not proceed with
questions until the house comes to order.

Royal Mint building
Mr FIN1\" (Tullamarine) - Will the Minister for
Planning and Local Government inform the house of
the government's plans for the Royal Mint building?

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - The Royal Mint building in
William Street is in the heart of the legal precinct. It has
recently been used for civil weddings and temporary
court accommodation and is partly tenanted by the
Royal Historical Society. In view of the run down
condition of the building and the need for proper repairs
to be made to it, with the agreement of the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management a committee of
management has been appointed under the act for the
purpose of collecting what revenue can be collected to
completely restore the building and provide disability
access to the upper floors. Disability access is no longer
available following the removal of a passenger lift. The
lift should be replaced. The building will be put back in
order to make it available for tenancy and hopefully for
revenue collection, and to ensure it is kept as a heritage
building for many years to come.

The SPEAKER - Order! The last part of the
honourable member's question is disallowed. The
honourable member cannot make imputations against
another member of this place. If the honourable
member for Pascoe Vale wants to argue about that she
should look at May.
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I would like to give a
long and detailed answer, but under the circumstances I
suggest that when the Minister for Corrections returns
from government business the honourable member
should ask him the next day the house sits.

Met Bus: sale
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham)- Will the
Minister for Transport advise the house of the progress
of the sale of Met Bus?
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - I am
pleased to advise the house that as from 13 April,
Easter Monday, Met Bus will be officially taken over
by a private bus operator, Melbourne Bus Link, a
consortium of the current owner-operators of the East
West, Dyson and Reservoir bus companies, which
operate under existing contracts with the Department of
Infrastructure. The contract with MBL represents a
20 per cent saving in the current annual operating cost
of Met Bus and will lead to improved services. MBL
will take over Met Bus depots at Footscray and
Sandringham and the 86 buses involved. Later this year
MBL will introduce low-floor buses into its operations.
Existing route services to Altona, Sunshine, Deer Park,
Yarraville, the city, Brighton Beach, Garden Vale,
Southland and Sandringham will operate as per existing
timetables with a view to implementing service
improvements on an ongoing basis.

MBL will be able to provide service links north, south
and east, including to and through the city, through its
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existing route bus services operated by the consortium.
The transfer of the remaining bus services in
government ownership to a private operator will result
in great improvements to bus services, especially in the
western metropolitan region, similar to those achieved
by the National Bus Company in Melbourne's east. The
sale of Met Bus complements the reforms to
metropolitan route bus services, which means that the
income of operators is dependent on the number of
passengers carried, not kilometres travelled. It is a
further indication that the government's reform agenda
is continuing in the best interests of public transport
patrons.

Unemployment: statistics
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I refer the
Treasurer to today's disastrous unemployment figures
that show a leap in unemployment from 8 per cent to
8.7 per cent, including a massive increase in youth
unemployment, and to the December 1997 quarterly
figures which showed Victoria had zero levels of
growth coupled with negative levels of private new
capital expenditure - the worst results of any
Australian state. In the light of these figures, will the
Treasurer now admit that the 1998-99 budget gross
state product forecast of 3.25 per cent is wrong and will
have to be revised downwards in this year's budget?
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - Nobody, of
course, would want to see an increase in the reported
unemployment rate, but I draw attention to the point the
government has made repeatedly, that the
month-by-month numbers are extremely volatile.
Several months of strong movement downwards in the
unemployment rate are almost invariably followed by a
month where the unemployment rate increases,
allowing the Labor Party to talk down Victoria again.
The important point is that employment rose by 0.3 per
cent, which means that 5400 new jobs were created .It
is the ninth consecutive month of record high levels of
employment. It means that 2.13 million Victorians are
employed, the highest level of employment in the
state's history.

The great Labor Party, that spent 10 years driving
Victoria into the ground, now tries to leap on any
element of statistics that favours its gloomy view of
Victoria's history. In the last month Victoria's
participation rate increased from 63.1 per cent to
63.7 per cent more than-Mr Brumby inteIjected.

Mr STOCKDALE - The Leader of the
Opposition was silent when I was acknowledging the
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unemployment rate had increased, but as soon as I
come to the explanation of why it went up he starts to
shout me down and interrupts my speech. The Leader
of the Opposition screams abuse across the chamber.
and the people of Victoria ought to know that he cannot
take it.

The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Treasurer to
address the Chair.
Mr Bracks - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, the
Treasurer is clearly debating the question. The question
related to whether the growth forecast would be
reduced now - and the Treasurer has not answered
that question.
The SPEAKER - Order! It is not an opportunity to
repeat the question on a point of order. I have judged
the Treasurer has been answering the question. He may
not be giving the answer that is particularly palatable to
the opposition but he is not irrelevant to the question.
Mr STOCKDALE - The point of mentioning the
participation rate, as the Leader of the Opposition
demonstrates by his inteIjection, is that he is well
aware - and presumably the honourable member for
Williarnstown is well aware - that the increase in the
participation rate more than explains the reported
increase in the unemployment rate this month. What is
the significance of an increase in the participation rate?
People have more confidence to go out and Look for
jobs because the state economy is perfonning well. The
national economy is performing quite well and the
Victorian economy is outperforming the rest of
Australia. On a per capita basis Victoria has the highest
rate of growth in Australia. Even against the
background of the economic turmoil in Asia people
have the confidence to spend in Victoria, and people
have the confidence to go and look for jobs. I am
extremely proud of the performance of this
government, and the people of Victoria are proud of
this government, too. That is why they re-elected us in
1996 and that is why they have no confidence at all in
him!

Tertiary education and training:
apprenticeships
Mrs PEULICH (Bendeigh)- Will the Minister for
Tertiary Education and Training inform the house of
the number of people taking up new apprenticeships in
Victoria and what the figures indicate about the success
of those apprenticeships in meeting the needs of
employers, apprentices and trainees?
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Mr HONEYWOOD (Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training) - Given the previous
question answered so well by the Treasurer I
congratulate the honourable member on the exquisite
timing of her question. I am delighted to inform the
house that apprenticeship numbers are up - as anyone
would expect under this government. As at the end of
March the total number of apprentices and trainees
currently undertaking training in Victoria was 51 536.
That represents an increase of 11 per cent over last
year's figures. And it gets better! Commencements and
first-year trainees and apprenticeships in the 1997-98
financial year represent a 17 per cent increase over the
last financial year; that figure comprises 181 44
individuals.

The house will recall that under the previous Labor
government there was no incentive for an employer to
take on a young person because the employer was
locked into red tape; the employer was locked in to a
four-year very narrow-minded trade-based
apprenticeship model. There was no flexibility to be
able to give a young person a variety of skills across a
broad range of industry requirements; there was no
provision for an employer to tailor-make an
apprenticeship program to suit the individual enterprise
needs; there was no provision to recognise the
achievement levels of the young apprentice beyond the
first or second-year pay scales.
Under the new apprenticeship model young people in
Victoria now receive a nationally recognised
qualification which provides them with a job passport
to any state or territory in Australia. When I became
minister two years ago, if a person was trained to cut
hair in Victoria and then moved to Queensland he or
she would have to go back to TAFE in many cases to
be able to practise as a hairdresser. We now have
nationally recognised qualifications.

Ms Gillett inteIjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! Will the honourable
member for Werribee stop squawking or inteIjecting
across the chamber. She is looking for an early Easter
break.

Ms Gillett - Don't be rude.
The SPEAKER - Order! Cease inteIjecting! Can I
make it clearer?
Mr HONEYWOOD - Perhaps the honourable
member is not satisfied with the hairdressing skills she
has had experience of in the past! Notwithstanding that,
we now have a situation--
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Mr Bracks inteIjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! Just listen to the answer!
Mr HONEYWOOD - Notwithstanding that, we
now have an apprenticeship model that is responsive to
industry needs. That is why apprenticeship numbers are
up, and that is exactly why employment will
continue--

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Will the honourable
member for Werribee cease inteIjecting! I do not want
to have to warn her again.

Mr Brumby - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I
believe you used an expression in relation to the
honourable member for Werribee when you told her to
'stop squawking' - Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I withdraw that
suggestion to the honourable member for Werribee; it is
not appropriate for the Chair - -

Ms Gillett - No, it is not!
The SPEAKER - Order! Just accept it. I apologise
to the honourable member for Werribee but I would ask
her now to behave herself as she would be expected to
and cease inteIjecting.
Mr HONEYWOOD - It is not surprising the
opposition would resent any good news the government
puts forward because when you provide training that
employers want and when you provide jobs on the
increase for young people, employment will increase as
a result.

Unemployment: statistics
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I refer
the Premier to today's unemployment figures which
show a dramatic increase in Victoria's unemployment
rate from 8 per cent to 8.7 per cent, a huge increase in
the number of people who are unemployed in this
state - by a massive 17 500. I also refer the Premier to
the enormous increase in the level of youth
unemployment to 37 per cent. In those circumstances
how can the Premier possibly justify his enthusiastic
support-Mr Perton inteIjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the honourable
member for Doncaster to cease inteIjecting. I distinctly
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heard him say to the Leader of the Opposition 'you
praM} '. I ask the honourable member to withdraw that
remark and to cease interjecting.
Mr PertoD - In deference to your ruling,
Mr Speaker, I withdraw the comment.
Mr BRUMBY - In terms of those tragic
unemployment figures today, how can the Premier
possibly justify his enthusiastic support for the sacking
of a further 500 workers at the Melbourne docks. With
unemployment at 8.7 per cent, Premier, why do you
want to add 500 more jobs to the list along with the
thousands more that will come from this action?

Mr KENNETT (Premier) - The hypocrisy of the
Leader of the Opposition knows no bounds at all. It is
only a few short years ago under the Labor Party
administration that the unemployment rate in Victoria
was 12.5 per cent.
Mr Brumby -

On a point of order, Mr Speaker,

the Premier-Government members interjecting.

Mr Brumby - The Premier used an expression
which was clearly unparliamentary. I ask you to ask
him to withdraw it.
Mr KENNETT - What was the expression?
The SPEAKER - Order! The rule in the past has
been that it is unparliamentary for a member to refer to
another member as a hypocrite, but if a member refers
to the hypocrisy of another member it is not. Frankly, I
believe that is a double standard. In terms of
parliamentary language I believe it is a word that is
better not used in debate. I ask the Premier to find a
different set of words to describe the Leader of the
Opposition in this case.
Mr KENNETT - Mr Speaker, I withdraw the
comment that so upset the Leader of the Opposition,
when I think I said he was highly hypocritical. In
deference to your ruling, Mr Speaker, let me think of
other words. 'Inconsistent' is one that comes to mind,
as well as 'double standards', 'erratic',
'two-faced' - -

The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier has made
his point.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr KENNETT - We are saying the Leader of the
Opposition has no standards at all! In 1992, when the
good people of this state threw the Labor Party out of
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government and voted me and my colleagues in, the
unemployment rate was 12.6 per cent. Even with the
change in the rate today, we are 4 per cent below the
best Labor could ever do.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! I will not warn the
honourable member for Werribee again. If she
interjects I will name her forthwith.
Mr KENNETT - As my colleague and friend the
Treasurer and Minister for Multimedia has said, it is
clear from the figures released today that Victoria has
the highest level of employment it has ever had in its
history. Of course, the poor Labor Party, wrac ked as it
is with preselection tensions and the difficulties that
follow from them, continues-Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the honourable
member for Bennetswood to cease interjecting.

Mr KENNETT - Labor continues to try to talk
dOM} the state economy. The thrust of the question
related to what was happening on the wharves and
whether jobs would be lost there. Every individual
working on wharves around Australia has had the
opportunity to be competitive, to lift productivity and in
so doing to create extra jobs for Australians, thus
producing more goods to be exported and allowing the
importing of more goods. After years of opportunity.
they have failed to rise to the challenge. In fact, they
have done the opposite: they have buried their heads in
the sand following the bad leadership provided by the
union movement.
You will never get growth unless you are prepared to
position yourself as the leading proponent of whatever
profession or discipline you happen to be a member of.
Until Australia has wharves that can throughput cargo
as quickly as, if not more quickly than, any other port,
neither the port of Melbourne nor the port of Fremantle
nor any other port in the country will grow. Most
people understand that the time has come for
Australians to recognise that there is no point in being
second best at anything. We have to be prepared to lead
and to commit ourselves to the future. Ultimately, that
is the reason the dispute at the wharves has taken place.
I hope the dispute will be settled shortly and that we can
go about our business.
I understand the Trades Hall Council has today decided
to hold a day of protest in May - not a day of protest
tomorrow when the dispute is taking place but a day of
protest in May. when it will supposedly close down the
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state for 24 hours. That will oruy create more
unemployment. In all of this the Leader ofthe
Opposition, for whom there is no respect among the
trade union leadership, has been a follower. He has
never been a leader when it comes to putting up
policies or setting standards in the house or in the
community at large. Uruess the Labor Party decides that
our future lies ahead of us rather than in the past, it will
be condemned to the opposition benches for many
years to come.

Best Wool 2010 program
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) - I ask the Minister for
Agriculture and Resources to advise the house of
initiatives contained in the Best Wool 20 I0 program
aimed at increasing the productivity and profitability of
Victoria's wool industry.
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) - The government was concerned about
the low levels of profitability in the grazing industry,
particularly for wool producers. As a result, I
commissioned a review team headed by John Watson
which representatives from the Victorian Farmers
Federation (VFF) were part of. The review team
produced a document headed 'Pathways to
profitability', which identified more than 30 issues that
could be addressed from a state government
perspective. All its recommendations have been
accepted by the government.
As a result, the government will introduce the Best

Wool 2010 program, which is about improving on-farm
productivity. Successful programs have been
introduced in the grain and dairying industries. The
Target la program in the dairying industry, which the
honourable member will be well aware of, has
produced some outstanding results. There has been an
increase of something like 50 per cent in milk
production over the past six years. The value of the
dairy products exported from Victoria is now some
$1.5 billion, or 40 per cent of the value of the state's
rural exports.
The government has continued to address problem
areas in agriculture - un1ike the former Labor
government, which ignored them during its decade in
office. Programs involving the grain area, such as the
Top Crop initiative, have been equally successful in
encouraging farmers to diversify into a range of crop
options. In doing so they have moved away from
traditional cereals to pulse crops an~ oil seeds. Again,
that has been highly productive.
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The Top Crop program is run in conjunction with the
Victorian Farmers Federation and the International
Wool Secretariat. It also builds on the initiative the
Premier recently announced involving the Natural
Fibres Institute at Geelong. For the first time in its
history - and, in fact, in Australia's history - the state
will have a processing facility whereby woolgrowers
will be able to see their product through to the fmished
cloth stage and then market it in niche markets around
the world. The program is extensive. It sets an
ambitious target of increasing wool productivity by
3 per cent per annum, and we believe we can get good
results from that. It covers all aspects of fann
businesses, including risk management, marketing to
marketing reform, selling options and other key
elements in farm productivity.
The government's approach has been overwhelmingly
endorsed by the farmers of the state. A range of
information nights will be run at 20 locations across
regional Victoria, with more specific on-fann extension
services following that. I hope the opposition,
particularly the Leader of the Opposition, who is also
the shadow agriculture spokesman - although we do
not hear a lot from him on agricultural matters - will
endorse the program.

VICfORIAN PLANTATIONS
CORPORATION (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) -

I move:

That this bill be now read a second time.

The Victorian Plantations Corporation (Amendment)
Bill will allow for the sale of the assets and all
associated business interests of the Victorian
Plantations Corporation. The bill and the resulting sale
will facilitate the government's vision for the Victorian
timber industry, namely the development of an
internationally competitive and efficient timber
plantation industry. The reform and privatisation of the
corporation is a key plank in rreeing up the supply side
of the softwood market and is a critical initiative in
promoting the efficient operation of the industry. Over
time the reform is expected to result in significant
growth opportunities in regional Victoria. It will also
facilitate the government's objective of trebling
plantations by the year 2020 as the business will no
longer be constrained by government ownership.
The sale process will allow bids for the whole of the
Victorian Plantations Corporation or any of the three
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regional parts located in Gippsland, the north east and
the western regions of Victoria.
Specifically, the bill provides for amendments to the
Victorian Plantations Corporation Act 1993 in the
following three key areas:
Firstly, amendments which relate to the land
currently vested in the VPC, including accurate
dimensioning of all such land via certified plans
prepared by the Surveyor-General; the closure of
certain road alignments on vested land which are
either no longer required for plantation operations or
are incorrectly marked on legal plans; and the
vesting or divesting of relatively small corridors of
land, consequential upon the accurate determination
of plantation boundaries.
It is noteworthy that the survey of the VPC's
plantations over the past two years has been the
largest single survey project undertaken in Victoria
since the surveys carried out at the turn of the
century. We now have for the first time a definitive
description of all of the corporation's plantations.
A comprehensive assessment of all land vested in
the corporation, including roads and recreational
sites, has been undertaken in conjunction with the
Department of Natural Resources and the
Environment to detennine their appropriate future
treatment. Many of the roads currently vested in the
corporation will be divested back to the Crown and
declared as public roads, thereby ensuring continued
public access. Similarly a small number of
recreational sites which were vested in the VPC will
revert to the Department of Natural Resources and
Environment and will be managed by an appropriate
authority.
Secondly, the bill includes amendments which allow
the VPC to grant in perpetuity a plantation licence or
licences over its vested land and to provide for the
assignment of those licences to third parties, either in
whole or in part. A plantation licence register will be
established to record the licences as well as any
interests in the licences.
Thirdly, the bill provides the machinery to effect the
sale of the corporation, including provisions to
allocate to a new owner or owners the assets and the
undertaking of the corporation as well as allowing
for the transfer of VPC staff. The new owner( s) will
also be required to honour the obligations of existing
timber supply contracts.

In relation to a granting of a plantation licence (or
licences), the government will limit the plantation
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licence so that the licensee can only use the land for
plantations purposes, thereby facilitating the continued
development of the plantation industry in Victoria.
There will be two mechanisms by which a plantation
licence may be cancelled. The first is by voluntary
surrender - should the licensee no longer wish to
operate a plantation on licensed land it may request the
issuing authority, with the approval of the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management, to cancel the
licence. The minister will be empowered to require
such land to be returned in an environmentally fit state
before granting the approval.
The second mechanism by which a plantation licence
may be cancelled is where unauthorised use of the land
occurs. Where a licensee uses the land for purposes
other than plantation operations, the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management can request the
Governor in Council to cancel the licence with no
compensation payable to the licensee.
While the licensee(s) will have strong commercial
incentives to manage the estate in an environmentally
fit manner, it will also be bound by the code of forest
practices under the planning schemes administered
under the provisions of the Planning and Environment
Act 1987. This code applies equally to public and
private plantation operators and it is noted that the
corporation has been subject to the code since its
formation.
In addition, and to ensure that the licensee(s) is/are on

the same commercial footing as private plantation
owners, the bill provides that licensee(s) will be subject
to municipal rates and to the Land Tax Act (although
actual plantation land will be exempt from land tax
under existing primary production exemptions).
The licensee(s) will be bound by the industry brigade
amendments to the Country Fire Authority Act which
were introduced in 1997. Under these amendments all
private plantation operators are required to form
industry brigades under the control of the CF A where
the fire risk is high.
These industry brigades will be formed, staffed and
equipped by the owner or occupier of the land
(including the new owners of the VPC business) and
will provide a first strike capability which should
reduce the risk of escalation of fire. These arrangements
will ensure a coordinated and efficient response to fire
threats.
Finally, the bill contains a number of necessary
consequential amendments to other acts and regulations
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including the Conservation, Forests and Land Act 1958
and the Forests Act 1958.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms GARBUTI
(Bundoora).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 April.

PRINTERS AND NEWSPAPERS (REPEAL)
BILL
Second reading
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undertaking. This undertaking may be relied upon in
the event that a fine or penalty is imposed for printing a
seditious or blasphemous libel. These requirements are
of little effect today and impose an unnecessary burden
on relevant businesses.

In line with the government's commitment to abolish
urmecessary business regulations, this bill repeals these
registration and associated requirements. This is
supported by various professional organisations and
defamation experts who have been consulted, and is
consistent with the approach taken interstate when
similar acts have been reviewed in relatively recent
times.

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:

Identification requirements

That this bill be now read a second time.

In addition to the registration requirements, the act
requires printers, and newspaper publishers, to identify
their name and address on publications which are
distributed, sold or displayed to the public. The printer
is then required to retain the document for a period of
time and to record on a copy the name of the person
who engaged them to do the printing. Such
requirements ensure that those persons responsible for
producing documents which are distributed to the
public can be traced.

The bill repeals the Printers and Newspapers Act 1958
and re-enacts an amended version of the identification
requirements in the Wrongs Act 1958.
The Printers and Newspapers Act can be traced back to
times when printing and publishing documents was a
very different business to that which it is today.
Modelled on English laws of the late 18th and early
19th centuries, this act largely reflects its predecessor,
the Printers and Newspapers Registration Statute of
1864.
The aim of the act was to ensure that those who printed
or distributed seditious or blasphemous libels could be
identified and penalised, while also enabling parties in
civil actions to identify the printer and publisher of
printed material.

To promote accountability by those who produce
documents for sale, distribution or display to the public,
this bill re-enacts an amended version of this
identification requirement. Most organisations and
defamation experts who have been consulted support
the re-enactment of such a requirement as they agree
that anonymous publication is not desirable.

The time for such registration requirements is now long
gone. In particular the advent of electronic forms of
word processing and copying means that the
requirement for registration of printing presses is of
little effect as most machines used to print documents
today would not be considered as printing presses or
types for printing and hence are not required to comply
with the registration requirement.

This bill shifts the responsibility for identification from
the printer to the publisher, as it is the publisher who
has the control over the contents of the document. The
requirement relates to all documents which are
produced for public distribution, sale or display except
those which are representations of works of art. To
avoid inadvertent non~ompliance, however, the
requirement is minimal. Those who produce such
documents must simply ensure that there is sufficient
information to enable the publisher to be traced. The
name and address of the publisher will of course be
sufficient to comply and I hope that this would continue
to be the usual information supplied. Less information
than this will also comply if it enables the publisher to
be traced.

For those who print or publish a newspaper the act
requires that in addition to registering with the
Registrar-General they must appear before a magistrate
or judge with two sureties and enter into a $600

This bill removes an archaic piece oflegislation from
the statute books and enacts a requirement which will
promote accountable behaviour by those who publish
documents to the public. The requirement is not

To achieve these aims the act prescribes a number of
matters including requiring persons who own printing
presses and publishers and printers of newspapers to
register their details with the Registrar-General.
Registration requirements

CLASSIFICATION (pUBLICATIONS, FILMS AND COMPUTER GAMES) (ENFORCEMENT) (AMENDMENT) BILL
970

ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 9 April 1998

onerous and will ensure that those who are interested in
a publication can identify its source without difficulty.

The bill provides that a commercial quantity will be
constituted by 50 items.

I commend the bill to the house.

These new offences will enable the most serious
existing offences in the act to be effectively enforced
where offences are occurring on a commercial scale.
The penalties which attach to the new offences reflect
the seriousness with which the government views
commercial dealings in illegal films, publications and
computer games. Selling a commercial quantity of
films which have been refused classification will be
punishable by a maximum of 10 years imprisonment
and a corporation may be fined up to $600 000.

Debate adjourned on motion ofMr HULLS (Niddrie).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 April.

CLASSIFICATION (PUBLICATIONS,
FILMS AND COMPUTER GAMES)
(ENFORCEMENT) (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Victoria participates in a national classification scheme
for the classification of films, publications and
computer games. Under this scheme, the participating
states and territories adopt the classification decisions
of the classification board established by the
Commonwealth Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) Act 1995 (the commonwealth act).
The commonwealth act sets out the types of
classification for publications, films and computer
games. There are a number of classification ratings
under the national scheme. Items which are classified as
X or Refused Classification are banned in all states.

The bill also provides for more effective forfeiture
procedures which will enable materials seized at the
same time and from the same premises as a commercial
quantity of illegal materials, to be forfeited to the
Crown without it being necessary for every film,
publication or computer game to be classified before
forfeiture may be ordered by a court.
I commend this bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HULLS (Niddrie).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 April.

BUSINESS LICENSING AUTHORITY BILL
Second reading

The Victorian Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) (Enforcement) Act 1995 (the act)
provides for the enforcement of classification decisions
made by the classification board in respect of films,
publications and computer games. Currently, if a
publication receives a Category 1- Restricted
classification it may only be sold to persons 18 years of
age and over and it is required to be sold in sealed
wrappers. Children regularly go into shops where such
material is sold. The covers contain pictures and images
to which children ought not be exposed. It is intended
that such material be only permitted to be sold in sealed
plain opaque wrappers.

Mr Hulls - On a point of order in relation to this
legislation, Mr Acting Speaker, I have just had a very
quick look at the second-reading speech and it appears
that the speech refers to an earlier second-reading
speech on the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal Bill. I wonder whether the Attorney-General
might want to move the second reading of that bill
before she moves the second reading of this bill, or
whether that will have any effect. Should the house be
looking at the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal Bill first, because it is referred to in the
second-reading speech for this bill but has not yet been
read a second time.

The bill also creates new offences for:

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)Order! I understand the second-reading speech is
printed as a guide. It is produced by a department to
assist a minister. It is not uncommon for ministers to
depart from the printed speech and I would have
thought that if the minister wishes to vary the speech in
any way, then it is the property of the minister.

selling a commercial quantity of films classified X,
or films, publications or computer games which have
been refused classification; and
possessing or copying a commercial quantity of
films classified X, or films, publications or computer
games which have been refused classification, with
the intention of selling, exhibiting or demonstrating
the material.

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.
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This is one of three bills which I will move in due
course to be debated together; they are inextricably
intertwined. One is the bill establishing the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal; the second is this
bill, which establishes the Business Licence Authority;
and the third bill, no. 18 on the notice paper, is a
miscellaneous amendments bill which is required as a
result of these other two bills. As I said, there are two
new bodies established under these bills and this bill
deals with the Business Licensing Authority.
The Business Licensing Authority will be a statutory
body corporate of one or more members. It will carry
out licensing and registration functions in respect of
credit providers; estate agents; introduction agents;
motor car traders; prostitution service providers;
second-hand dealers and pawnbrokers, and travel
agents.
These functions are currently carried out by the Credit
Authority, the Estate Agents Licensing Authority, the
Motor Car Traders Licensing Authority, the
Prostitution Control Board, the Travel Agents
Licensing Authority and the Secretary of the
Department of Justice. The Business Licensing
Authority will replace these bodies and enable these
systems to be streamlined and made more consistent.
The bill also addresses a number of inconsistencies in
the current licensing arrangements. Provisions in
relation to timing of returns of annual statements,
endorsement of licences, surrender and return of
cancelled licences and standard disciplinary remedies
which are essential elements of a licensing system have
been addressed.
Each of the occupations or business categories I have
mentioned here is currently regulated under individual
acts. This will continue, with the addition of the
Business Licensing Act covering the establishment of
the authority. The relevant acts presently set up a
variety of bodies and types of licensing systems
appropriate to each occupation or business category.
The establishment of one single licensing authority will
enable licensing processes to be streamlined while
maintaining differences, where necessary, to ensure
appropriate levels of regulation and intervention which
do not unreasonably impact on business.
The establishment of the authority will:
reduce costs and time to applicants and government
by streamlining initial licensing processes;
provide for a generally consistent set of procedures
applicable to licensing applications;
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clarify statutory discretions;
allow for consolidation of resources currently spread
over a disparate range of bodies; and
provide increased unifonnity resulting in increased
administrative efficiency.
More specifically, costs to businesses will be reduced
through the expansion of a perpetual licensing system
rather than a system of annual renewals. Once a licence
or registration is obtained, businesses or traders will in
most cases pay annual fees and provide annual
statements. This provides greater certainty for
businesses that would otherwise have to seek a renewal
of licence at regular intervals.
The Business Licensing Authority will be an
administrative body that will detennine applications
based on written submissions from applicants rather
than through the use of hearings. Full inquiries and
opportunities to make submissions on relevant issues
arising from an application will be provided by the
Business Licensing Authority before a decision is
made. Further, in the event that an applicant is
dissatisfied by a decision, full and appropriate review
mechanisms are available. These procedures will
reduce costs and prevent unnecessary disruption to
business operations.
Where parties are aggrieved by decisions made by the
Business Licensing Authority, a full review oflicensing
decisions can be carried out by the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal. This will ensure consistency
of decision making by the authority. It will also ensure
that applicants have the opportunity to make further
representations about their suitability to operate in these
areas.
Appropriate regulation of these industries will also be
maintained. Disciplinary functions of the bodies I have
mentioned, such as an inquiry as to whether a trader is
in breach of his or her licence, will now be heard by the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. The
Office of Fair Trading and Business Affairs and the
police, and in some instances other bodies, will have
the role of bringing these disciplinary proceedings
before VCA T. These proceedings will ensure
businesses and traders maintain appropriate standards
and comply with the legislation regulating them.
Industry, police and consumer representatives currently
included on licensing and disciplinary bodies will be
transferred to the tribunal, so valuable input from those
areas will be maintained.

VICTORIAN CIVIL AND ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBVN AL BILL
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Motor car traders and competition policy review
A competition policy review ofthe Motor Car Traders
Act 1986 has recently been completed. The overall
conclusion of the review was that the act had negligible
impact on competitive rivalry. However, it was
considered that its regulatory objectives could be
achieved with more transparent regulation regarding
certain licensing criteria and rights to claim on the
Motor Car Traders Guarantee Fund. I have accepted
several recommendations arising from the review and
accordingly the BLA bill includes the necessary
amendments.
These amendments complete the implementation of this
item from the government's schedule of reviewable
legislation under National Competition Policy.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr HULLS (Niddrie).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 April.

VICTORIAN CIVIL AND
ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL BILL

streamline administrative structures and enhance the
current operations of tribunals.
The bill establishes the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal. This new tribunal will:
amalgamate a number of existing tribunals within
the Department of Justice;
create a new jurisdiction to deal with retail tenancy
matters;
administer extended monetary limits in the Small
Claims Tribunal and the Residential Tenancies
Tribunal; and
perfonn disciplinary functions currently exercised by
several licensing authorities within the Department
of Justice.
Business Licensing Authority Bill
The second bill in this package of reforms is the
Business Licensing Authority Bill. This bill establishes
the Business Licensing Authority, which will exercise
the licensing functions currently exercised by some
tribunals and other bodies.
Tribunals and Licensing Authorities (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill

Second reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) -
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I move:

That this bill be now read a second time.

In the past 20 years Victoria has seen a significant
growth in the number and variety of tribunals servicing
the community. The level of community acceptance of
these bodies is such that they are now considered to be
an integral part of the Victorian justice system. Over
this time tribunals have been established as specialist
bodies to deal with a variety of issues as particular
needs have arisen. Compared to the courts they are
intended to be relatively informal, inexpensive and
efficient. fu more recent times these have included new
bodies such as the Domestic Building Tribunal. In this
context the development of tribunals has been
piecemeal and has taken place without any real
consideration of the overall system by which Victoria
strives to administer justice.

After the release of the discussion paper entitled
Tribunals in the Department ofJustice: A Principled
Approach in October 1996 and extensive subsequent

consultation, the government now wishes to introduce a
package of refonn initiatives to improve the operation
of the tribunal system in Victoria. The Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal Bill is the central
component of the government's reform initiatives to

The final bill in this package of reforms is the Tribunals
and Licensing Authorities (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill which makes a variety of necessary
consequential amendments to legislation and provides
for transitional arrangements where these are necessary.
The latter bill will be the subject of a separate
second-reading speech.
The reform package gives effect to the government's
pre-election commitment to provide Victorians with a
modem, accessible, efficient and cost-effective civil
justice system by meeting commitments contained in
the government's policy statement A Safer Victoria. A
high priority for this government has been to provide
Victorians with access to a civil justice system which is
modem, accessible, efficient and cost-effective. The
increasing complexity and volume of cases require
continued improvements to court and tribunal processes
to ensure that the civil justice system meets community
expectations. This package of reforms will ensure that
both the public and business community, including
people living and working in rural Victoria, will benefit
from improved access to civil justice services which are
relevant, responsive and efficient. The key proposal to
amalgamate a number of tribunals within the Victorian
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Civil and Administrative Tribunal is aimed at meeting
these objectives.
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Tribunal. A new jurisdiction which will hear disputes
arising under the Retail Tenancies Reform Act will also
be created.

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
The administrative division

The establishment of the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal, to be known as VCAT, will:
improve access to justice for all Victorians including
the business community;
facilitate the use of technology (such as video
link-up and interactive tenninals), consequently
improving access to justice for Victorians living in
both metropolitan and rural areas;
complement measures to increase alternative dispute
resolution programs by providing a range of
procedures including mediation and compulsory
conferences to help parties reach agreement quickly;
streamline the administrative structures of tribunals,
thereby improving their efficiency;
develop and maintain flexible, cost-effective
practices;
introduce common procedures for all matters, yet
rctain the flexibility to recognise the needs of parties
in specialised jurisdictions; and
achieve administrative efficiencies through the
centralisation of registry functions, improvement of
information technology systems and more efficient
use of tribunal resources.

The administrative division will be comprised of lists
which will exercise the jurisdiction of the former
Administrative Appeals Tribunal as well as the
disciplinary functions currently exercised by the Credit
Authority, Estate Agents Disciplinary and Licensing
Appeals Tribunal, Motor Car Traders Licensing
Authority, the Prostitution Control Board, and the
Travel Agents Licensing Authority. It will also hear
applications for review of decisions made by the
Business Licensing Authority.
One-stop shop
VCAT will be a judicially assisted tribunal in order to
provide litigants with a 'one-stop shop'. The
president - a Supreme Court judge - and the
vice-presidents - County Court judges - will, while
full-time members of VC AT, be able to exercise the
powers of the Supreme and County courts respectively.
This will reduce delays for parties who wish to appeal
to the Supreme Court against a tribunal decision. This
will also reduce the level of interruption to business and
in turn promote greater certainty and consistency in
business arrangements. These arrangements equally
enhance hearing and dispute resolution mechanisms
involving citizens' individual rights such as those
people who may be subject to guardianship orders.

Procedures

In combination, these measures will enhance the
Victorian community's confidence in the tribunal
system.

Structure and organisation
VCAT will initially be comprised of two divisionsthe civil division which will predominantly exercise the
tribunal's original jurisdiction and the administrative
division which will predominantly exercise the
tribunal's review jurisdiction. Each division will have a
number of lists. The lists will perform the functions of
the tribunals to be encompassed within VCAT. For
example, the anti-discrimination list will perform the
functions of the current Anti-Discrimination TribunaL
771e civil division

The lists in the civil division will encompass the
Anti-Discrimination Tribunal, Domestic Building
Tribunal, Guardianship and Administration Board,
Small Claims Tribunal and the Residential Tenancies

The bill contains a range of measures that will assist
VCAT to minimise costs and resolve applications
quickly and informally. They will assist VCAT to make
the most efficient and effective use of its resources.
While many of these measures are, in varying degrees,
now in use by tribunals, common procedures and the
consistent approach to them will produce far more
beneficial results. For instance, only some jurisdictions
currently have mediation available to parties. The
VCAT bill will enable all parties to access mediation in
appropriate cases. The bill empowers VCAT with other
procedures such as pre-hearing procedures to expedite
the settlement of matters.
While YCAT will adopt some corrunon procedures in
relation to all jurisdictions, the bill ensures flexibility by
providing for a range of procedures that can be used in
relation to specialised jurisdictions, in an endeavour to
achieve a just result in the most efficient way.
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Representation

Concerns are often raised that the participation of legal
representatives in cases before tribunals results in the
proceedings becoming unnecessarily legalistic,
adversarial and can prolong and complicate mattersadding to the cost of the decision-making process.
The bill provides for parties to be represented by a
professional advocate in appropriate cases. The bill will
allow professional advocates, including legal
practitioners and also people with specialist expertise
such as town planners, to appear before the tribunal
where this is deemed appropriate. In limited
circumstances, the bill allows representation as of right.
In this way the bill recognises that in some cases the
involvement of professional advocates can assist in the
settlement of matters. The tribunal will be charged with
ensuring that appropriate procedures are in place to
ensure that where professional advocates are used,
including legal practitioners, they will assist the tribunal
to identify and focus on relevant issues, eliminating
unnecessary avenues of inquiry.
Indeed in some complex cases, such as those found in
planning and credit jurisdictions, the need for
professional advocates may be beneficial to both the
parties involved in the matter and the tribunal.
However, in other jurisdictions, such as small claims,
residential tenancies and domestic building disputes,
the role for professional advocates may be more limited
and permitted only in appropriate cases thereby
minimising costs. It will also ensure that proceedings
are less legalistic. The bill establishes an appropriate
balance between these competing interests, enabling the
tribunal to determine, on a case-by-case basis, the
appropriateness of representation. For applicants who
are unrepresented, the tribunal, and registry staff, will
provide assistance in matters.
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provides for a variety of types of appointment to the
tribunal in an effort to attract suitable candidates with
appropriate expertise for appointment. The hierarchy
also establishes a structure by which management
responsibility for the operations of the tribunal can be
allocated. It recognises differing levels of experience
and expertise among members of VCAT.
With greater judicial involvement in first instance
decision making, Victorians should see greater
consistency of decision making. enhancing their
confidence in the civil justice system. It will also
enhance the notion of the 'one-stop shop'. This will
reduce delays for parties who appeal to the Supreme
Court as the president of VC AT will be able to exercise
the powers of a Supreme Court judge. This is a
cost-effective measure for Victorians using the tribunal
system.
All new members of VC AT will be appointed for a
maximum term of five years by the Governor in
Council. A five-year appointment balances a number of
interests. It provides a measure of stability for members
and consistency for VCAT. It also enables the tribunal
to attract expert candidates for membership from expert
areas to capitalise on the currency of their practical
experience.
Current members of tribunals will be transferred to
VCAT in accordance with their current terms of
appointment. Consistent with the arrangements for new
appointees, members transferred from a tribunal will be
limited to a maximum term of appointment of five
years. Members will be allocated from an existing
tribunal to the corresponding list in VCAT. If a member
has appropriate qualifications. he or she may also be
allocated matters from other lists. This allows for the
most efficient use of members' time and appropriate
utilisation of their expertise.

Membership of the tribunal

Balancing independence and accountability

VCAT will have a five-tiered hierarchy of members.
The president of the tribunal will be a Supreme Court
judge. The president will be assisted by vice-presidents.
The vice-presidents will be County Court judges. A
number of deputy presidents will be appointed and will
manage one or more lists. There will also be senior and
ordinary members who will work on a full-time,
part-time or sessional basis.

From time to time, members of the judiciary express
the view that governments must act to ensure that
tribunals are truly independent bodies, able to deal with
matters freely. This is because tribunals deliberate on
the merits of decisions made by government bodies and
consider whether the original decisions should be
overturned. Appointingjudicial members to VCAT
enhances its independence and clearly demonstrates the
government's continuing commitment to the
independence of tribunals generally.

There are a number of purposes to be served by a
hierarchy of members. It ensures that the tribunal
benefits from high-calibre appointments, to whom
complex cases can be referred - in some cases with
recourse to the powers of the courts. The hierarchy also

In recent times there have been a variety of pressures

for change within tribunals, and indeed the wider
justice system in general. In particular there is a need to
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ensure the accountability of organisations that receive
public funding; tribunals are no exception. The
government believes that both the independence
enjoyed by the tribunal and the need for it to be
accountable for its own operations to both the
government and to the Victorian community generally
are able to be balanced. In doing so, the tribunal will
focus on its effective perfonnance and cost-efficient use
of resources. In line with community expectations, the
government considers that not only is this achievable, it
is essential.

Section 85 statement
It is the intention of clause 52 of this bill to alter or vary
section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975. I therefore
make the following statement under section 85(5) of the
Constitution Act 1975 to set out the reasons for altering
or varying that section. Clause 160 of this bill is
included to satisfy the requirements of section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975 in respect of the changes to the
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court effected by clause 52.

Clause 52 excludes the jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court, County Court and Magistrates Court to hear or
continue to hear any planning matter where the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal has
jurisdiction to review the matter. Clause 52 re-enacts
section 66A of the Planning Appeals Act 1980 as this
act will be repealed. Clause 52 merely maintains the
status quo in planning disputes.
The planning division of the Administrative Appeals
Tribunal has always been considered to be a 'one-stop
shop' for disputes within the planning jurisdiction. It is
intended that VCA T continue to fulfil this role. The
government considers it appropriate that all planning
disputes be dealt with in a forum with accumulated
expertise in planning matters. Consequently, the courts'
jurisdiction to hear planning disputes has been
excluded. However, it should be noted that if a court is
of the opinion that there are special circumstances
which justify hearing a particular proceeding in the
planning jurisdiction, the court may hear and determine
the matter.

Summary
VeAT will be the most comprehensive reform in
Australia in this area to date. The creation of VC AT
demonstrates the government's commitment to
improving the tribunal system in Victoria.
In closing, I want to extend my thanks to those
members, registrars and staff of the tribunals which will
be merged into VCAT for their excellent work and their
contribution to the civil justice system in Victoria.
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VCAT is a new beginning for tribunals in Victoria and
I am sure that all those involved in the tribunal system
will embrace the reforms and will make VCAT a
success and a model for reform elsewhere. Reform
cannot be achieved through words on paper. It requires
the commitment of all those involved to make it a
success. I have every confidence that those involved in
the tribunal system will do just that.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr HULLS (Niddrie).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 April.

TRIBUNALS AND LICENSING
AUTHORITIES (MISCELLANEOUS
AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Mrs WADE (Attomey-General)-I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill is cognate with the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal Bill and the Business
Licensing Authority Bill. The Tribunals and Licensing
Authorities (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill contains
a substantial number of consequential and
miscellaneous amendments to other acts to provide for
the establishment of the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (YCAT) and the Business
Licensing Authority. I have referred to these two bodies
in my previous speech regarding the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal.
As members will be aware, VCAT will encompass

12 tribunals, boards and authorities. The acts
establishing those bodies have all required extensive
amendment. Many other acts grant jurisdiction to
tribunals such as the Administrative Appeals Tribunal.
All of these acts require amendment to alter current
references from the existing tribunals to VCAT or the
Business Licensing Authority.
I do not intend to go into the detail of this bill.
However, the consequential amendments, in addition to
changing references to reflect the establishment of
VeAr and the BLA, provide for common language,
standardi.se the test for standing before VCAT, and
establish time limits for the bringing of applications for
review. The bill also sets out transitional arrangements
to assist the merging of the 12 tribunals, boards and
authorities.
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Section 85 statement
It is the intention of clauses 38, 245 and 270 of this bill,
together with items 2.1 and 106.1 of schedule 1 to this
bill, to alter or vary section 85 of the Constitution Act
1975. I therefore make the following statement under
section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975 to set out the
reasons for altering or varying that section.
Clauses 42,247,276 and items 2.4 and 106.2 of
schedule 1 are included to satisfy the requirements of
section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975 in respect of the
changes to the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court.
A number of the tribunals encompassed by VCAT were
established under acts containing provisions which
exclude the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, County
Court and Magistrates Court. Successive governments
have considered it appropriate to exclude the courts'
jurisdiction to hear matters where a specialist tribunal
has been established to hear matters in a particular
jurisdiction. Tribunals can offer litigants a high level of
expertise in a forum which is less expensive and more
accessible than the court system. Where a tribunal to be
encompassed within VCAT has exercised exclusive
jurisdiction, VCAT will continue that arrangement.
Section 57 of the Domestic Building Contracts and
Tribunal Act 1995 limits the jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court, County Court and Magistrates Court to
hear matters which are wholly or predominantly
domestic building disputes. Under this section a court
was required to dismiss any action on the application of
any party if the action came within the jurisdiction of
the Domestic Building Tribunal and the court had not
begun to hear the matter. If the matter was dismissed
any party could apply to have the dispute heard in the
Domestic Building Tribunal. It is intended that this
arrangement continue and that VCAT maintain what is
essentially an exclusive jurisdiction to hear domestic
building disputes. Section 57 has also been amended by
clause 38 of this bill to make it clear that where an
action relating to a domestic building dispute is stayed
by a court and a party applies to have the dispute heard
by VCA T then VCAT must notify the appropriate court
of that application and the court must dismiss the
action.
Clause 245 of this bill inserts a new section 35(2) into
the Retail Tenancies Refonn Bill currently before
Parliament to give VCAT exclusive jurisdiction to hear
retail tenancy disputes. Currently retail tenancy disputes
are dealt with through a process of conciliation and
arbitration outside the court system. It is considered
appropriate that VCAT exercise exclusive jurisdiction
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so that these disputes are dealt with in a low-cost forum
which can otTer expertise in this area.
Section 16 of the Small Claims Tribunals Act 1973
provided that a decision of a Small Claims Tribunal
was final and binding and that there was no right to
appeal against that decision. A new section 16 has been
substituted by clause 270 of this bill. This section now
provides that once an application is made to VCAT
under this act in respect of a small claim, the issues in
dispute are not justiciab1e at any time by a court or a
tribunal other than VCAT. There are some exceptions
to this rule. If a proceeding has already commenced in a
court or tribunal before the application was made to
VCAT or the application to VCAT is withdrawn or
struck out for want of jurisdiction then the court or
tribunal can hear and detennine the matter. It is
considered appropriate that, due to the small sums
involved, disputes involving small claims be dealt with
by VCAT rather than the courts.
Item 2.1 of schedule 1 to this bill re-enacts
subsections 4(3) and (4) of the Administrative Law Act
1978 which limited the power of the Supreme Court on
a review of a proceeding before a Small Claims
Tribunal, the Credit Tribunal or the Residential
Tenancies Tribunal to where there existed grounds of
lack of jurisdiction or denial of natural justice. This
limitation is continued with respect to VCA T. It is
considered appropriate due to the nature of the claims
to limit the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court to review
decisions in respect of small claims and credit and
residential tenancies disputes to ensure the finality of
proceedings while ensuring that a party can apply for
review where there has been a denial of natural justice
or lack of jurisdiction.
Section 74 of the Water Industry Act 1994 relates to the
liability of licensees arising out of the intentional or
negligent flow of water from works onto any land.
Item 106.1 of schedule 1 to this bill inserts a new
section 74A which sets out the jurisdiction of VC AT in
respect of these matters. Subsection 74A(5) grants
exclusive jurisdiction to hear these matters to VCA T.
The one exception to this is a claim for damages arising
out of personal injury. This is not a change to current
jurisdictional arrangements. Under section 19 of the
Water Act 1989, the Administrative Appeals Tribunal
has exercised exclusive jurisdiction to hear matters
under subsection 74(1) of the Water Industry Act 1994.
All that is being done is to confer the exclusive
jurisdiction on VCAT and move the reference relating
to jurisdiction from the Water Act 1989 to the Water
Industry Act 1994.

HERITAGE RIVERS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Th~y,
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The drafting of this bill has been a significant
undertaking and I wish to thank the draftspersons
involved.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion ofMr HULLS (Niddrie).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 April.

HERITAGE RIVERS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading

Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

In 1992, the Parliament agreed to the Heritage Rivers
Act, giving effect to certain of the recommendations of
the inquiry of the Land Conservation Council into
rivers and streams in Victoria. The Heritage Rivers Act
designates 18 heritage river areas and 26 natural
catchment areas on public land in Victoria which have
significant nature conservation, recreation, scenic or
cultural heritage attributes. 10 its report the Land
Conservation Council identified several methods by
which its recommendations could be put into effect.
Not all required legislation, although this was
preferred by the council.
It was the decision of the minister of the day, the
Honourable Steve Crabb, to implement the
recommendations through legislation. The minister
indicated in his second-reading speech that it was the
object of the legislation to give effect to the
recommendations of the inquiry. He said:
The provisions of the bill apply only to public land in Victoria
and a range of uses will continue te be permitted provided
they are consistent with the approved Land Conservation
Council recommendations upon which the bill is based'.

In relation to the Bemm, Goolengook, Arte and
Errinundra rivers heritage area in East Gippsland, the
Parliament generally agreed to adopt the Land
Conservation Council's recommendations,
recognising that part of the boundary of the heritage
river area would require definition in subsequent
instruments. Specifically, the Land Conservation
Council, in reporting on this heritage river area, noted
that its boundary in state forest would be the natural
features zone, the detail of which would be defmed in
the forest management plan for this region. Page 59 of
its report, dealing with these rivers, states:
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The boundaries of the natural features zone have not been
defined in a forest management plan to date, so the corridor
through State forest shown on Map A8 is diagrammatic and
the area figures are provisional.

At the time of passage of the legislation work on the
forest management plan was well advanced but not
complete. Plan LEGLl91-1 0, which is referred to in
item 8 of schedule 1 of the Heritage Rivers Act,
defines the heritage river corridor by adopting the
indicative line from the Land Conservation Council
report with an annotation to indicate that the heritage
river boundary in state forest would be established by
the forest management plan. A further annotation
indicated a boundary for the corridor of 200 metres
north of a line across the river which, although not
identified as such, indicated the boundary of the
Errinundra National Park. To assist honourable
members, I have asked that a copy of the plan be
placed in the parliamentary library for their inspection.
I have also asked that a copy of the Land Conservation
Council report with the relevant pages indicated be
available in the library.
Although in 1992 there had been significant research
work to establish a forest management plan for the
relevant area, the forest management plan for East
Gippsland was not completed until 1995. This is an
indication of the extent of research and consultation
which went into that plan. Those honourable members
who are familiar with it will, I am sure, agree that its
scope and completeness are impressive and are
testimony to the dedication and professionalism of
those involved in its preparation.
Consistent with the Land Conservation Council report,
the forest management plan established the boundaries
of the heritage river area along the Goolengook River
upstream of the Arte River as being 100 metres from
each bank.
At a recent hearing in the Moe Magistrates Court over
charges relating to the obstruction of a forest
operation, the defence argued that on one
interpretation of the plan LEGLl91-1O this part of the
heritage river area was 200 metres from each bank not 100 metres - and that therefore timber harvesting
within 200 metres of the river was unlawful. The
magistrate held that he could not take into account any
matter regarding the boundary of the heritage river
area except the blue line on the plan and referred to in
part 8 of schedule 1. He held that the annotations on
the plan were advisory only and not an essential part
of its interpretation. Because of doubt over the
boundary of the heritage river area he decided that
there was no case to answer.
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Following advice from senior counsel, an appeal has
been lodged against the magistrate's decision but in
the meantime it is considered important to provide
certainty regarding the boundary of this heritage river
area in East Gippsland by amending the Heritage
Rivers Act 1992 to clarify without ambiguity the
intent of Parliament in 1992.
In preparing this amendment the government has also
reviewed other plans identified in schedule 1 to the
Heritage Rivers Act to ensure that they properly
reflect and enable implementation of the Land
Conservation Council recommendations to which the
legislation intended to give effect, while ensuring that
there is no doubt about the land uses which are
permitted. Six further parts of schedule 1 were
identified as requiring amendment in order to clearly
identify the boundaries of the heritage river areas.
Parts 1, 4, 13 and 16 of the schedule will be replaced
by new descriptions and for these parts no plans will
be required because the descriptions of the corridors
are sufficiently precise not to need further aids to
interpretation.
Part 18 of schedule 1, dealing with the Aberfeldy
River, was added during debate on the Heritage Rivers
Bill in 1992 and does not refer to a plan lodged in the
central plans office. No plan is required, but the
opportunity has been taken to amend the description
so as to make the boundary of the heritage river area
consistent with the new boundary of the Baw Baw
National Park, which was amended in 1997. This
accords with the intent of the Parliament in 1992 to
identify that section of the Aberfeldy River within the
national park as a heritage river area.
Part 8 of the schedule, dealing with the Bemm,
Goolengook, Arte and Errinundra heritage river area,
and part 15, dealing with the Lerderderg heritage river
area, are supported by reference to plans lodged in the
central plans office. As I indicated previously, the
original plan for the Bemm system has been placed in
the parliamentary library for inspection. I have also
asked that the original Lerderderg plan and the new
plans for both areas be available for inspection in the
library. Honourable members will see that in respect
of the Bemm system, a complex description and plan
are required in order to provide for an unambiguous
representation of the boundary.
With respect to the Lerderderg, a new plan is required
to describe unambiguously the intent of the
recommendations of the Land Conservation Council
for a part of the heritage river area. The Land
Conservation Council report at page 84 states:
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On the north side of the river upstream of

Blackwood, the corridor boundary varies in width.
from 50m to about 38Om. It follows the point where
steep slopes directly facing the river change to
gentler, long slopes or spur tops.
This boundary does not follow a contour line, which
could be mapped and measured, nor can it be
identified unambiguously by natural features such as
ridges. A decision was therefore taken to identify
points on the plan and between those points to provide
for a uniform width of 250 metres on the northern side
of the river.
For similar reasons, the Thornson River heritage area
downstream of Coopers Creek has been defined as
being 300 metres wide from each bank to ensure that
the environs of the Thomson River gorge are included
in the heritage river area.
The boundary of the Aire River heritage area has also
been unambiguously defmed in this bill. In state
forest, the boundary is either 100 or 200 metres from
each bank. Any rainforest areas or old growth ash on
steep slopes beyond the heritage river area will
continue to be fully protected through appropriate
zoning established in the Otway Forest management
plan to exclude timber harvesting.
One must question the decision of Minister Crabb in
proceeding with legislation in haste when by taking
more time it would have been possible to identify with
precision the boundaries of areas which it was
proposed to protect so as to avoid any ambiguity. One
can only speculate about the reasons for haste, but
what is clear is that it led to legislation which did not
adequately reflect the desire of the Parliament to carry
out the recommendations of the Land Conservation
Council.
The bill will also amend section 15(2) of the act,
which provides that an instrument under any act which
is not consistent with the requirements of the Heritage
Rivers Act is void. Normal principles of statutory
interpretation would render an instrument void to the
extent of any inconsistency. While it is possible that a
court would read down the provision in line with these
principles, the government believes it is important to
put the question beyond doubt. The bill amends
section 15(2) of the Heritage Rivers Act to ensure
consistency with normal principles of statutory
interpretation.
The bill also provides that the amendments to the acrt
are deemed to have had effect from the date of royal
assent to the principal act in 1992, with the exceptiom
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of clause 7, amending the description of the Aberfeldy
River heritage river area, which is deemed to have had
effect from the date of effect of the plan of the Baw
Baw National Park. In order to protect actions taken in
good faith in managing and using the relevant area
prior to passage of this legislation, clause 8(2)
provides that actions prior to royal assent of this
legislation are validated.

public purposes reserve that is currently used as a
college car park and forms part of the frontage of the
Mitchell River. The college is considering
redevelopment of the campus and wishes to ensure that
the areas occupied by the college are appropriate I y
reserved. The bill revokes the permanent reservations to
the extent of the encroachment and the land will be
re-reserved for education purposes.

In addition to the appeal against the decision of the
Moe Magistrates Court, there are a number of further
prosecutions outstanding for alleged offences in
relation to forests protests in East Gippsland, and
which could be affected by the passage of this
legislation. It is the government's intention that these
charges should be heard as if the principal act had not
been amended. No change to the status of these
matters is intended; there is no intention to abandon
the charges, nor is there any intention to alter the basis
on which the courts may make their decision. The
government believes this is the fairest course both for
those who have been charged with offences and other
members of the community whose interests have been
affected by protest action.

Clause 4 of the bill deals with an area of land of
approximately 0.9 hectares permanently reserved for
watering and camping purposes located adjacent to the
Western Highway and the Korlcuperrimul Creek near
Bacchus Marsh. The land was originally used in the
distant past by drovers. It is currently under the
management of Western Water, which advises that it no
longer has need for the land. The revocation will allow
for the disposal of the land.

I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms GARBUIT
(Bundoora).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 April.

LAND (REVOCATION OF
RESERVATIONS) BILL
Second reading
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) - I move:

Clause 5 deals with an approximately O.4-hectare
portion of land located on the corner of Hay Street and
Canterbury Road, Box Hill, and is reserved for use as a
shire hall. The land has been used until recently as a
pound by the council. The revocation will allow for the
disposal of the land. The site contains a dwelling of
some historic value that the council has given a
commitment to protect through the planning scheme.
Clauses 6 and 7 of the bill contain provisions which are
generally applicable to land bills ofthis type and which
detail the consequences of revocation and enable the
Registrar-General and the Registrar of Titles to make
the necessary amendments to titles.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms GARBUTT
(Bundoora).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 April.

That this bill be now read a second time.

The bill provides for the revocation of permanent
reservations of lands described in the schedules to the
bill. The bill removes these reservations either to
facilitate disposal or because the purpose of the
reservation is no longer appropriate for the existing use
of the land.

ROAD SAFETY (DRIVING INSTRUCTORS)
BILL
Second reading
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) -

I move:

That this bill be now read a second time.

I now turn to the particulars of the bill. Clauses 1 and
2 relate to the purpose of the bill and its
commencement. Clause 3 of the bill deals with Crown
land occupied by the East Gippsland College ofTAFE
in Main Street, Bairnsdale. Due to a misunderstanding
over boundaries the college has erected buildings over
approximately 1750 square metres of an adjoining
public recreation reserve and also a small portion of a

The bill provides for the establishment of a mandatory
registration scheme to ensure that commercial driving
instructors meet minimum standards of fitness and
competence. There is currently no restriction, beyond
holding a full drivers licence, on who can operate as a
driving instructor in Victoria.
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Licensing of driving instructors was first introduced in
Victoria in 1962 and continued until 1993, when
section 33 of the Road Safety Act was repealed
following a review of occupations under mutual
recognition legislation intended to improve the
transferability of qualifications between states.
However, Victoria and the ACT are now the only
jurisdictions which place no minimum entry
requirements on driving instructors.
In response to concerns raised by the industry and
consumers, the government established the Driving
Instructor Consultative Committee in January 1997 to
examine the need for minimum standards and, if
established, the form they should take. The fmal report
of the committee was completed in August 1997 and
recommended that a compulsory registration scheme be
introduced as the preferred mechanism for
administering a basic minimum set of standards,
including:
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The bill provides for administration of the new scheme
by the Department of Infrastructure, where it will be
managed by the Victorian Taxi Directorate. The
directorate already has extensive experience and
expertise in the operation of registration schemes for
taxi and tow-truck drivers, which have very similar
criminal history and driving record requirements and
analogous procedures for the verification of training
qualifications. The directorate's existing
complaint-management, enforcement and prosecution
functions are also readily adaptable to the driving
instructor task.
The bill provides for the automatic suspension or
cancellation of a driving instructor authority if the
holder's driver licence is suspended or cancelled. It also
makes it an offence to teach driving for fmancial gain
without holding a driving instructor authority or to
breach any condition of the authority, including the
display of an approved identification photograph in the
vehicle while teaching.

satisfactory driving and criminal history checks
(similar to those required for taxidrivers);

I commend the bill to the house.

completion of an approved training course or
satisfactory demonstration of required competencies;

Debate adjourned on motion ofMr BATCHELOR
(Thornastown).

possession of a full drivers licence and at least three
years driving experience;

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 April.

minimum eyesight standards; and
display of approved photo identification in the
vehicle during instruction.
The recommendations of the committee have received
widespread support from the industry and consumers
and the standards identified have been accepted by the
government as the minimum necessary to ensure
appropriate levels of personal safety and security for
learner drivers and adequate training competency of
driving instructors, recognising that novice drivers are
at present four times more likely to be injured or killed
in a road crash than a more experienced driver.
The bill involves re insertion in the Road Safety Act of
provisions similar to those previously contained in
section 33 of the act. This involves provision for the
issue of a driving instructor authority to applicants who
meet minimum fitness, competency and related
requirements as approved or prescribed by the
Secretary to the Department of Infrastructure. It also
includes provision for appeals to the Magistrates Court
in cases of refusal, suspension or revocation of an
authority by the secretary.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (DAREBIN CITY
COUNCIL) BILL
Second reading

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

On 13 June 1997 the Governor in Council made an
order in council which suspended the councillors of the
Darebin City Council and appointed Mr Don Gillies as
the administrator of the council. This action was taken
by the government following the consideration of a
report prepared by Commissioner David Elsum into
matters at the Darebin City Council.
The report found that good governance had broken
down at the council through a series of factional
conflicts - Ms Gillett - Good governance?
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr MACLELLAN - I will repeat the words I was
reading. The report found that good governance had
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broken down at the council through a series of factional
conflicts and a breakdown in the relationship between
the councillors and the Darebin chief executive officer
Mr Kelvin Spiller.
Ms Gillett interjected.
Mr MACLELLAN - The honourable member for
Werribee seems determined to be an Easter bunny. The
appointment of the administrator, Mr Don Gillies, was
to overcome the unrest which was inherent throughout
the council and to restore good governance at the
council.
The period of administration at the Darebin City
Council has restored stability and good governance to
the municipality. Whilst there was some initial
community concern at the suspension of the
councillors and the appointment of an administrator
there has been little public comment for some months
from ratepayers and residents. Unfortunately the
suspended councillors have not been willing to
cooperate fully with the administrator. The councillors
initially would only meet with the administrator in a
group and have only lately been prepared to meet with
him individually.
The term of the administrator finishes on 13 June
1998 when the order in council expires and, under the
Local Government Act 1989, three options exist.
These are:
the Governor in Council must reinstate those
councillors whose tenns have not expired. In this
case it would be all councillors; or
a date can be fixed for the holding of a general
election; or
a bill to dismiss the council must be introduced into
Parliament.
The government acknowledges that the residents and
ratepayers of Darebin would prefer an elected council.
I have discussed this matter with some suspended
councillors who took the view that the councillors be
reinstated with the administrator remaining as a
mediator or that new elections be held. On balance it
is thOUght that the calling of a new election would
enable the residents and ratepayers of Darebin to
carefully consider what occurred in the past and to
elect a new council. I would be happy to discuss with
a new council what role the administrator could play
to assist in the rebuilding.
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Therefore this bill dismisses the suspended councillors
of the Darebin City Council and extends the operation
of the order in council that applies to the council until
an election is held. The councillors who are dismissed
are eligible to stand for election. I would urge them to
consider Conunissioner Elsum' s recommendations for
good governance. I consider that this was eloquently
put by Commissioner Elsurn, who stated:
That good governance requires much more than that nothing
illegal has happened; that is too Iowa standard. High levels of
skill, probity, cooperation and diligence are essential.

I put any returning councillors on notice that the
government will be monitoring their actions closely.
The last year has seen a return to the standards of
governance that Darebin deserves. Any indication that
the clock is being turned back or that the behaviours
of the past are again becoming evident will lead to
speedy and decisive action from the government.
I note that the popular television program Rats in the
Ranks is returning to television screens. It is my hope
that I will not see any more disgraceful newsletters
emanating from factions as has happened in the past.
such as 'Pigs in Clover' and 'Rats in the Ranks'
volumes 1 and 2. which were not honourable or of
importance or significance to local government in this
state. Therefore I commend the bill to the house and
hope that if we return to the provisions of the bill we
will get the support of the opposition for it.
I now turn to the provisions of the bill. The bill is to
come into operation on the date it receives royal assent
and should be read and construed as if it were part of
the Local Government Act 1989. The bill provides for
the Darebin City Council to be dismissed and for the
people holding office as councillors to cease to hold
office and maintains the continuity of the
administrator of the Darebin City Council appointed
under the order in council. The bill extends the
existing order in council which appointed the
administrator until the first meeting of the council
called by the chief executive officer is held.
The bill provides that the general election for the
Darebin City Council is 12 September 1998.
Following the election the chief executive officer must
call a council meeting within 14 days of the
declaration of the result of the election by the
returning officer. The order in council expires at the
start of the council meeting. The bill also provides that
section 36(2) of the Local Government Act 1989 will
apply to an election held under section 7 of this act, so
that a subsequent general election will be held on the
third Saturday in March in every third year. This will
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ensure consistency with other inner metropolitan
councils.

Debate adjourned on motion ofMr LONEY (Geelong
North).

I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 21 April.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr BATCHELOR
(fbomastown).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 April.

EVIDENCE (CONFIDENTIAL
COMMUNICATIONS) BILL
Second reading

HEALTH SERVICES (AMENDMENT) BILL

Debate resumed from 8 April. motion of Mrs WADE
(Attorney-General); and Mr HULLS's amendment:

Second reading
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services)- I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The amendments contained in this bill are designed to
improve the quality of care of residents in supported
residential services which are registered under the
Health Services Act 1988.
The amendments are as follows. The Health Services
(Amendment) Act 1997 (yet to be proclaimed) transfers
some regulations in the Health Services (Residential
Care) Regulations 1991 to the Health Services Act
1988. These regulations have penalties ranging up to a
maximum of 100 penalty units. This bill increases the
maximum penalty for some offences under parts 4 and
7 of the Health Services Act 1988 and part 3 of the
Health Services (Amendment) Act 1997.
In addition the bill also introduces the option of a
sentence of imprisonment for three offences considered
as more serious. These offences relate to care of sick
residents, catering for the personal hygiene needs of
residents and maintaining adequate standards of storage
and distribution and administration of medication. The
Department of Human Services has prosecuted a
number of proprietors of supported residential services
for significant incidents of neglect or abuse of elderly
residents, including cases where death certificates have
recorded bedsores as the cause of death or as a
contributing factor in the death of a resident.

The bill also makes three offences under the Health
Services Act 1988 indictable offences triable
summarily. It is anticipated that only prosecutions for
more serious breaches of these sections will be
commenced in the County Court. The majority of
prosecutions will continue to be commenced in the
Magistrates Court.
I commend the bill to the house.

That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words 'this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until adequate mechanisms to control
the subpoenaing of victims' files in sexual assault criminal
trials and suitable provisions concerning judicial discretion
are thoroughly investigated'.

Debate adjourned on motion ofMr COOPER (Minister
for Transport).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

ELECTRICITY SAFETY BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 April; motion of
Mr STOCKDALE (freasurer); and Mr LONEY's
amendment:
That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words 'this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until such time as the Municipal
Association of Victoria's concerns regarding new provisions
relating to the enforcement of power line clearance, which
carry severe financial penalties on councils, have been
subjected to further review to- (a) determine responsibility
issues around who is creating the fire risk; and (b) place an
onus on distribution companies to minimise the risk which
they create by undergrounding cables wherever practicable,
or at least by bundling them. '

Mr LONEY (Geelong North) - I made a number
of remarks on this bill last night and wish to conclude
now. There are two areas I would like to foreshadow
that the opposition believes should be strengthened in
this bill. The first relates to part 12, where the
opposition would seek to move an amendment
requiring the Victorian Workcover Authority to report
to the chief electrical inspector any electrical incident of
which he becomes aware through the making of claims
on it as a mandatory requirement. The opposition thinks
that would strengthen the provisions of the bill and give
the Chief Electrical Inspector an oversight in relation to
injury caused by serious electrical incidents. We also
point out that under the bill the chief electrical inspector
will have more committee members to deal with than
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employees, yet there is no provision for any employee
representation on any committees. The opposition will
pursue amendments to include employee representation
on the Equipment Advisory Committee, the Electrical
Line Clearance Consultative Committee and the
Victorian Electrolysis Committee, each of which is
important.
As I have pointed out, workers in the electrical industry
have a vested interest in safety. In the past they have
made significant contributions to improvements in
satety and they should be given that opportunity again.
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Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.

Committee
Circulated government amendments 1 to 21 as foUows
agreed to:
I.

Clause 84, lines 25 and 26, omit "or a transmission
company".

2.

Order! The time appointed for debate on this bill has
expired.

Clause 84, page 58, line 4, after "elecuic line" insert "or an
elecuic line that is o~ed or operated by a transmission
company".

3.

Clause 84, page 58, lines 8 to 11, omit paragraph (a).

House divided on omission (members in favour vote no):

4.

Clause 84, page 58, line 12, omit "(b)".

5.

Clause 84, page 58, line 14, omit "any other" and insert
"an".

6.

Clause 85, page 59, line 10, omit "84(7)" and insert "84(5)
or (7)".

7.

Clause 86, lines 12 and 13, omit "or the relevant
transmission company".

8.

Clause 86, lines 29 and 30, omit "or the relevant
transmission company".

9.

Clause 86, page 60, lines 3 and 4, omit "or the relevant
transmission company".

In conclusion, although the opposition supports the
general thrust of the bill it has a number of- -

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson)-

Ayes, 48
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley, Mr
Burke, Ms (Tel/er)
Clark, Mr
Coleman, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Dean, Or
Oixon, Mr
Doyle, Mr
Elder, Mr
Elhott, Mrs
Finn, Mr
Guoe, Mr
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John, Mr
Kennett, Mr
Kilgour. Mr (Teller)
Lean, Mr
Leigh, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McArthur. Mr
McCaJl, Ms

McGill, Mrs
McLellan,Mr
Maclellan, Mr
McNamara, Mr
Maughan, Mr
Napthine, Dr
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr
Perton, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowrnan, Mr A.F.
Rowe, Mr
Ryan, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr E.R. (Teller)
Smith, Mr LW.
Spry, Mr
Steggall, Mr
Tehan, Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr
Wade, Mrs
Wells,Mr

Noes, 27
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks. Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr (Teller)
Campbell, Ms
Carh, Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Oavies. Ms
Oollis, Mr
Gamut!, Ms
Gillett,Ms
Haermeyer. Mr
Hulls, Mr

Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr (Teller)
Leighton, Mr
Lim,Mr
Loney, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs (Tel/er)
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Robinson, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson, Mrs

I 0. Clause 86, page 60, lines 9 and I 0, omit "or the relevant
transmission company".
11. Clause 86, page 60, line 24, omit "or the relevant
transmission company".
12. Clause 86, page 60, lines 31 and 32, omit "or a relevant
transmission company".
13. Clause 86, page 61, lines 12 and 13, omit "or the relevant
transmission company".
14. Clause 86, page 61, line 18, omit "or the relevant
transmission company".
15. Clause 86, page 61, lines 25 and 26, omit "or the relevant
transmission company".
16. Clause 86, page 61, lines 28 and 29, omit "or the relevant
transmission company".
17. Clause 86, page 61, lines 33 and 34, omit "or the relevant
transmission company".
18. Clause 86, page 62, lines 4 and 5, omit "or the relevant
transmission company".
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19. Clause 86, page 62, line 7, omit "or the relevant
transmission company".

20. Clause 86, page 62, line 20, after "84(4)" insert", (5)".
21. Clause 86, page 62, lines 27 and 28, omit "or the relevant
transmission company".

Reported to house with amendments.
Report adopted.

Remaining stages
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Lim,Mr
Loney, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs (Teller)
Micallef. Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Robinson, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson, Mrs

Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr (Teller)
Carnpbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Davies, Ms
Dollis, Mr
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hulls, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to.

Passed remaining stages.

Read second time.

EVIDENCE (CONFIDENTIAL
COMMUNICATIONS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General); and Mr HULLS's
amendment:
That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words 'this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until adequate mechanisms to control
the subpoenaing of victims' files in sexual assault criminal
trials and suitable provisions concerning judicial discretion
are thoroughly investigated'.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
Remaining business postponed on motion of Mr GL'DE
(Minister for Education).

ADJOURNMENT
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) -

I move:

That the house do now adjourn.

Housing: Heidelberg Heights

House divided on omission (members in favour vote no):

Ayes, 48
Andrigheno, Mr
Ashley, Mr
Burke, Ms (Teller)
Clark, Mr
Coleman, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Dean, Or
Dixon, Mr
Doyle, Mr
Elder, Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn, Mr
Gude, Mr
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John, Mr
Kennett, Mr
Kilgour, Mr (Teller)
Lean, Mr
Leigh, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McArthur, Mr
McCall,Ms

McGill,Mrs
McLellan, Mr
Maclellan, Mr
McNarnara, Mr
Maughan, Mr
Napthine. Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr
Perton, Mr
Peulich. Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Rowe,Mr
Ryan, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr E.R. (Teller)
Smith, Mr J. W.
Spry, Mr
Steggall, Mr
Tehan, Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr
Wade, Mrs
Wells, Mr

Noes, 27
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks,Mr

Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr (Tel/er)
Leighton, Mr

Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe)- I raise for the urgent
attention of the Minister for Housing the maintenance
of housing commission units. I wrote to the Minister for
Housing on 31 March. In my lener, which was faxed to
her office, I referred to two units at 96 and 98 Altona
Street, Heidelberg Heights. The windows in the units
were replaced but the builders left gaps all around them.
They have since been fixed, apparently on Tuesday this
week, but the gaps remained for 12 days.

The letter also raised the extensions to the kitchens in
those units. The extensions were put on without either
resident being consulted. One resident said - I
explained this in my letter - that she has since become
accustomed to the extension and does not mind it.
However, the resident at 98 Altona Street is concerned
because the extension has intruded into her lounge
room and is a great inconvenience. It has affected the
layout of the lounge room. She has quite a bit of
furniture, which she has been forced to move into the
middle of the room.
I wrote to the minister asking for those matters to be
looked at. From reports I have received today, I
understand the resident at no. 98 has not heard anything
directly - I am careful about raising such things - but
her neighbour, who is happy with the extension, has
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been told by the labourers doing the kitchen fittings that
the ministry will not budge on removing the intrusion
into her neighbour's lounge room. I ask the minister to
ensure that the resident of 98 Altona Street is consulted
and that her lounge room is restored to the state she was
happy with. She does not mind the kitchen being done
up, but the intrusion into her lounge room is causing her
concern. She is irritable and distressed about the
process.

Coatesville Primary School
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record the facts concerning the level of funds allocated
by the government, for the first time in many years, to
schools in Bentleigh, including Coatesville Primary
School, and to reassure parents that the education of our
children is one of our top priorities.
Local principals have also called me, angered and
irritated by comments made by the school council
president and principal who believe these other schools
are jumping the queue.

Dr Stanley Cochrane Memorial Kindergarten

Mrs PEULICH (Bentleigh) -

I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Education issues affecting
one of my local primary schools, Coatesville Primary
School. I refer in particular to the issue raised by one of
the parents, Ms Penny Anderson, in a letter circulated
to the minister and members of the government and the
opposition. The letter was subsequently reported in the
Southern Cross under the headline 'Pupils taught in
corridors'. The headline is accompanied by a
photograph of five delightful-looking children sitting
around a large crack in the concrete. The photograph
and the text indicate that the article has been poorly
checked. It omits significant information and is
designed to make the school look neglected.
Mr Robinson - That's the newspaper's problem.

Mrs PEULICH - Absolutely, it is the newspaper's
problem. However, the impression needs to be
corrected because it undermines confidence in and
erodes the good image of our very good government
schools. School enrolment numbers have grown by
30 over the past five years. Allegations about
overcrowding are inaccurate. There are 69 children in
an open-plan classroom with an area greater than that of
two and a half classrooms with a team teaching
complement of3.4.
The article alleges that the school has received only
$500 in funding, the equivalent ofless than $1 per
student. This is quite inaccurate, given that I have
written to the school and informed it of the various
funds it has received for capital works and
refurbishment over some time.
My concern has been initiated by several parents of
children in the school as well as parents who have
visited and enrolled their children for future years. They
believe these inaccuracies should be investigated and
corrected because it is detrimental for them to be
continually peddled.
I understand that the journalist concerned intends to
string this story out over the next few weeks, and I ask
the minister to investigate the concerns and put on the

Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) - I bring to the
attention of the Minister for Youth and Community
Services a problem involving the Or Stanley Cochrane
Memorial Kindergarten in the electorate of Mitcham I
seek the minister's assistance in ensuring that the
unrealistic deadline being faced by the kindergarten in
applying for government funding is amended.
The kindergarten received a letter from the minister
today advising of its entitlement to apply for funding
under the preschool minor works and equipment
grants - 1998 program. Naturally enough the
kindergarten committee members are keen to apply
under the program; however the application has to be
made by 17 April and must include three itemised
quotes indicating the cost of the project for which
money is being sought.
The minister's letter was dated 26 March, but the
president and secretary of the preschool committee
have only just received it. The requirement for
paperwork with the quotes means that, with the Easter
break, they will have only four days in which to obtain
three itemised quotes.
Having dealt with tradesmen myself from time to time,
I would think that anyone who can secure three
itemised quotes in four working days is worthy of a
Nobel prize. It is difficult to do this, and I seek the
minister's assistance in ensuring that the kindergarten in
Mitcham and those elsewhere will not be discriminated
against because they may be unable to meet the
17 April deadline.

Moe urgent care centre
Mr ANDRIGHETfO (Narracan) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Health in another place,
through the minister at the table, a matter concerning
the Moe urgent care centre. I was closely involved with
the establishment of a steering committee for the centre,
the purpose of which is to provide a service to the
people of Moe once the relocation of the existing Moe
hospital to Morwell East occurs.
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Apart from establishing the committee I have had little
to do with the formulation of the recommendations. I
relied heavily on the good work done by a division of
general practice, the Centre for Rural Health and other
very important stakeholders in this exercise. Some
months ago I personally presented to the minister a
report that was prepared by the steering committee. The
Department of Human Services has made favourable
recommendations to the minister and I can understand
why, because the proposals were actually put forward
by the stakeholders - the doctors and the other
medical providers of the area. With their full support
the minister can be assured that it will be a successful
establishment, and the community of Moe can be
assured that the services provided will be of an
excellent standard. The fear that has been generated in
the community about a possible lack of medical
services once the hospital services have been relocated
to a brand-new, state~f-the-art hospital in Morwell
East has dissipated with the feeling in the community
that something will happen to establish this rural care
centre.
I ask the minister to ensure the centre makes some
progress. There is some concern that it is lagging
behind and there may be a gap when the people ofMoe
are left without adequate services. I ask the minister to
provide some certainty that the recommendations made
by the doctors and the stakeholders will be considered.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A. F. Plowman)Order! The honourable member's time has expired.

Minister for Police and Emergency Senices:
conduct
Mr HAERMEYER (Van Yean)- The matter I
wish to raise is for the attention of the Premier. I ask the
Premier to sack the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, who is also the Minister for Corrections. The
minister has presided over a succession of bungles and
catastrophes. His record is one of breathtaking
incompetence. He has presided over the drug squad
break-in, which he described as a minor issue, the
Intergraph fiasco, the tunnoil in private prisons, which
he also thinks is a minor issue, the provision of
government-owned riot gear to hired thugs--

Mr Ryan - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, it is incumbent on the honourable member to
indicate the minister to whom the issue is related and
precisely what it is he seeks of the minister to whom the
matter is directed. It is completely inappropriate that the
unsubstantiated allegations levelled against the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services should be raised in

Thursday. 9 April 1998

the adjournment debate. Such allegations should be
addressed through a motion.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A. F. Plowman)Order! There is no point of order.
Mr HAERMEYER - The Minister for Police and
Emergency Services has also presided over a growing
crime rate each year since he has been the minister.
Numbers in the Victoria Police Force have dropped by
over 500 since he has been minister, and there are now
fewer than ID 000 members of the Victoria Police.
Now we have his incompetent and negligent behaviour
in not carrying out appropriate probity checks on the
backgrounds of people appointed as official prison
visitors.
When the minister was put under the microscope over
this issue on Tuesday we had a cover-up - he misled
the house. He has admitted in the Herald Sun today that
he misled the house over this issue, yet he has not made
a personal explanation to the house as he is required to
do. He missed question time today- he is running
away from the house.

Honourable members interyecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A. F. Plowman)Order! The honourable member has to advise what
action the Premier is to take.
Mr HAERMEYER - I have asked the Premier to
sack the minister. The revocation order in relation to
Mr Tony Holland signed by the minister on Tuesday
shows that the minister knew that Tony Holland was
appointed under the name of Tony Holland, not under a
different name, as the minister said in his answer at
question time when he was trying to cover up his own
negligence. The minister has been caught red-handed.
He has nowhere to go except out.

Rural Victoria: drought
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) - I refer the
Minister for Agriculture and Resources to the
continuing dry conditions in country Victoria. The
house would be aware that East Gippsland is now a
declared drought area and special assistance in a range
of areas will be provided to people who are suffering
because of the dry conditions there.

Earlier this week representatives of the Department of
Natural Resources and Environment provided
government members with a briefing which infonned
members in graphic detail of the continuing dry
conditions that are affecting the whole of country
Victoria.
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As a member representing part ofnorth~astern Victoria
I am very much aware of the extreme conditions
fanners are now facing. Farmers in north~astern
Victoria accept the fact that conditions are dry, that
there has been no rain over a long period of time and
that there will be dry seasons on occasions in
accordance with the weather patterns. However, we are
now reaching what I believe is the drastic stage where
primary producers are running out of fodder and water;
dams, creeks and waterways are drying up to such an
extent that farmers are battling for survival.
I have received a number of calls in my electorate
office in Wangaratta from primary producers
expressing extreme concern about the current situation.
A couple of evenings ago the members of Parliament
representing north-eastern Victoria received a briefing
from the North-East Regional Water Authority which
confirmed that dry conditions prevail in the region and
that many of the water storages are at drastically low
levels. The authority is seeking a reduction in water
usage by many of the cities and towns in north-eastern
Victoria. Some have had water restrictions imposed and
others have been asked to restrict the amount of water
they are using.
I seek from the minister a detailed response indicating
his awareness of the situation and what assistance may
be made available. not only to the people of Gippsland
East but also those in other areas of the state that need a
drought declaration, particularly in the northern part of
Victoria. I ask him what special assistance can be
provided to primary producers, many of whom are in a
drastic situation.

School buses: special schools
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale)- I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Education designated
school bus zones for special school students. A couple
of weeks ago in the adjournment debate I raised with
the minister a matter relating to Daniel George and his
family in Cranboume. Daniel attended Glenallen
special school in Glen Waverleyand his mother was
driving him from Cranboume to Glen Waverley so he
could access the best school program for his special
disabilities. Today I am afraid I have to raise with the
minister a matter relating to another famil y in
Cranboume that the minister has chosen to ignore with
his crazy policy of designated school bus zones for
Cranbourne.
I notice the minister is being briefed as we speak by the
honourable member for Cranbourne. I reinforce that it
is terribly important that this little girl, who is a
five-year-old state ward with cerebral palsy, spastic
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quadriplegia and microcephaly and who resides in
Cranboume, be given access to the special school bus
that goes to Cranbourne. I cannot name the girl because
she is a state ward, so I will just refer to her as the state
ward.
The Department of Education has an impressive regime
of bus zoning that clearly is not meeting the special
needs of students, whereas a parent of a healthy child
has the choice of a range of schools for that child that
can be accessed by either bus or public transport.
Children attending special schools cannot walk there or
get on and off buses. They require school buses that
travel to the special schools that best meet their needs.
In the case in point a number of specialists have
assessed the child as having special needs that are best
met by Glenallen special school because it has a
conductive education program. A similar program at
Nepean special school is inadequate for that state ward.

The Minister for Education should liaise with the
Minister for Youth and Community Services to ensure
our state wards are getting the best educational
opportunities the state can provide and that they have
access to the schools by special departmental transport.
The minister will hear from me on numerous occasions
ifhe continues the oppressive regime under which
special school buses have only designated areas.

Gippsland: Macalister irrigation agreement
Mr RYAN (Gippsland South)-l direct to the
attention of the Minister for Agriculture and Resources
the concerns the current memorandum of understanding
between Southern Rural Water as the water authority
administering the distribution of water throughout the
Macalister irrigation district, Melbourne Water, and the
Department of Natural Resources and Environment.
The document governs the amount of water made
available from the Thomson Reservoir to the Macalister
irrigation district. Therefore, the terms of that document
are important not only for the three parties directly
involved but more importantly for the agricultural
communities and the towns and cities of central
Gippsland.
Under the memorandum of understanding the
Macalister irrigation district has access to
12000 megalitres annually under a bulk entitlement,
5000 megalitres under a further entitlement,
10000 megalitres for drought relief in the event that the
Glenmaggie Weir does not fill over a certain level, and
a further 20 000 megalitres by way of storage which
can be accessed from unused portions of the annual
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bulk entitlement. That totals, in the worst instance,
47000 megalitres.
Discussions are now under way between the three
entities to the existing memorandum. I understand those
water allocations are being examined as part of an
overall review process incorporating not only those
specific matters but general issues to do with the water
made available from the Thomson Reservoir to the
Macalister irrigation district.
Those issues vitally concern my constituents. As is the
case in far East Gippsland, central Gippsland is
experiencing one of the driest years on record. It is
probably about the l-in-50 equivalent as things stand,
which has been made more difficult because seasons in
the past two years have not been favourable. The
resources of the farming community have been strained
to breaking point. We need to know the progress of
discussions regarding the memorandum of
understanding so we can ensure that irrigators' access
under the agreement is not only retained but, more
importantly, further enhanced to guarantee both the
sustenance of existing areas and the future development
of what is a great resource in central Gippsland.

Public transport: automatic ticketing
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Transport yet another
disturbing feature of the fiasco that has dragged on for
many years - namely, the automatic ticketing system.
I have been contacted by a Dromana resident with what
he describes as a serious complaint about the new
Metcard automatic ticketing system.
On 5 March he purchased a zone 2 and 3 ticket to travel

between Frankston and Cheltenham, where he works.
After his working day he decided to travel on to the city
by train. He attempted to buy a ticket for the additional
zone 1 through which he would travel but, to his
amazement, the machine would not sell him a zone 1
ticket. He made some further inquiries and established
that ifhe wanted to continue to travel and do the right
thing by purchasing a ticket he would have to buy a
zone I and 2 ticket - but I remind the minister he had
already paid for his zone 2 travel. The system is
designed to make a person pay twice for travelling
through zone 2. It is absolutely outrageous!
The opposition wants the minister to investigate the
bungle and respond with specific solutions to resolve
this additional component of the Metcard fiasco. This is
either another massive blunder because the design
specifications were developed without a proper
understanding of the travel patterns and needs of
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Melburnians - one could best describe that as
incompetence - or alternatively it is a design
requirement to force public transport users to pay twice
for additional zonal travel. If the latter is the case, it is a
fraudulent attempt to make people pay twice for public
transport travel- nothing short of highway robbery.
It is one or the other, Sir. The opposition seeks an
explanation from the minister as to why he has allowed
such a farcical system, which forces people to pay
twice for zonal travel, to come into existence and why
he allows it to continue. We want him to do something
constructive, to explain what is going on, and to fix the
situation.

Down Syndrome Association of Victoria Inc.
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Youth and Community
Services the property belonging to the Down Syndrome
Association of Victoria Inc. at 495 High Street,
Northcote. The association is well known as one of the
hardest working volunteer groups in this state. The
building in Northcote houses its office and
administrative centre. Some 750 families have a
member who suffers from Down syndrome. Further
assistance is sought from the department because the
association is purchasing the building it currently
occupies. To date the department has been generous.
However, I want to ensure its generosity continues
because we all know about and feel for the people who
are bringing up Down syndrome children and we want
to give them as much assistance as possible.
To date the association has received $76 000 to allow it
to pay for administrative costs and make repayments on
its loan. A couple of years ago, the association had
rent-free accommodation; now the situation has
changed and it must pay rent. As taxpayers we think
about how our taxes are spent. Nobody would begrudge
an organisation such as this being funded to continue in
the execution of its duties. In December 1976 the
department made a grant of $1 0 000 to assist with the
accommodation costs, but, as I said, a rent factor has
been fed into the equation and it is not an area that has
funding readily available to it.
I seek the minister'S urgent consideration of this matter
and ask him to take whatever steps are necessary to
relieve the minds of people such as Ms Ros Alien. the
president of the association, and all her incredibly
dedicated volunteers. They have a number of
imaginative programs and we need to ensure that the
families of the people who are suffering from Down
syndrome receive all the assistance possible so that
their plans reach fulfilment.
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Niddrie: toxic waste dump
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I ask the Minister for
Planning and Local Government to make an urgent
decision about the proposal to turn the Niddrie quarry
into a toxic dump. The quarry is only 8 kilometres from
the centre of the city. It is important that the minister
rejects the developer's proposition and takes note of the
overwhelming view of the local community and the
local council that the Niddrie quarry site not be turned
into a toxic dump. The last thing Victorians want is for
their state to be known as the toxic waste dump capital
of Australia, but that seems to be the direction we are
heading in.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A. F. PJowman)Order! The honourable member's time has expired.

Responses
Dr NAPTIIINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - The honourable member for
Mitcham raised the matter of a funding allocation for a
capital works program at the Or Stanley Cochrane
Memorial Kindergarten. I am pleased that the
honourable member recognises the government's
positive contribution in providing opportunities for
kindergartens across the state to improve their facilities.
The honourable member referred to a program I
announced in the house two weeks ago involving the
allocation of about $2.5 million for capital works for
kindergartens across Victoria. Under the program each
kindergarten, including the Or Stanley Cochrane
Memorial Kindergarten, will receive $1000 if it has
more than 10 enrolments - I understand the
kindergarten has more than 10- and it will have the
opportunity of applying for up to $ ID 000 from a pool
of $1 million for urgent capital works.
The honourable member for Mitcham asked whether an
extension oftime can be granted to enable an
application for that $10 000 to be made. I am pleased
that he recognises the success story of kindergartens
throughout the state under this government, whereby
we have record enrolments and a capital funding
program. Some 93 per cent offour-year-old Victorian
children attend kindergartens, the highest enrolment in
kindergartens on record and much higher than the
enrolment under the previous Labor government.
I refer to a letter I wrote to the secretary of the
Or Stanley Cochrane Memorial Kindergarten on

17 December 1997, a copy of which I am happy to give
the honourable member. In that letter I said I was
providing the kindergarten with an additional one-off
grant of $399 I in addition to the $2760-worth of grants
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the preschool received in 1996-97 for minor works.
Under this government the kindergarten has received
nearly $10 000 in additional capital grants. I am sure
the honourable member for Mitcham will be pleased
with that. But it has been achieved through the hard
work ofMr Ashman and Mr Atkinson in the other
place, who made strong representations on matters
affecting the kindergarten, especially when it had
problems with white ants. Also in response to their
strong representations the government has allocated
funding to the kindergarten, including the one-off grant
last December.
In response to the specific issue the honourable member

has raised, I point out that that kindergarten and others
again have an opportunity to apply for funding of up to
$10 000 as part of the million-dollar program. The time
line will enable each kindergarten to get three quotes
for the work that needs to be done. If that proves
difficult, kindergarten representatives can talk to the
local manager in the Department of Human Services.
They will need to outline the work that needs to be
done, give some idea of the costing and explain why
they have not been able to provide three quotes within
the required time. Their applications will be considered
on that basis. However, I urge the kindergarten to get
the three quotes as quickly as possible and to put in its
submission. I repeat that the kindergarten has done
extremely well with capital works grants because of the
good work of local members Bruce Atkinson and
Gerald Ashman, who represent Koonung Province in
the other place.
The honourable member for Narracan raised a matter
for the Minister for Health. In representing the Minister
for Health-Mr Batchelor intetjected.
Dr NAPTHINE -- The honourable member for
Narracan is doing an excellent job in his electorate. He
is a classic example of a local member who works hard
for his community.
The honourable member convened a meeting and
fonned a committee to examine the provision of urgent
medical care on a 24-hour basis in the Moe community.
It involved the leading medical fraternity in the area,
including the Centre for Rural Health, headed by
Professor Roger Strasser, who does an excellent job in
promoting rural health issues not just in Gippsland but
right across the state, and Or Ju\ie Thompson, the chair
of the local division of general practitioners. Those at
the meeting worked with the honourable member to
determine whether they could develop a model to
incorporate the expertise of local general practitioners
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in setting up a 24-hour service, particularly for urgent
cases needing after-hours attention.
As you would be aware, Mr Acting Speaker, in the near
future Gippsland will benefit from the opening of a
magnificent state-of-the-art hospital in the Latrobe
Valley. It is important to complement the new hospital
with a locally integrated service system.

The honourable member for Narracan and his
committee have developed a plan that will do exactly
that. It aims to build on the success of the local
community health centre by developing a facility in
conjunction with it. Urgent medical care will be
provided by local GPs on a roster basis, which they
have agreed to. The suggestion is that the ambulance
service should be co-located on the site. It will be a
first-class integrated service that will cater for the
day-to-day activities of the community health centre,
the ambulance service and the after-hours urgent
medical service.
It is a great tribute to the honourable member for
Narracan that he has been able to get the parties
together to realise the plan, which is now with the
Minister for Health for his consideration. I assure the
honourable member for Narracan that I will urge the
minister to examine the plan closely so a positive
outcome can be achieved. Given the excellent work of
the local community, led by the honourable member, I
am sure the minister will give the plan serious
consideration. This is a clear case of a local community
being well led by its local member to produce quality
outcomes for it members.
The other matter was raised by the honourable member
for Glen Waverley, who drew my attention to the
Down Syndrome Association of Victoria. As the
honourable member said, it is a first-class organisation
providing services and assistance to families with
members with Down syndrome. The association
provides advice and counselling assistance, particularly
when a child is diagnosed as having Down syndrome.
In those circumstances the parents require special care,
assistance and advice. Often the best advice about the
options and services available comes from another
family that has gone through the same experience of
dealing with the birth of a child with Down syndrome.
Clearly, the Down Syndrome Association of Victoria is
doing an excellent job in providing that sort of
fundamental community service.
As the honourable member for Glen Waverley said, the
association recently purchased a building at 495 High
Street, Northcote, for its headquarters. I had the
pleasure of opening that new facility, and I advised the
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association that in addition to the nearly $67 000 a year
the government provides for recurrent expenditure it
would also provide $10 000 a year to assist in paying
the interest on the loan the association incurred in
purchasing the building.
The honourable member for Glen Waverley suggested
that there are alternative ways of dealing with that
issue. I am pleased to respond positively to his
representations. I will be writing to the president of the
Down Syndrome Association of Victoria to say that the
government will today provide a special grant of
$40000 so the association can completely wipe off the
rest of its mortgage and own the building completely.
In addition, instead of being mean-spirited and saying,
'We are going to pay off your debts so you won't need
the extra $10 000 to meet the interest costs', we will
allow the association to keep the extra $10 000 to add
to its recurrent funding so it can expand its services to
people with Down syndrome and their families across
the state.
The honourable member for Glen Waverley should be
congratulated on his interest in the association and the
work it does. I am pleased to support him and the
association in their good work.

Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources)- The honourable member for Murray
Valley raised concerns about the continuing dry
conditions across Victoria. All honourable members
will be aware that following strong representation from
members in the Gippsland area, particularly the
honourable member for Gippsland East, we have been
successful in getting approval from the commonwealth
government for drought assistance for that area. A
range of assistance measures will be available to
farmers in that area, including social security benefits,
assistance with Austudy and a number of other
financial packages, as well as substantial support at the
state level.
We are certainly monitoring the situation in other parts
of Victoria. It is worth reinforcing the fact that inflows
into Victorian water storages over the past 12 months
have been among the lowest on record. Ten per cent of
streams have the lowest flows ever recorded and the
other 90 per cent are within the lowest 10 per cent flow
range through those systems.
The government has always taken a conservative
approach to water allocation in Victoria. For instance,
we had an opportunity to take half of the resources
from the River Murray and we did not take that up.
New South Wales takes about 1870 gigalitres out of the
River Murray, whereas Victoria takes about
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1620 gigalitres. As a result our water security is far
better than that of New South Wales. It means that in a
bad year such as we are now experiencing the amount
of water available to New South Wales will drop from
about 1870 gigalitres to 200 gigalitres.
Victoria's entitlement from the Murray system will
drop from 1620 back to the lowest possible figure of
1200. Victoria has done better than that, and estimates
that it will still be able to provide close to 100 per cent
water rights for irrigators in northern Victoria.
However, it anticipates that when the Goulburn-Murray
district is setting its allocations in August, as it has to so
farmers can plan for the season, they will probably be
below 100 per cent, but that is before the period in
which Victoria gets its highest inflows in
September-October. It is anticipated that by Christmas
Victoria will be up to 100 per cent.
New South Wales is facing the prospect of being able
to provide only 10 per cent of its water right entitlement
across the border, which will pose problems for it. That
does not in any way understate the problems Victoria
will face with the continued dry conditions and the
substantial reduction in the availability of water.
Victoria can only hope for the season to break and for
better conditions in the future.
The honourable member for Gippsland South referred
to the Thomson Dam and water supplied to the
Macalister system. The existing memorandum of
understanding is now under review. The parties to the
review are Southern Rural Water, the Department of
Natural Resources and Environment and Melbourne
Water. Terms of reference have been settled and ample
time will be allowed for full community input,
particularly from irrigators. It is vital that existing
arrangements are maintained and enhanced and that all
parties have an input to ensure that an equitable
resolution of the issue is arrived at that will see Victoria
through in the long term. I congratulate the member on
raising the issue, which is of such importance to
irrigators in his part of Victoria.
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - The
honourable member for Thomastown raised the
question of adding zones to Metcard tickets, which
affects a very small number of commuters. The matter
is currently being assessed because it has been brought
to my attention that other commuters wish to do what
the honourable member for Thomastown advised the
Dromana resident wished to do - that is, to add travel
to a zone 1 destination to a zone 2 and 3 ticket.

As I said, adding zones affects a very small number of
commuters. Nevertheless the needs of those commuters
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are important and the Department of Transport is
currently considering ways in which an add-on
component can be introduced into the system as quickly
as possible. The issue the honourable member raised is
one of which the department has been aware for some
time. It is important that honourable members
understand that currently, with the system only 75 per
cent in place, approximately 3 million trips per week
are being made in areas where Metcard is operational.
A very small number of complaints are being
forwarded to the department, and, machines being
machines, 100 per cent perfection will never be
achieved 100 per cent of the time.
Legitimate concerns that are brought to the
department's attention are pursued very quickly indeed.
As honourable members will appreciate, it is very
difficult when the department receives a raft of false
and misleading reports, either in writing or by
telephone, that waste the time of personnel who would
be better employed dealing with genuine issues of
concern.
I am always interested to know what is going on with
commuters and particularly with the honourable
member for Thomastown. I recall that he came into the
house in a high state of excitement on the night of
18 February and informed the house that the system at
Parliament station had completely collapsed and there
was absolute chaos. When the situation was
investigated, it was discovered that just 10 minutes
before the honourable member for Thornastown
fortuitously arrived at Parliament station at about
9.00 p.m. - on a sitting night - the Parliament station
machines had been vandalised!
During an interview on 3LO on 23 March the
honourable member for Thomastown said that he had
been at Victoria Park railway station that morning and
that the automatic ticketing machines were not
working. That was an interesting comment, because at
7.32 that morning, just before the honourable member
turned up at the station, the machine was vandalised. If
that happens once it may be coincidental; but if it
occurs a second time it is suspicious - you had better
not have a third time! Three times means the
honourable member is a loser. The honourable member
is apparently following the vandaliser around
Melbourne. I do not know ifhe is a mate of the
honourable member or whether the honourable member
knows him, but it seems to be coincidental.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A. F. Plowman)Order! I caution the minister about possible imputations
against an honourable member.
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Mr COOPER - I will not plead guilty to that. The
honourable member for Thomastown has raised
numerous complaints about the ticketing system. He
has raised them here, there and everywhere. One would
think that by now the honourable member would be an
expert on automatic ticketing machines. He says it is a
rotten system and that everything is going wrong. The
honourable member was interviewed, again on 3LO, on
16 March and was asked what he would do if he were
the Minister for Transport. Guess what, the honourable
member said. 'I would review the contract and
reintroduce daily tickets on trams'. The honourable
member says that everything is wrong with the system,
but that was the only thing he could think of to fix it up.
The honourable member knows that commuters using
Metcard make 3 million trips each day and that the vast
majority - well over 99 per cent - of trips are carried
out without any difficulties. The honourable member
would have us believe there has been a collapse in
revenue, but that is not true because revenue has
increased. There is a difference between truth and
reality on the one hand and the lies the honourable
member tells on the other. The honourable member lies
all the time.

Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the Minister for Transport is obviously rabid. I
ask him to withdraw that remark
Mr COOPER - I did not call the honourable
member a liar, I said that he lied. Nevertheless, I
withdraw the comment. Truth is a defence, and
everyone knows what the truth is. I ask the honourable
member to oblige Ms Wilson ofCarrum Downs, who
wrote a letter to a local paper in February saying that
she had inadvertently purchased an off-peak ticket on a
Saturday at Seaford railway station. Off-peak tickets are
not valid on weekends but she said she did not know
that. She claimed she attempted to get a refimd but was
not able to do so. She then turned to the person she
thought would give her the most assistance - the
honourable member for Thomastown. She said that she
sent the ticket to the honourable member. We have
been waiting for the honourable member for
Thomastown to return the ticket.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A. F. Plowman)Order! Much as the house is enjoying this explanation,
I do not believe it responds to the issue raised.
Mr COOPER - We are dealing with an automatic
ticketing issue. The honourable member for
Thomastown raised the matter. Ifhe has Ms Wilson's
ticket, which he claims he has, we would like it back so
we can give Ms Wilson a refund. If he has not got the
ticket he should stand up and tell us so.
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Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - The
honourable member for Ivanhoe raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Housing about an
extension in a public housing property at 98 Altona
Street. He indicated that while there was some
appreciation of the improvements to the kitchen area,
the intrusion as a consequence of developments had
caused concern. I will take up that matter with the
Minister for Housing. I have no doubt that in her
normal caring and thoughtful fashion she will deliver
an appropriate response to the honourable member.
The honourable member for Van Yean rose to attack
yet again another member of the house - in this case,
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. It is
interesting that every time the honourable member rises
to his feet in the house his colleagues on the other side
cringe because they always wonder what is going to
happen next.
Mr Haermeyer - On a point of order. Mr Acting
Speaker, it has often been ruled that a minister at the
table, when replying to a matter that has been raised for
the attention of another minister, is able to give as much
of a response as is necessary for him to ascertain he has
rightly understood the matter but not to actually give
the response on behalf of the minister. I can understand
that the minister sees himself as the future Premier, but
the issue was raised for the attention of the Premier, not
the Minister for Education.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A. F. Plowman)Order! There is no point of order. The minister is
responding, and I do not believe he is out of order.
Mr GUDE - That is another example of the glass
jaw of the honourable member for Van Yean. The
honourable member is attacking a police minister who
has presided over the lowest crime rate in this state;
who has presided over the lowest level of road deaths
and road trauma in this state. He has done an absolutely
superb job in both those areas, ensuring that Victorians
now live in a better protected society. The minister has
also presided over massive improvements in
technology in the police and emergency services
portfolio in recent times, and he has been responsible
for a major infusion of capital works programs to fix
police stations that were allowed to fall into terrible
disrepair - as indeed was the school system --under a
decade of mal administration by the Labor Party.
I give as an example of the minister's commitment the
$30-million police station at Ballarat. The Premier, like
all members on this side of the house, would want to
commend the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services for the tremendous job he is doing, and he is
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not likely to take too much notice, if indeed any, of the
honourable member for Yan Yean.
The honourable member for Niddrie raised for the
attention of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government a proposed toxic waste dump in Niddrie.
In the first instance I am surprised the honourable
member is even aware of anything that goes on in his
electorate as he does not live in the area. I can only
suggest that the Minister for Planning and Local
Government is likely to give the honourable member
the decision he deserves.
The honourable member for Bentleigh referred to an
article that appeared in the Southern Cross newspaper
some time ago. The article asserted that students were
being taught in corridors, that only something like $500
in maintenance funding had been spent on the school
and that it was in general disrepair. I understand that the
school has received $423 409 since 1993-94 - which
of course is far in excess of the $500 reported in the
Southern Cross! It is disappointing that the journalist
concerned, Simon Johanson, did not check his figures
with the department.
I am also informed that 69 children are being taught in
an open-plan classroom by three teachers in a
team-teaching situation. The newspaper article referred
to the open-plan classroom as a corridor, but the
classroom has been extended to take advantage of the
corridor area. That sort of thing did not occur under the
previous administration. It provides a far healthier and
mure accessible class environment, enabling teachers to
deliver quality outcomes. In the circumstances I enjoin
the newspaper, and in particular the journalist
concerned, to give more consideration to the facts
instead of portraying the story so irresponsibly. Local
parents who do not have children at the school may
form the view, after reading the article, that the school
is not providing a good working environment, when
indeed the exact opposite is the case.
I commend the member for Bentleigh on the
tremendous job she does in her schools and throughout
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the broader electorate. Her constituents are fortunate to
have a local member with such a strong background in
and commitment to education who can keep an eye on
what is taking place.
The honourable member for Pascoe Vale raised for my
attention designated school bus zones, particularly
those used by disabled students at the GlenalIen school.
J inform the honourable member that three cases from
that area have been drawn to my attention by the
honourable member for Cranboume who, as with the
honourable member for Bentleigh, is very active in his
community, and in particular in his local schools.

Mr Haermeyer inteIjected.
Mr GUDE - In his usual parroting fashion the
honourable member for Yan Yean asks why the
honourable member for Cranboume did not raise it in
the house. He raised it with me in the normal fashion,
both in writing and verbally. In other words, he took it
up with the department. I am advised that a solution has
already been reached for the parents and the student
concerned and that the regional office is working with
the other two families to seek the best-quality solution
for those students. It is also worth observing that the
Glenallen program is now available at the Nepean
school. As a result, we will see increasing numbers of
parents taking advantage of the program in another
setting.
Rather than bleating on the adjournment debate, which
some members seem to think appropriate, the way to go
is to undertake constructive, thorough and thoughtful
hard work at a local level to deal with the families
concerned, the schools affected and the regional office.
I commend the honourable member for Cranbourne for
his tremendous efforts.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 5.20 p.m. until Tuesday, 21 April.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper ofthe Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalfof the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio ofthe minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 7 April 1998
Industry, Science and Technology: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
7.

MR LONEY - To ask the Honourable the Minister for Education, for the Honourable the Minister for
Industry, Science and Technology, whether he will provide the details of all Minister-made and/or
Ministerially-approved appointments to Boards, Commissions, Committees or similar in the Greater
Geelong area since October 3 1992, indicating: - (a) the expression of interest process, and selection
process that was used; (b) the terms of appointment; (c) any remuneration applicable; (d) when the positions
became subject to remuneration; and (e) what changes have been made to the level of remuneration.

ANSWER:

I am advised by my Department that there were no such appointments for the period in question.

Finance: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
10.

MR LONEY - To ask the Honourable the Treasurer, for the Honourable the Minister for Finance, whether
he will provide the details of all Minister-made and/or Ministerially-approved appointments to Boards,
Commissions, Committees or similar in the Greater Geelong area since October 3 1992, indicating: - (a)
the expression of interest process, and selection process that was used; (b) the terms of appointment; (c) any
remuneration applicable; (d) when the positions became subject to remuneration; and (e) what changes have
been made to the level of remuneration.

ANSWER:

There have not been any Minister-made and/or Ministerially approved appointments to Boards, Commissions,
Committees or similar in the Greater Geelong area in my capacity as Minister for Finance from 1995.

Gaming: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
11.

MR LONEY - To ask the Honourable the Treasurer, for the Honourable the Minister for Gaming, whether
he will provide the details of all Minister-made and/or Ministerially-approved appointments to Boards,
Commissions, Committees or similar in the Greater Geelong area since October 3 1992, indicating: - (a)
the expression of interest process, and selection process that was used; (b) the terms of appointment; (c) any
remuneration applicable; (d) when the positions became subject to remuneration; and (e) what changes have
been made to the level of remuneration.

ANSWER:

There have not been any Minister-made and/or Ministerially approved appointments to Boards, Commissions,
Committees or similar in the Greater Geelong area since October 3 1992 in my capacity as Minister for Gaming.
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Tertiary Education and Training: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
18.

To ask the Honourable the Minister for Tertiary Education and Training, whether he will
provide the details of all Minister-made and/or Ministerially-approved appointments to Boards,
Commissions, Committees or similar in the Greater Geelong area since October 3 1992, indicating: - (a)
the expression of interest process, and selection process that was used; (b) the terms of appointment; (c) any
remuneration applicable; (cl) when the positions became subject to remuneration; and (e) what changes have
been made to the level of remuneration.
MR LOl'l"'EY -

ANSWER:

I am informed as follows:
Since 3 October 1992, my predecessor and I made appointments to the Council of the Deakin University, the
Council of the Gordon Institute ofTAFE (and its predecessor the Gordon Technical College) and the Barwon
South Western Regional Council of Adult, Community and Further Education. My predecessor also recommended
to the Governor in Council the appointment of members to the Council of the Deakin University. In March 1993,
my predecessor also recommended to the Governor in Council the appointment of members to the former Council
of the Gordon Technical College.
Appointments were made in accordance with, and for terms prescribed by the relevant legislation. Expressions of
interest were sought from persons qualified for appointment.
To provide details to individual appointments would require the diversion of Departmental resources from priority
work at substantial cost.
Appointments to the bodies mentioned above do not carry remuneration.
In responding to the question, I have taken "Greater Geelong area" to mean Greater Geelong City.

Attorney-General: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
28.

To ask the Honourable the Attorney-General, whether she will provide the details of all
Minister-made and/or Ministerially-approved appointments to Boards, Commissions, Committees or similar
in the Greater Geelong area since October 3 1992, indicating: - (a) the expression of interest process, and
selection process that was used; (b) the tenns of appointment; (c) any remuneration applicable; (cl) when the
positions became subject to remuneration; and (e) what changes have been made to the level of
remuneration.
MR LONEY -

ANSWER:

I am informed that the information available in response to the Honourable Member's question is:
I am advised that, as far as can be ascertained from readily available information, there have been no Ministerial or
Ministerially made appointments to Boards, Commissions and Committees in the Greater Geelong area in my
portfolio, since 3 October 1992.
All judicial and quasi-judicial bodies operate on a Statewide basis and are not specific to Geelong or any other
geographical or regional area.
In responding to this question, I have taken the Greater Geelong area to refer to the City of Greater Geelong.

Fair Trading: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
29.

MR LONEY - To ask the Honourable the Minister for Fair Trading, whether she will provide the details
of all Minister-made and/or Ministerially-approved appointments to Boards, Commissions, Committees or
similar in the Greater Geelong area since October 3 1992, indicating: - (a) the expression of interest
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process, and selection process that was used; (b) the tenns of appointment; (c) any remuneration applicable;
(d) when the positions became subject to remuneration; and (e) what changes have been made to the level of
remuneration.

ANSWER:
I am infonned that the information available in response to the Honourable Member's question is:
I am advised that, as far as can be ascertained from readily available information, there have been no Ministerial or
Ministerially made appointments to Boards, Commissions and Comminees in the Greater Geelong area in my
portfolio, since 3 October 1992.
All judicial and quasi-judicial bodies operate on a Statewide basis and are not specific to Geelong or any other
geographical or regional area.

In responding to this question, I have taken the Greater Geelong area to refer to the City of Greater Geelong.

Women's Affairs: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
30.

MR LONEY - To ask the Honourable the Minister for Women's Affairs, whether she will provide the
details of all Minister-made andlor Ministerially-approved appointments to Boards, Commissions,
Comminees or similar in the Greater Geelong area since October 3 1992, indicating: - (a) the expression of
interest process, and selection process that was used; (b) the terms of appointment; (c) any remuneration
applicable; (d) when the positions became subject to remuneration; and (e) what changes have been made to
the level of remuneration.

ANSWER:
I am infonned that the information available in response to the Honourable Member's question is:
I am advised that, as far as can be ascertained from readily available information, there have been no Ministerial or
Ministerially made appointments to Boards, Commissions and Comminees in the Greater Geelong area in my
portfolio, since 3 October 1992.
All judicial and quasi-judicial bodies operate on a Statewide basis and are not specific to Geelong or any other
geographical or regional area.
In responding to this question, I have taken the Greater Geelong area to refer to the City of Greater Geelong.
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w~te

water, q 1258

Arts
Attendances, q 369
Comedy Festival perfonnance, 1073

SUBJECTS

Audit Victoria
Board appointments, q 743

Iq = question without notice I

A

Auditor-General
Hospitals: special report no. 56, 1679
Independence, q 22, q 1806
Public transport: special report no. 57, q 1805

AAA credit rating, q 1088
Auditor-General's Office
Abalone poachen
Apprehension, 1326, 1328
Aboriginal Lands Act
Review, q 1001
Aboriginals
Community development, q 34

Financial audit, 1426
Performance audit, 1426
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee report, 1265
Audrey Brooks Preschool, 855, 859
Austin and Repatriation Medical Centre, q 657, q 1706
Australasian Public Sector Games, q 573

Goumditch-Mara community, 106, 108, 510, 511
Grampians, q 1892
Melbourne Dreaming. The, q 574

Native title claims. 106, 108
Regional history, q 1892

Australian Football League
Good Friday matches, 1063
Grand final relocation, 25, 28
Waverley Park closure. \323, 1328
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Australian Labor Party

Bone marrow donor registry, 631

Branch stacking, 623, 626, 1075, q 1190
Tullamarine electorate, 1064

Bonlac Foods
Damum plant. q 540

Australian Univenlty Games, q 885
Border anomalies
Automatic ticketing (See Public transport)

B

Psychiatric services, 212, 220
Bridges
Goulbum River, 1773, 1780
Macedon Street, Sunbury, 556, 563

Baltan
School buses, 852, 857
Ballarat

Pykes Creek Reservoir, 1156, 1158
Rivet" Murray, 423, 428, 1522, 1525
Brunswick Secondary College, 1774, 1779

Heritage rail precinct, 1908, 1913
School buses, 852, 857

Budget
Education and health, q 335

Ballarat. City of
Land titles tendering process, q 4
Ballarat Begonia Festival, 301, 304

Social initiatives, q 1090
Tricontinental Corporation Ltd, q 1707
Unemployment forecast, q 1087
(See also appropriation bills under BILLS)

Ballarat Tramway Museum, 714, 718
Bambra--Balaclava road intersection, Caulfield
Traffic lights, 1773, 1780

Building industry
Performance, q 164, q 1805
Site toilets, 425, 430
Statistics, q 1091

Banks
Branch closures, 576, 712, 718
Barwon Health Network,431

Bulla Hill railway, 25, 29
Bundalong
Natural gas, 1673, 1675

Beach Road

Traffic volume, 27, 29
Beaumaris
Planning policies, 156, 158

Buses
Metropolitan services, q 8
Momington Peninsula, 506, 513
Nighttider, q 1708

Beeac Swamp Reserve, 851, 856

Refonns,q 8
Route no. 704, 1673, 1676

Belgrave shopping centre, 1864, 1866

Rowville-Glen Waverley, 509, 513
Southland shopping centre, 424, 428

Bendigo
Road funding, 509, 513
Bendlgo Health Care Group, 107, 110, 1153, 1158
Berry Street Home, Traralgon, 1007

(See also Public transport)

Bushfires
1997-98 season, q 1891
CF A safety initiative, q 660
Dandenong Ranges, 1776, 1780

Berwick Primary School, 1264

Best Wool 2010 program, q 967
Bingo
Volunteers, 1006
Black Rock Primary School, 1861, 1865
BLF Custodian
Report, 167

East Gippsland, q 372
Operation Bushfire Blitz, q 337
Trentham-Spring Hill, q 571
Business migrants, 108, I11
Business of the house (See Parliament)
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c

Computers (See Information technology)
Constitutional convention

Calder Highway

Melbourne, q 2

Duplication. 1324. 1328
Corrections, former Office of
Cambodian Association of Victoria, 1869
Cars
Fog lights. 107. 109
Casino
Bidding process. q 1255. q 1256, q 1258, q 1259. q 1355. q 1356,
q 1358,q 1449.q 1451,q 1452,q 1550,q 1890
(See also Crown Casino and Gaming)
Catchment management authorities
Establishment, q I 708
Funding. 853, 860

Misuse of funds, 1908, 1912
Corrigan. Mr Chris. 1065. 1070
(See also Ports)
Country Fire Authority
1997-98 bushfire season. q 1891
Fire safety initiative, q 660
County Court judges
Report, 1905
Cousins, Mr Geoffrey (See Crown Casino)

Levies, 1421, 1424
West Gippsland, 853. 860.1421. 1424, 1425
(See also Water industry and individual water authority names)
Catholic schools

Craigieburn
School buses, 1154, 1 158
Credit cards

Funding, 1326, 1328, 1906, 1913

Attorney-General, q 33. q 34

(See also Schools and colleges)

Minister for Agriculture and Resources, 1080
Minister for Finance, q 338

Caulfield

M inister for Police and Emergency Services, q 31, q 1005

Bambra-Balaclava road intersection, 1773, 1780

Minister for Rural Development, q 34

Police station resources, 107. 109

Ministers. q 139, q 743, q 744, q 746

Chain letters. 1911. 1914

M useum Victoria.. 448, q 540, q 570. q 571, q 572, q 745
National Gallery director, q 1891

Child care
Regulations, 625, 628
Children

Premier. q 249, q 250, q 746. q 1188
Treasurer. q 1808
Crime

Family violence, q 1257

Rate, q 35

Sexual offenders, 1863, 1865

(See also Family violence and Police)

(See also Family services)

Cigarette lighters
Regulations, q I 192

Crown Casino
Government concessions, q 137
Licence conditions, q 1
Management, q 805, q 807, q 808

City Circle tram service, q 166
City Link
Tolls, 1423, 1424
Western link, 1575, 1579
(See also Roads)
Coatesville Primary School. 985, 993

Parliamentary questions. q 1804, q 1805
Property trust, q 336, 360, 366, q 655
Second hotel tower, 359, 366
Tax concessions, q 3, 358, 366
(See also Casino and Gaming)
Croydon
Police patrols, 1421,1424

Coli ban Water

CSR (See Toxic waste and Planning)

Wedderburn scheme, 713, 717
Comedy Festival
Performance, 1073
Commonwealth specific purpose grants, q 1704

CSR Timber Products
Closure. 300, 303
Government assistance, q 165, 247
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(to)

Cyclists

E

Insurance. 1865. 1866
Road laws, 852. 860

Eaglemont

D

Lower Heidelberg Road crossing. 1241. 1245
Early Choices program. q 1360

Dairy industry
Brand names, 153, 158

Early intervention services
Prahran. 711. 719

Deregulation, 1325, 1329. q 1451
Early parenting program. 1522. 1525
Dandenong Ranges
Fire prevention, 152, 157, 1776. 1780
Skyhigh licensed restaurant, 1863, 1865
Dental services
Regulation, 9, 221, 1600, 1679. 1781

East Doncaster
Public housing. 1672, 1675
East Geelong
Public telephone, 576

Diamond Creek Primary School, 1574, 1579

East Gippsland (See Gippsland)

Diamond Creek Road, Greensborough

Eastern Freeway

School crossing. 1524. 1526
Directon Talent Libraries. 854, 859

Extension. 855. 859
Eastern suburbs
Hospital services, 1863, 1865

Disability services
Disabled students, q 1454

Down Syndrome Association of Victoria Inc., 988. 990
Easy Going package, q 575
Integration aides. 1420, 1424
Kew Residential Services, q 1189
Loddon-Mallee region. 507,512
Mentone housing, 1420, 1424
Recreation Activities for Integration Development, 929. 934
Special school buses, 987, 993
Distinguished visiton (See Parliament)

Docos Building Contracton
School contracts, 1775, 1780

Easy Going package, q 575
Echuca Primary School. 1909, 1913
Economic Development CommIttee
Business migration report. 1781
Education
Funding, q 339, 376, 1086, q 1089

Programs, q 5
State system, I 0, 650
(See also Catholic schools. Preschools. Schools and colleges.
School principals, T AFE. Teachen. Tertiary education and
training, Univenities and individual school and college
names)
Education Line, 213, 217

Mornington Peninsula National Park, 1524, 1526
Tubbut-Bendoc area, 1574, 1578

EFTPOS
Taxi machines, 1671, 1675

Down Syndrome Association of Victoria Inc., 988. 990
Electricity industry
Drought
Rural Victoria, 986, 990
Drugs
Education funding, 555, 563

Winter power bonus. q 3
Elsternwick
Footbridge, 712, 718
Endeavour Hills

Sale rehabilitation centre, 1324, 1328
Turning the Tide program, q 163,555,563,864

Police station. 1527
Enfield forest

Management strategy report. 510, 511
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(Il)

Foreshore management

Environment
Mordialloc Creek and Heatherton dram. 1419. 1424

Height limits. 155. 158

Northern Pacific seastar. 299, 306, 930. 933

Rosebud. 1775. 1780

(See also Toxic waste)

West Rosebud-Tootgarook. 715

Environment and Natural Resources Committee

Forest industry
Ballarat East electorate, 300, 303

Weeds in Victoria report, 1869

Central Highlands regional agreement. q 811
Environment Protection Authority
Zeroing in on Waste strategy. 1241. 1246, 1421, 1424, 1521,
1525, 1576, 1579
Essendon and District Memorial Hospital, 631, 1781

CSR Timber Products. q 165.247.300.303.
East Gippsland, q 373
Enfield forest management strategy report, 510, 51 I
Initiatives, q 141
Frankston

European wasps, 362, 366

Safer Cities and Shires program, 1423, 1424
Exports

Frankston Freeway

Fann produce, q 1705

Upgrade. 800, 802

Food,q 540
Super Alloy Technologies Pty Ltd, q 1889

Freeways (See Roads and individual freeway names)

F
Fair trading
Chain letters, 1911, 1914

G
Gaming
Albion Tabcorp agency, 303, 308

Cigarette lighter regulations, q 1192

Bingo volunteers. 1006

Directors Talent Libraries, 854, 859

Casino bidding process, q 1255, q 1256, q 1258, q 1259, q 1355,
q 1356,q 1358,q 1449,q 1451,q 1452,q 1550,q 1890

M and R Couriers. 626. 629

Problem gambling education program. q 808
Family services

Productivity Commission inquiry, q 1548

Early Choices program, q 1360

Sports betting inquiry, 211,220. 1573, 1578

Early parenting program, 1522, 1525

(See also Casino and Crown Casino)

Parent support funding, 798. 802
Family violence

Gates, Mr Bill (See Information technology)
Gaylard, Mr Jeremy, q 163

Women and children. q 1257
Geelong
Federal Court
Sexual assault service, 854, 860
Docks dispute decision, q 1002
Gippsland
Federal-State Relations Committee
Multilateral Agreement on Investment report, 1265
Fire (See Bushfires)

Early parentmg program, 1522, 1525
Farm produce exports, q 1705
Fire rehabilitation plan, q 372
Ground water supply, 928, 933

Firearms
Registration, 213, 215
UnifollTl laws, q 369, q 569, q 654, 721, 800, 802, 1061

Helimed service, 106, 110, 1265, 1331, 1425, 1527, 1600
lJIegallogging, q 373
Irrigation water, 26, 29
Longwarry gateway project, 157, 158

Fishing industry

Macalister irrigation agreement, 987, 991

Abalone poachers, 1326, 1328

Water shortages, 713, 718

Government policy, q 655

West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority, 853, 860,
1421, 1424, 1425

Food industry
Exports, q 540
Farm produce, q 1705
Food for Growth strategy, 1773, 1776

Gladstone Gardens, Windsor
Public housing, 1576, 1579
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Gladstone Park Primary School, 624, 628

Guns (See Firearms)

Glen Eira, City of

H

Community forum, 422, 426
Glen Waverley

Hampton Park Secondary College, 622, 628

Mountain View Hotel, 1869

HQlfSlUd
Glenelg, Shire of

Accuracy, 461,469, 1553, 1565

Goumditch-Mara community, 106, 108, 510, 51 I
Harness Racing Board
Glenelg Highway
Delacombe crossing, 932, 935
Golden Point Primary School, 506, 512

Audit, 1907, 1911
Computer contract, 555, 563
Initiatives, q 33
Treasurer. 555, 563, q 656

Golden Square Primary School, 1675, 1676
Gordon
Natural gas, 812

Health
Barwon Health Network, 431
Bendigo Health Care Group, 1153, 1158
Bone marrow donor registry, 63 I

Goulburn River bridge, 1773, 1780
Goulburn Valley
Albanian orchardists, 931,935
Goulburn-Murray irrigation district, 625, 628

Building site toilets, 425, 430
Commonwealth-state agreement, q 806
Funding, q 335
Hepatitis B immunisation program, 714, 719
Influenza vaccine, 1055, 1059
Late--term abortions, 30 I , 308

Gournditch-Mara community, 106, 108, 510, 511
Governor's speech

Medicare agreement, q 569
Moe urgent care centre, 985, 989
Multiple chemical sensitivity, 1153, 1158

Address-in-reply 14,80,114, 142, 167,253,312,339,405,493,
515,542,551,607,849, 1050, 1894
Graffiti

Heath Heights Pty Ltd, 624, 627
Heathertondrain, 1419, 1424

Removal, 211, 215
Heidelberg
Grampians

Police stations, 1525, 1526

Aboriginal history, q 1892
Heidelberg Heights
Greater Geelong, City of

Public housing, 984, 992

Elections. q 744
Helimed service
Greensborough and Rosanna roads

Gippsland, 106, 110, 1265, 1331,1425,1527,1600

Traffic, 422. 428
Hepatitis B
Greensborough Highway
Immunisation program, 714, 719
Noise barriers, 1674, 1676
High Street, Doncaster
Grievances, 431. 1061
Speed limits, 1523, 1526
Ground water (See Water industry)
Group 4 Securitas Pty Ltd (See Port Phillip Prison)
Grovedale West Primary School. 1775, 1780
Gunnamatta Surf Lifesaving Club
Facilities, 300, 308

Highways (See Roads and individual highway names)
HMAS Lonsdale site
High-rise development, 507, 512
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Holland. Mr Tony (See Port Phillip Prison)
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Schools, q 6, q 338, 362, 367. q 372
(See also Multimedia)

Holy Trinity Cathedral, Wangaratta. 1153, 1156
Intergraph
Home and community care program

Aged care. 622. 627

Ambulance contract, 439, q 456, q 457, q 458, q 1261
Ministerial adviser. q 1893
Test calls. q 1359

Horticulture

Investment

Waste water, q 1258
(See also Food industry)

Government facilitation. q 31

Hospitals

Irrigation (See Water industry)

Auditor-General's report. 1679
Cash reserves, 660

J

Eastern suburbs, 1863. 1865
Employment, q 1597

Junior t-andcare, q 1598

Funding, q 569, q 806, q 1595
Privatisation, 114

Juvenile justice facilities, q 374

(See also Health and individual hospital names)

K

Housing

Building programs, q 747
Kensington

East Doncaster, 1672, 1675
Gladstone Gardens, Windsor, 1576. 1579
Heide\berg Heights, 984, 992
High-rise tower demolition, 363, 364
Kensington high-rise tower, q 375

High-rise tower, q 375
Kerr. Mr John (See Intergraph)
Kew Residential Services, q I 189

Mentone, 1420, 1424
Killester Girls Secondary College. 27. 29

Moe, 510, 511
Nelson Heights, Williamstown, 300, 308
Olympic Village, West Heidelberg, 558, 562, 1422, 1424

Kingston. City of

Cheltenham business, 361, 367

Reform package, 311
Rent increases, 1082, 1156, 1157. 1160. 1241, 1244, 1265

Shcpparton, 360, 363

Kosciuszko National Park

Fees, 1154, 1157

Transitional initiative, q 886
Wcndouree West, 1243, 1245

L

W(xlonga, q 1599
(Sce also Planning)

Lakes Entrance Surf Lifesavlng Club
Housing Week, q 164

Facilities, 155, ! 59

I

Land Channel

Website, q 1261
Immigration

Levels, q 336
Immunisation (See Health)
Industry Commission (See Productivity Commission)
Influenza vaccine. 1055, 1059

Land Conservation Council

Marine and coastal special investigation, 937
Land titles

Tendering process, q 4
Lang Corporation

Executives, 1065, 1070
Information technology

Computers: school subsidies. q 338,362,367, q 372
Knowledge-based industries, q 370
Police computer network. q 539

Lara

Rail crossing boom gates, 214, 215
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Latrobe Secondary College, 1775, 1780

Maritime Workers Union of Australia (See Ports)

Latrobe Valley

Medicare agreement. q 569

Water levies, 424, 430

Melbourne, port of

Learning assessment project, q 1551

Competition, 153, 158, q 1002
Police presence, 1243, 1245

(See also Education)

Security guards, q 886

Local government
Accounting standards, 359, 366

Webb Dock dispute, q 7, q 141, q 882, q 886, q 962, q 999,
q lOOO.q 1002. 1061, 1068. 1074, 1084. 1243, 1245.q 1889

CEO briefings, 422, 426
Melbourne Convention. q 2

Elections, q 744

Rates, q 1596

Melbourne Dreaming. The, q 574

Safer Cities and Shires program, q 812
(See also Planning and individual city and shire council names)

Lockwood Primary School, 1324, 1328

Melbourne Water
Gippsland irrigators, 26, 29
Members

Loddon-Mallee

Clayton: branch stacking, 1075

Disability funding, 507, 512

Electorate staff: probity checks, 1862, 1865

Longwarry gateway project, 157, 158

Gippsland West: parliamentary resources. 1774, 1779
Mitcham: election. I

Lower Heidelberg Road. Eaglemont
Pedestrian crossing, 1241, 1245
Lynton Place-Fern tree Gully Road intersection, Scoresby
Traffic congestion, 799, 802

Mordialloc: notice of motion. 1600
(See also Ministers and Personal explanations)

Mental health
Royal Part facilities, 1152, 1158
(See also Disability services and Psychiatric services)

M
MSOFreeway
Landscaping, 1058, 1059
M and R Couriers 626, 629

Mentone Body Corporate Management, 1674, 1676
Mercy Hospital for Women, q 370
Met Bus
Sale, q 963

Macalister irrigation agreement, 987, 991

Metcard (See Public transport)

Macedon Street bridge, Sunbury, 556, 563

Metropolitan Ambulance Service (See Intergraph)

Magistrates, Council of

Mickleham Road, West meadows

Report, 1905
Magistrates Court
Prahran, q 1358

Traffic volume, 108, II1
Microsoft (See Information technology)
Middap, Mr Gregory, 1324, 1326, 1328

Sexual assault victim, 454
Maribyrnong
Flood-prone land, 1577, 1579
Marine and coastal special investigation, 937
Marine and Freshwater Resources Institute (See Fishing
industry)
Marine Discovery Centre, Queenscliff
Funding, 1772, 1780

Migration
Humanitarian program. 336
Military flying school, Sale, 154, 158
Ministerial advisers
Probity checks, 1862, 1865
Ministers
Agriculture and Resources
absence. 31
credit cards. I 080
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Attorney-General
absence. 743

Momington Peninsula National Park
Dogs. 1524, 1526

credit cards. q 33, q 34
Conservation and Land Management
absence. 31
chief of staff, q 1893

Mortlake
Reticulated sewerage system. 515
Morwell

Corrections: conduct. 937
Credit cards. q 139. q 743. q 744, q 746. q 809
Education
absence, 1188

Pedestrian rail crossing. 1523, 1526
Motorcycle Riden Association of Australia
Annum toy run. 426. 429

comments on school principals, 623. 629
Finance: credit cards, q 338
Housing: absence, 962
Planning and Local Government: absence, 31

Motorcycles
Licensing. 558. 563
Motorised scooten

Police and Emergency Services
absence, 962
conduct, 937, 986,992
credit cards. q 31, q 1005

Classification. 856. 859
Mount Egerton
Natural gas. 812

retirement,q 161,q 162
Rural Development: credit cards, q 34
Rural Victoria, 1698

Mountain View Hotel, Glen Waverley. 1869
Mullumbimby couch. 929, 933

Sport: absence, 962
Tertiary Education and Training: absence, 1188, 1548
Transport: absence, 1188
Treasurer

Multicultural affain
Albanian orchardists, 931,935
ALP branch stacking. 623, 626, q 1190

absence, 31, 162, 538. 1548

Cambodian Association of Victoria, 1869

credit card. q 1808

Fire safety initiative, q 660

Mitcham

Multilateral Agreement on Investment, q I 193. 1265

Neighbourhood house, 1776. 1778
Street Life program. 800. 802
Moe

Multimedia
Investment, q 1357

Land Channel Website, q 1261

RSL housing, 510. 51 I

Semiconductor industry, q 1357

Urgent care centre, 985, 989

(See also Information technology)

Moira, Shire of

Multiple chemical sensitivity, 1153, 1158

Accounting standards, 359, 366
Murrayville
Moorabbin Airport

Ground water reserves. 712, 716,1673,1675

Traffic, 104. 109
Murtoa
Mordialloc Creek, 1419, 1424, 1909, 1913
Mordialloc Main Drain
Proposed name change, 1909, 1913
Moreland, City of
Home and community care funding, 622. 627
Momington Peninsula
Resource and information centre, 1243, 1245
Momington Peninsula, Shire of
Administration, 421,426
Bus trial, 506, 513

Stick shed, 937
Museum of Victoria
Construction costs, 928, 936
Future, 797, 802
Museum Victoria
Audit report, 862
Credit cards. 448, q 540. q 570, q 571. q 572. q 745
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N

Nillumbik, Shire of
Chief executive officer. 425, 427

National Air and Space Museum of Australia, 423,430
National Bus Company (See Buses)

Inquiry, 853, 856
North Grampians. Shire of
Elections, q 744

National competition policy
Northern Pacific seastar, 299, 306. 930, 933
Dairy industry, q 1451
Effects, 437
National Crime Authority
Federal parliamentary comminee report, q 810
National Farmers Federation
Broadcast, 714, 719
(See also Ports)

Nunawading school crossing, 508. 513
Nurses
Employment, q 1090
(See also Aged care and Hospitals)

Nursing mothers
Discrimination, q 807, 938, q 1552

National firearms code (See Firearms)

o

National Gallery of Victoria
Director: credit card, q 1891
Water wall, 221
National Heritage Trust
Assessment panel appointment, q 163
National parks (See individual park names)
Native title
Goumditch-Mara claim, 106, 108

Old Calder Highway-Bonfield Street intersection, Keilor. 215
Olympic Village. West Heidelberg
Public housing, 558, 562, 1422, 1424
One Nation
Preferences, q 1593
OOCL (See Ports)
Operation Bushfire Blitz, q 337

Natural gas
Overseas students, q 459
Bundaiong, 1673, 1675
Gordon and Mount Egerton, 812

p

Natural Resources and Environment, Department of
1997-98 bushfire season, q 1891
Dandenong Ranges land, 152, 157

East Gippsland logging, q 373

P and 0 (See Ports)
Parent services (See Family services)

Neerim Crossover Primary School, 556, 560, 797, 802

Parks (See individual park names)

Neighbourhood hooses

Parks Victoria

Mitcham, 1776, 1778
NeI!IOI1 Heights, Williamstown
Public housing, 300, 308
Nepean Highway
South land redevelopment, 1327, 1328

Dandenong Ranges restaurant, 1863, 1865
Parkville Youth Residential Unit, 1909, 1914
Parliament
Business of the house
division lists, 79, 152
grievances, 79

Niddrie
Toxic waste dump, 989, 993, 1774, 1777
Nightlink tram service, q 166

postponement, 761
privilege. 17(1)
proclamations fixing operative dates, 23
program.377,577,814, 1016, 1266, 1602

Nightrider bus service, q 1708

reasoned amendments, 1262
sessional orders, 20, 37
televising and broadcasting of proceedings, I, 22, 24, 61, 114
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Chainnen of committees: temporary. 19

Police

DIstinguished visitors. 137.654, 744, 809. 1087, 1623. 1889

Ballarat information technology contract, q 81 I

House Committee: membership, 23

Boronia station. 1242. 1245

Library Committee: membership, 23

Computer network. q 539

Opening of session. I

Cranbourne vehicle. 1577, 1579

Privileges Committee: membership, 23

Croydon patrols. 1421. 1424

Publications: privilege, 1709

Endeavour Hills station. 1527

Staff retirements. 1906

Federal MP: statutory declaration. 1907. 1912

Standing Orders Committee: membership, 23

FemtreeGully incident, 1910. 1913

Temporary relief in chair. 20

Funding. 1864. 1866

(See also Rulings by the Chair)

Heidelberg stations, 1525, 1526

Parliament House

Fundraising activities, 213
Parliamentary committees (See Individual committee names)

(17)

Industrial dispute, q 1262. q 1356
Information technology initiative, 1242, 1245
Port of Melbourne, 1243, 1245
Reputation, 302, 307
Resources, 302. 307

Parliamentary secretaries
Premier, 311
Pat rick stevedores (See Ports)

Road toll and crime statistics, q 35
Shootings, 1080

Start program, 557, 560
Stations

Peninsula resource and information centre, 1243, 1245

resources, 107, 109
u~es,

Pent ridge complex, 1781
Personal explanations

1672, 1676

Yarram station, 1057, 1060
Port Campbell National Park, 853, 856

Members
Clayton, 1361
Gippsland West. 1809
Ministers
Police and Emergency Services, 999
Youth and Community Services. 8
Petroleum industry
Investment, q 1550
Phillip Island
Ambulance service. 508. 513
Phoenix companies, q 1000

Point Gellibrand
Historical park, 1425
Port Phillip Bay

Coastal strategy, 441
Foreshore height limits, 155, 158
West Rosebud-T ootgarook toreshore management, 715
Port PhilUp Prison
Holland, Mr Tony. q 811, q 963
Management, 443, q 538, 557, 561, q 573, 632, 799, 802
Ports
Federal container tax, q 884, q 885

Planning

Federal Court decision, q 1002

Beaumaris, 156. 158

Redundancies, q 999, q 1000, 1074

Beekeeping, I 13

Reform,q 141, 1061, 1068,1084

Covenants, 1327, 1328
Development site analyses, 105, 110

Webb Dock dispute, q 7, q 141, q 882, q 886, q 962, q 999,
q 1000. q 1002, 1061, 1068, 1074, 1084, 1243, 1245, q 1889

Height limits. 113. 155, 158

(See also individual port names)

HMAS Lonsdale site, 507, 512

Positive Living Centre, 557, 563

Land titles, q 4
Solid waste landfills. q 1453

Prahran

Springvale South waste transfer station. 1910, 1913

Early intervention services, 711, 719

Suburban amenity. q 249

Positive Living Centre, 557, 563

Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges Regional Strategy
Plan, 1861, 1865
Wand S Cowley. 797. 801
(See also Local government and Toxic waste)

Prahran Magistrates Court, q 1358
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Premier

R

Absence, 31,369, 538
Credit cards, q 249, q 250. q 746. 781. q 1188
Preschools
Funding, q 745
MUlti-employeragreements, 801, 803,1155,1157
Wonthaggi, 1774. 1779
(See also individual preschool names)
Preston Primary School, 932, 935

Rail
Ballarat heritage precinct, 1908, 1913
Box Forest Road crossing, Glenroy. 302, 305. 361, 364
Elsternwick footbridge, 712, 718
Graffiti, 211, 215
Lara boom gates, 214. 215
Morwell pedestrian crossing. 1523, 1526
Station development. q 657
Uptield line, 302. 305
WestalI maintenance centre, q 1002
(See also Public transport)

Princes Highway
Sale intersection, 1006
Prisons

Recreation Activities for Integration Development, 929, 934

Funding. 1864, 1866
Pentridge complex, 1781

Recycling

Security, 1326, 1328

(See also individual prison names)
Privatisation (See Electricity industry, Hospitals, Met Bus.
National competition policy and Public transport)

Kerbside, q 746
Waste management inquiry, 212, 216
Rio Tinto Ltd. 931. 935

River Murray
Productivity Commission

Bridge replacement. 423. 428, 1522. 1525

Gaming inquiry. q 1548
Road safety
Psychiatric services
Border anomalies. 212, 220
(See also Mental health)
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Auditor-General's Office report. 1265

Cyclists, 852, 860
Easter strategy, q 884
Glenelg Highway crossing. 932, 935
Motorcycle licensing, 558, 563
Queenscliff: traffic refuges, 798, 802
Road Safety Committee

Public transport
Anzac Day services. 1576. 1579
Auditor-General's report, q 1805
Automatic ticketing, 24, 28, 105, 110, 156, 159, 358, 365, 988,
991,1054,1055,1056,1057,1058,1059,1155, 1158,1242.
1245
Easy Going package, q 575
Service guarantees, q 883
(See also Buses, Rail, School buses, Taxis, Trams and
individual company names)
Public Transport Corporation

Motorcycle safety report, 114
Road toll
Record low level, q 35
Roads

Bendigo funding, 509, 513
Shelley-Walwa upgrade, 303,305
(See also City Link and individual freeway. highway and road

names)
Rosebud

Tenders, 453

Foreshore renewal, 1775, 1780

Q

Service station site, 861
Rowville-Glen Waverley

Queenscliff

Traffic refuges, 798, 802
Queenscliffe, Borough of

Elections, q 744

Bus service, 509, 513
Royal Life Saving Society
Facilities. q 7
Royal Mint building
Restoration, q 963
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Royal Park
Historic buildings, 1152, 1158
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quoting, 526, 1806
tabling, 24, 344, 565, 566, 576, 639

Mental health facilities, 1152. 1158

Grievance debate: broadcasting, 538, 543, 742, 747

Netball and hockey facilities. q 1893

Hansard: accuracy, 46 I. 469, 1553. 1565

absence of ministers, I 10, 860

Jntetjections, 138, 163,223.249,251,298,299,335.336,337,
339, 341, 342, 364, 366,458,460, 526, 541, 562, 569,614, 634,
656,658,659,660,683,686,687,702.733,744, 771, 784, 787,
805,848,934,965,966,1001,1069,1073,1077,1081,1091,
1092,1189,1192,1258,1260,1552,1596,1677,1707,1708,
1770,1771,1893

accuracy of matters raised. 1241, 1243

Members

Rulings by the Chair
Accuracy: remarks, 398, 399
Adjournment

admissibility of matter, 214, 358, 855.931,935

addressing, 1137, 1262, 1531, 1557

matter must relate to government administration, 623,712.718,
800,1863

conduct. 64, 298, 541, 542, 569, 660, 683, 743, 783, 1062,
1063,1091. 1533, 1892

matter must seek action, 105, 154, 361,362, 556, 855,986.
1055.1864,1907,1908
matter not to seek legislation, 425
matter to be directed to appropriate minister, 361,986
matter to be raised only once, 359
ministers' responses, 992, 1245
only one maner to be raised, 155, 510,928, 1421
Admissibility
adjournment matter, 214, 358, 855. 931,935
motions, 631, 633, 863
points of order, 542
questions without notice, 656, 810, 1000, 1191
reasoned amendments, 896, 1262, 1263, 1264
Bills: private, 1429
Broadcasting of grievance debate, 538, 543, 742, 747
Chair
acknowledgment of, 715
addressing, 118, 139, 165, 225, 227, 341, 342, 364, 375, 428,
526.561,562,613,683,685,747,906,9\0,911,964,1072,
1088.1089,1090,1128,1131,1142,1189,1228,1229.1357,
1453,1463. 1485, 1529. 1599, 1616, 1634, 1680, 1681, 1705,
1706, 1767, 1843
inappropriate remarks, 965
retlectionson, 793,910,1003,1486.1681,1717
respect for, 222, 516, 715, 756, 771, 1001, 1752, 1892
vacating, 542
Debate
anticipation, 449, 1046, 1048
contributions to be factual, 1068

contlict of interest, 311
correct titles, 45,217,223,313,373,495,683, 70 I, 702, 808,
884,1077.1091,1235,1605,19\0
naming, 805
to be referred to in third person, 911
Motions
admissibility, 631,633,863
by leave, 861
length, 10
that the question be now put. 60, 781
Papers list, 1679
Personal explanations, 237, 1346, 1810
Points of order
admissibility,542
fiivo10us, 1006, 1074,1091,1192,1673,1894,1909
members not to speak twice, 894
members not to speculate, 1862
Privilege, 962
Public gallery
behaviour in, 1599
clearing, 166, 1540, 1546
intetjections, 166, 1540, 1546
members not to refer to, 1694
Questions without notice
absence of ministers, 31, 660
admissibility, 656,810, 1000, 1191
answers: length, 32, 35, 250, 371, 375, 376,457,540,576,655,
882, 883, 1359, 1453, 1549, 1705, 1706, 1707, 1709, 1805,
1807

members not to anack Council members, 236

answers: reading, 1453

members not to speak twice on same question, 768

debating, 162, 167,249,372,541,658,808,885,964,995,
1000,1001,1003,1089,1191,1261,1359,1449,1452,1551,
1552, 1593, 1597, 1806, 1807, 1808, 1893

members to be referred to in third person, 911
order of call, 900, 1068, 1612, 1764

length,656

scope, 147,762,764,765,766,767,770,771,772,773,775,

must relate to government administration, 1003, I 190, 1191,
1593

776, 777, 778, 779, 780, 1657
statements in, 1493, 1558
Debates of same session, 1245, 1494
Documents
availability, 460, 461,524,560,561,636,651, 1485, 1486,
1909
identification, 612,1335,1336,1903
incorporation, 444, 610, 631, 1307

not to be repeated, 1000
not to contain imputations, 963
not to seek opinions, 1593
only one to be asked, 1360
supplementary, 1091
Reading of speeches, 128,244,424, 526, 608, 750, 1074, 1482,
1484,1646,1800, 1861
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Reasoned amendments
admissibility, 896, 1262, 1263, 1264
notice, 896, 1262, \263, 1264
Reflections on judiciary, 456
Relevance, 31.48, 55,66,76,78. 125. 140, 161,222,228.235,
240.251,359.372,379.403.479,480.481.482.494.495.577.
578,634,665.683. 732. 733. 749. 782. 783, 788, 790. 791. 822.
827,828,830,831.833.834,883,886.893,897,899.900.906.
907,908,909,912,915,958.992. 1043, 1045. 1230. 1353.
1376.1379,1407,1433.1434.1436.1438.1443.1452.1458.
1461.1461.1466,1478,1481.1486.1487.1501.1512. 1514.
1518.1540,1556,1557,1571,1571,1598,1599,1605. 1606,
1615,1632.1645,1658,1682. 1683. 1688, 1695, 1697. 1705.
1707,1708.1716,1717.1721.1726,1746.1747.1753,1757.
1808, 1809, 1879, 1880
Scope of debate. 147. 762,764, 765. 766. 767, 770. 771, 772.
773. 775, 776. 777. 778. 779. 780. 1657
Second-reading speeches: content, 970
Sub judice rule, 1067
Tedious repetition, 765. 778. 920

School buses

Ballan-Ballarat. 852. 857
Craigiebum. I 154. 1158
Special schools, 987, 993,1240.1245
School principals

Minister for Education's comments, 623. 629
(See also Education and Schools and colleges)
Schools and colleges

Bellarine and Geelong electorates, 451
Calculators, 214, 219
Christian pageants, q 161, 446
Class sizes, 154, 158, q 252, q 374,451, 1862. 1865
Computers. q 338. 362. 367, q 372
Curriculum. q 1594
Disabled students. q 1454
Education Line service. 213. 217

Unparliamentary and offensive remarks. 181. 183. 334. 364, 365.
460,464,609,612,675,687,690,771,774,791,792,793,794,
857,965,966,991, \072. 1076, \077.1231, 1192, 1340.1342.
1466, 1551, 1600, 1672, 1676, 1684. 1726

Information technology. q 6
Integration aides, 1420, 1424

Urgency motions: admissibility, 633

Maintenance. 1522. 1525
NFF broadcast, 714, 719

Rural Victoria

Learning assessment project. q 810, q 1551

Nursing program, 221, 1061
Reading recovery program, q 140

Agricultural education, 433
Agricultural research institutes, 624. 628
Drought. 986, 990
Funding. \078
Government services. q 541
Junior Landcare. q 1598
Ministerial visits. 1698
Plantation forestry, q 141
Victalent scheme. q 1553
(See also individual regional and rural city and town names)

s
Safer Cities and Shires program. q 812,1423,1424
St Francis Xavier Primary School, 1325. 1328
St John Ambulance

Suicide prevention. q 164, q 166
Turning the Tide program, q 163. 864
(See also Education and School principals and individual
school and college names)
Scoresby

Lynton Place-Ferntree Gully Road intersection. 799, 802
Scrutiny of Acts and RegUlations Committee
Alert Digest. 376. 812,1600

Annual report, 1527
Redundant and unclear legislation report, I I
Subordinate legislation report, 1601
Seal Rocks Sea Life Centre. q 1450
Sealand (See Ports)
Semiconductor industry, q 1357

Communications equipment, 622, 627
Sexual assault
St Leonards

Child protection, 1863. 1865
Harbour dredging, 1575, 1578
Sale
Drug rehabilitation centre, 1324. 1328

Hospital, q 1598
Military flying school, 154, 158
Sc:anlon, Mr Peter, 1065, \070

(See also Ports)

Geelong service, 854. 860
Shelley-Walwa road

Upgrade. 303. 305
Skyhigh licensed restaurant, 1863, 1865
Small business

Belgrave shopping centre. 1864. 1866

LEGISLA TIVE ASSEMBLY
Solid waste (See Toxic waste)
South Eastern Freeway
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Surf Life Saving Victoria
Facilities, q 7

Noise abatement strategy, 1056, 1059

T

Southland shopping centre
Bus tenninal, 424,428
Redevelopment 1327, 1328
Speed limits
High Street, Doncaster, 1523, 1526

Tabcorp
Albion agency, 303.308
(See also Gaming)

T AFE (See Tertiary education and training)

Springvale Road, Springvale, 27, 29
Trucks, 26, 29
Sport
Australasian Public Sector Games, q 573
Australian University Games, q 885
Drug education funding, 555, 563
Hamess racing, q 33
Royal Park facilities, q 1893
(See also Australian Football League, Gaming and Harness
Racing Board)

Tarago reservoir, 1869
Taxes
New South Wales comparisons, q 248
Taxis
EFTPOS machines, 1671, 1675
Teachers
Employment contracts, 554, 559
Telephones

Sports betting inquiry, 211, 220, 1573, 1578
East Geelong, 576
Springvale Road
Nunawading school crossing, 508
Speed limits, 27, 29
Springvale South
Waste transfer station, 191 0, 1913

Tertiary education and training
Agricultural. 433
Albanian orchardists. 931,935
Apprenticeships, q 964
Mu1tisector institutions, q 572
Overseas students, q 459

Stanley Cochnme, Dr, Memorial Kindergarten, 985,989
Start program, 557, 560, 1864, 1866
State Revenue Office
Heath Heights Pty Ltd, 624, 627
Stonnlngton, City of
Site analyses, 105, I 10
Strathmore Secondary College, 28, 29
Street Life program, 800, 802

Senior citizens, q 1260
Textile, clothing and footwear industry
Promotion, q 138
Timber industry (See Forest industry)
Toorak Road, South Yarra
Tram tracks, 1675, 1676
Tourism
Bulla Hill railway, 25, 29
Longwany gateway project, 157, 158

Suicide prevention
Youth services program, q 1004

Rosebud foreshore, 1775, 1780

Seal Rocks Sea Life Centre, q 1450
Upper Murray, I 154, 1157

Sunbury
Traffic flow, 556, 563

Toxic waste
Niddrie dump, 989, 993, 1774,1777

Super Alloy Technologies Pty Ltd, q 1889
Supreme Court judges

Werribee dwnp, 302, 307,435,559,563, q 574,711,716,932,
936, 1241,1246,1421,1424,1521,1525,1576,1579
(See also Planning)

Report, 1905
Toy Box Childcare Centre, 930, 934
Surf Coast, Shire of
Elections, q 744
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Trams

Victorian certificate of education

City Circle service, q 166
Illumination, 24, 28

Mature-age students, 1155, 1158

Motorcycle association toy run, 426, 429

Victorian Child Death Review Committee

Report. 1527

Nightlink service, q 166
Shelters, 21-l, 215

Victorian Law Enforcement Drug Fund

Toorak Roai tracks, 1675, 1676

Funds allocation, 1809

(See also Public transport)

w

Traralgoo

Berry Street Home, 1007
Wand S Cowley, 797, 80 I

Trentham--Spring Hill

Walkerville boat safety facility, 9

Bushfires, q571
TricontinentaJ Corporation Ltd

Budget impact, I 707

Wangaratta

Holy Trinity Cathedral, 1153, 1156

Trucks

Wantirna Heights Netball Club, 421,429

Speed limits. 26, 29

Wantirna Heights Primary School, 421,429
Tubbut-8endoc
Water industry

Wild dogs, 1574, 1578

Gippsland
ground water. 928, 933

Tullamarine

ALP candidates, 1064

irrigation, 26, 29

Turning the Tide program, q 163, 555, 563, 864

shortages, 713, 718
Goulbum-Murray irrigation district, 625, 628

(See also Education)

Horticulture: waste water, q 1258

u
Unemployment

Latrobe Valley levies, 424, 430
Macalister irrigation agreement, 987, 991
Murrnyvi lie ground water reserves, 712, 716,16 73,1675
Performance, q 456

Budget forecast, q 1087

Service charge rebates, q 809

Statistics, q 964, q 965

Storages, q 458
(See also individual water authority names)

Upper Murny

Water safety strategy, q 7

National Park fees, 1154, 1157
Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges Regional Strategy
Plan, 1861, 1865

v

Waverley Park

Closure, 1323, 1328
Webb Dock

Industrial dispute, q 7, q 141, q 882, q 886, q 962, q 999, q 1000,
q 1002, I(X)I, 1068, 1074, 1084, 1243, 1245, q 1889
Vicsafe

(See also Ports)

Youth sport role model program, q 812
Weeds
Vicswim

Water safety strategy, q 7
Victalent scheme, q 1553
Victoria

AAA credit rating, q 1088
Demographics, q 1000

Environment and Natural Resources Committee ~eport, 1869
Mullumbimby couch, 929, 933
Wendouree West

Name change, 1243, 1245
Werribee

Toxic waste dump, 302, 307,435,559,563, q 57-l, 711, 716, 932,
9361241,1246,1421,1424,1521,1525,1576,1579
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West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority, 853, 860,

1421,1424,1425
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Youth

Juvenile justice facilities, q 374
Parkville residential unit, 1909, 1914

West Rosebud-Tootgarook

Stan program. 557, 560

Foreshore management, 715

Suicide prevention, q I004

Westall

Unemployment, q I 192

Train maintenance centre, q 1002

Vicsafe youth sport role model program, q 812

z

Western Freeway

Pykes Creek Reservoir bridge. 1156, 1158
Zeroing in on Waste strategy, 1241, 1246, 1421, 1424, 1521,
1525, 1576. 1579

Western Ring Road

Upgrade, 1524, 1526

(See also Toxic waste)

Wheelers Hill boundary, 9
Wimmera-Mallee Water

Seepage dispute, 1056, 1060
Windsor

Public housing, 1576, 1579
Wodonga

Public housing, q 1599
Women

Family violence, q 1257
Government
action plan, q 251
policy input, q 1255
Offensive advertising, 1244, 1245
Posblatal depression services, q 370
Refuges and domestic violence services, 104, 109
Women's budget, q 251
Wonthaggi

Ambulance service, 508, 5 I 3
Preschool funding, 1774, 1779
Wool industry

Best Wool 2010 program, q 967
WooImark Melbourne Fashion Festival, q 138
Workcover

Authority report, 376
Changes, 9, 113
Common-law access, 221
Fraudulent claims, 1240, 1245

y
Yarram

Police station, 1057, 1060
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MEMBERS

Petitions
Dental Practice Bill. 9.1600

ANDRIANOPOULOS, Mr (Mill Park)

Questions without notice
Family services: Early Choices program. 1360

Adjournment
Western Ring Road: upgrade, 1524

Housing: building programs. 747
Housing Week. 164

Bills
Local Government (Darebin City Council) Bill, 1459
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply,204
Points of order, 1461, 1806

BAKER, Mr (SunshlOe)
Adjournment
Tabcorp: Albion agency. 303

Bills
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1291

Questions without notice

Food: exports, 540
(See also Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

Gas Pipelines Access (Victoria) Bill, 1387
Tertiary Education (Amendment) Bill, 402
Transport Acts (Amendment) Bill, 833
Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill. 383
Victorian Plantations Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 1412

ANDRIGHETTO, Mr (Narracan)
Adjournment
Housing: Moe, 510

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 102
Points of order, 403

Longwarry gateway project, 157
Moe urgent care centre, 985
Neerim Crossover Primary School, 797

Bills

BATCHELOR, Mr (Thomastown)
Adjournment

Crimes (Family Violence) (Amendment) Bill, 942

Parliament House: fundraising activities, 213

Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1508

Public transport: automatic ticketmg, 24, 105, 156, 988, 1058,
1155, 1242

Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 697
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 167
Petitions

Berry Street Home, Traralgon, 1007

Rail

Box Forest Road crossing, Glenroy, 361
Morwell pedestrian crossing, 1523
Schools: integration aides, 1420

Bills

Bone marrow donor registry, 631

Appropriation (Parliament 1998/99) Bill, 1315

Helimed service: Gippsland, 1425

Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1514

T arago reservoir, 1869
Questions without notice
Aboriginals: community development, 34
Seal Rocks Sea Life Centre, 1450
Water: rebates, 809

Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 706
Gaming Acts (Ameooment) Bill, 1444
Local Government (Darebin City Council) Bill, 1462
Melbourne City Link (Exhibition Street Extension) Bill, 1663
Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus No. I) Bill, 1174
Rail Corporations (Amendment) Bill, 1092, 1630
Transport Acts (Amendment) Bill. 826

ASHLEY, Mr (Bayswater)
Business of the house

Bills

Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill,
1019
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 1050

Postponement, 774
Program, 1602
Reasoned amendmeris, 1262, 1264
Sessional orders, 39
Televising and broadcasting of proceedings, 63
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Economic Development Committee
Business migration, 1781
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 317
Grievances
PTC: tenders, 453
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Points of order, 311, 765, 767. 822. 885. 895, 898.912,964, 1753,
1907
Port Phillip Prison: management, 640
Questions without notice
Auditor-General: independence, 1806
Casino: bidding process, 1259
Police: Ballarat information technology contract, 811

Points of order, 32, I 10, 162, 214. 344,358,376,460, 575,632,
762,770,832,862,883,894,992, 1003, 1068, 1089, 1262, 1264,
1549, 1552, 1598, 1706, 1894

Port of Melbourne: competition, 1002
Ports
federal container tax, 884
reform, 141

BRACKS, Mr (Williamstown)

Webb Dock dispute, 7, 1889
Unemployment

Adjournment
Crown Casino: tax concessions. 358

budget forecast, 1087
statistics, 964

Golden Point Primary School, 506
Housing: Nelson Heights. Williamstown, 300
National Fanners Federation broadcast, 714
Port of Melbourne: competition, 153
Audit and Workcover legislation, 233

BRUMBY, Mr (Broadrneadows) (Leader of the Opposition)
Adjournment
Ballarat: Begonia Festival, 301
Crown Casino: second hotel tower, 359

Bills
Agriculture Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1563
Appropriation ( 1998/99) Bill, 1093
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 821
Electricity Safety Bill. 252
Financial Management (Amendment) Bill. 388

Land Tax (Amendment) Bill. 1726
Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus No. I) Bill, 1174. 1885
Public Sector Management and Employment Bill, 1163, 1607
Public Sector Refonn (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill 887
1607
•
•

Audit and Workcover legislation, 22 J
Bills
Agriculture Acts (Amendment) Bill, J546. 1553
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1304

Dried Fruits (Repeal) Bill, 1565
Education (Self-Goveming Schools) Bill, 1480
Fireanns (Amendment) Bill, 682
Public Sector Management and Employment Bill, 1622
Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill. 1622

SI George Bank and Advance Bank AustraJia Bill. 1373

Retail Tenancies Reform Bill, 748

Sea-Carriage Documents Bill. 908

Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill, 379

State Taxation (Amendment) Bill, 1732
State Trustees (Amendment) Bill, 462.836
Transport Accident (Amendment) Bill, 888. 958. 1362
Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill, 348
Business of the house
Postponement, 769

Business

or the hoose

Postponement, 765

Program, 577. 1604
Reasoned amendments, 1263
Sessional orders, 53
Drugs: Turning the Tide program, 878

Program, 1606
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 171
Grievances
Ports: refonn, 1061

Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier, 311
Petitions
Housing: rent increases, 1160
Point Gellibrand: historical park, 1425

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 333, 339
Grievances
Agriculture and Resources: credit cards, 1080
Rural Victoria: funding, 1078
Hospitals: Auditor-General's report, 1691
Petitions
Housing: reform package. 311

(26)
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Points of order, 10,31,372,542,543,565,660 750 763 767
771,808,861,882,894,962,965,966,999,1000, iool '1003
1089,1190,1262,1263,1341,1449,1552,1571,1593 '
,
Questions without notice

Budget: education and health, 335
Casino: bidding process, 1255, 1258, 1355, 1356 1358 1449
1451,1890
'
,
.

Governor's speech

Address-in-reply, 17
Petitions

Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 72 J
Questions without notice

Building industry: statistics, 1091
Commonwealth specific purpose grants, 1704
Crown Casino
government concessions, 137

Health care agreement. 806
Prahran Magistrates Court, 1358
TCF industry: promotion, J 38

licence conditions, I
management, 805, 807, 808
parliamentary questions, 1804, 1805
property UUst, 336,655
tax concessions, 3

CSR Timber Products, 165,247

CAMERON, Mr (Bendigo West)
Adjournment

Bendigo: road funding, 509

Education: funding, 1089

Bendigo Health Care Group, 107, 1153

Firearms: uniform laws, 369, 569,654

Golden Square Primary School, 1675

Gaming: Productivity Commission inquiry, 1548
Hospitals: funding, 1595

L.ockwood Primary School, 1324

Intergraph: ambulance contract, 456

Land titles tendering process, 4
Minister for Police and Emergency Services: retirement, 161
Ministers: credit cards, 743
One Nation: preferences, 1593
Phoenix companies, I ()()()
Police and Emergency Services: credit cards, 31
Port PhiJIip Prison: management, 538

Ports
federal container tax, 885
Federal Court decision, 1002
redundancies, 999
Webb Dock dispute, 882.962
Unemployment: statistics, 965
Youth: unemployment, 1192

Bills
Agriculture Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1561
Appropriation (1998199) Bill, 1276
Business Licensing Authority Bill. 1802
Catchment and Land Protection (Amendment) Bill, J 854
Crimes (Family Violence) (Amendment) Bill, 94 J
Dried Fruits (Repeal) Bill, 1572
Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1499
Education (Teachers) Bill, 485
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 700
Gas Pipelines Access (Victoria) Bill, 1397
Geographic Place Names Bill, 475
Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus No. I) Bill. J 895
Property Law (Amendment) Bill, 945
Public Prosecutions (Amendment) Bill. 467

Televising and broadcasting of proceedings, 114

Rail Corporations (Amendment) Bill. 1639
State Taxation (Amendment) Bill, 1740

BURKE, Ms (Prahran)

Tribunals and Licensing Authorities (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill, 1802

Summary Offences (Amendment) Bill, 578

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Bill, 1802
Adjournment

Housing: Gladstone Gardens, Windsor, 1576
Prahran
early intervention services, 71 I
Positive Living Centre, 557
Trams

Drugs: Turning the Tide program, 881
Governor's speech

Address-in-reply, 279
Points of order, 480

shelters, 214
Toorak Road, 1675

CAMPBELL, Ms (Pascoe Vale)

BUh
Local Government (Darebin City Council) Bill, 1463
Melbourne City Link (Exhibition Street Extension) Bill, 1666

Adjournment

Child care: regulations, 625

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

Family services
early parenting program, 1522

(27)

Business of the house
Televising and broadcasting of proceedings. 68

parent support funding. 798
Preschools: multi-employer agreement. 1155
Public transport: automatic ticketing. 1056
School buses: special schools. 987

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 128

Points of order. 240

Strathmore Secondary College. 28
Toy Box Childcare Centre. 930
Women
offensive advertising. 1244
refuges and domestic violence services, 104

Bills
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1104
Appropriation (Parliament 1998/99) Bill, 1318
Education (Self-Goveming Schools) Bill, 1509
Education (Teachers) Bill. 488
Equal Opportunity (Breastfeeding) (Amendment) Bill. 861

CL..ARK, Mr (Box Hill)

Audit and Workcover legislation. 228
Bills
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill. I lOO
Financial Management (Amendment) Bill. 390
Gas Industry (Amendment) Bill. 1829
Gas Pipelines Access (Victoria) Bill, 1389, 1399
Land Tax (Amendment) Bill, 1728
Rail Corporations (Amendment) Bill, 1635

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 210

Grievances
Ports: redundancies. 1074

State Trustees (Amendment) Bill, 843
Transport Accident (Amendment) Bill, 1366
Victorian Plantations Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 1417

COL£., Mr(Melboume)

Nursing mothers: discrimination, 938
Adjournment
Petitions
Schools: nursing program. 1061

Points of order, 556. 861
Port Phillip Prison: management, 644

Royal Park mental health facilities, 1152

Bills
Education (Teachers) Bill, 489
Sea-Carriage Documents Bill, 903

Governor's speech
Questions withoot notice

Address-in-reply,94

Mercy Hospital for Women, 370
Nursmg mothers: discrimination, 1552

Points of order, 893
(See also Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

CARLI, Mr (Coburg)

Adjournment
Brunswick Secondary College, 1774
City Link: tolls. 1423
HACC: funding, 622

COL..EMAN, Mr(Bennettswood)

Adjournment
Rail: graffiti, 211
South Eastern Freeway: noise abatement strategy, 1056

Audit and W orkcover legislation, 246
Bills

Bills
Appropriation ( 1998/(9) Bill, 1198

Catchment and Land Protection (Amendment) Bill, 1862
Heritage Rivers (Amendment) Bill, 1538

Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1501

Melbourne City Link (Exhibition Street Extension) Bill, 1668

Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 819

Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill, 385

Gas Pipelines Access (Victoria) Bill. 1396

Victorian Plantations Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 1411

Melbourne City Link (Exhibition Street Extension) Bill, 1669
Public Sector Management and Employment Bill, 1760
Public Sector Refonn (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1760
Rail Corporations (Amendment) Bill. 1643
Transport Accident (Amendment) Bill, 1369

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 329
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(28)

COOPER, Mr (Momington) (Minister for Transport)

CUNNINGHAM, Mr(Melton)

Adjournment

Bills

Agricultural research institutes, 628

Arts Acts (Statute Law Revision) Bill. 607

BallaratTramway Museum, 718
Bendigo: road funding, 513
Bridges: River MurrllY, 428

Distinguished visitors, 1623
Governor's speech

Buses
Momington Peninsula, 513
RowvilJe-{Jlen Waverley, 513

Address-in-reply,607
(See also Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

Southland shopping centre, 428
Eastern Freeway: extension, 859
Gladstone Park Primary School, 628

DAVIES, Ms (Gippsland West)

Glenelg Highway: Delacombe crossing, 935
Goulburn-Murray irrigation district, 628
Greensborough and

Rosanna roads: traffic, 428

Adjournment
Catchment management authorities, 853

Hampton Park SecOrldary College, 628

Gippsland Wes.: ambulance service, 508

M and R Couriers, 629

Helimed service: Gippsland, 106

Motorcycle association toy run, 429

West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority, 1421

Motorised scooters: classification. 859
Old Calder Highway-Bonfield Street intersection, 215
Public transport

Bills
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1234

Anzac Day services. 1579

Catchment and Land Protection (Amendment) Bill, 1850

automatic ticketin~, 159, 365. 991

Education (Self.Governing Schools) Bill, 1511

Rail

Firearms (Ammdment) Bill, 704

Box Forest Road crossing, Glenroy, 305, 364

Parks Victoria 3ill, 1873

Elsternwick footbndge, 718

Victorian Planutions Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 1409

graffiti, 215

Lara boom gates, 21 5
Roads: ShelJey-Walwa, 305
School prinCipals: minister's comments, 629
Springvale Road: Nunawading school crossing, 513

Business of the kMase
Postponement, 781
Governor's spetCh
Address-in-repy, 268

Trams: shelters, 215

Bills
Gas Pipelines AccesS (Victoria) Bill, 1398, 1399
Health Services (Amendment) Bill. 836

Grievances
National competition policy, 437
Personal expiarution, 1809

Road Safety (Amendment) Bill, 890
Road Safety (Drivin~ Instructors) Bill. 890, 979
Transport Acts (Am.:ndment) Bill, 462,545,834
Points of order, 125, 128,827, 828, 832, 1806

Petitions
Helimed serviC!: Gippsland. 1527
Walkerville: bmt safety facility, 9
West Gippslan( Catchment Management Authority, 1425

Questions without notice

Points of order, ~60, 1452

Buses
metropolitan services, 8
Nightrider, 1708

Questions withOlt notice
Bass Coast adoescent placement program. 656

Met Bus: sale, 963

Dairy industry: jeregulation, 1451

Public transport

Schools: readi~ recovery program, 140

Auditor-General's report, 1805

Easy Going pack~e, 575
service guarantees. 883

DEAN, Dr (Benrick)

Rail
station developmeJ1t, 657
Westall maintenan.:e centre, 1002
Trams: City Circle ruld Nightlink. 166

Adjournment
Directors T alen Libraries, 854

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Bills

(29)

Questions without notice

Business Licensing Authority Bill, 1795

Buses: metropolitan services, 8

Fireanns (Amendment) Bill, 687

Kew Residential Services, 1189

Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus No. I) Bill, 1881

Youth: juvenile justice facilities, 374

Property Law (Amendment) Bill, 944
Public Prosecutions (Amendment) Bill, 464
Sea-Carriage Documents Bill, 900
Summary Offences (Amendment) Bill, 579

DOLLlS, Mr (Richmond)
Adjournment

Tribunals and Licensing Authorities (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill, 1795

Planning: HMAS Lonsdale site. 507

Victorian CiVil and Administrative Tribunal Bill, 1795

Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong Rattges Regional Strategy
Plan, 1861

Petitions

Audit and Workcover legislation. 239

Berwick Primary School, 1264
Police: Endeavour Hills station. 1527
Points of order, 632. 893. 897. 898. 906

Bills
Building (Amendment) Bill, 1029
Business Licensing Authority Bill, 1799

Port Phillip Prison: management, 646

Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 818
Local Government (Darebin City Coum.:il) Bill, 1446
Public Sector Management and EmplOYment Bill, 1768

DEPUTY SPEAKER. The (Hon. J. F. McGrath)
Business of the house
Division list, 79
(See also McGRA TH, Mr J. F. and Rulings by the Chair in
SUBJECTS)

Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1768
State Trustees (Amendment) Bill, 841
Tribunals and Licensing Authorities (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill, 1799
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Bill. 1799
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply.271

D1XON, Mr (Dromana)

Points of order. 237, 240, 1469

Adjournment
Buses: Momington Peninsula, 506

DOYLE, Mr (Malvern)

Gunnamatta Surf Lifesaving Club. 300
Mommgton Peninsula National Park, 1524
Northern Pacific seastar. 930
Peninsula resource and information centre, 1243

Adjournment
Stonnington: site analyses. 105
Ambulance services: management, 1344

Rosebud foreshore. 1775
West Rosebud--T ootgarook: foreshore management. 715
Bills
Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill. 1478
Education (Teachers) Bill, 483
Geographic Place Names Bill. 471
Melbourne and Olympic Parks (Amendment) Bill. 1655
Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill, 597
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply. 176
Grievances
Education: funding, 1086
Petitions

Bills
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1108
Arts Acts (Statute Law Revision) Bill, 603
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill,
1017
Health Services (Amendment) Bill. 1026
Public Sector Management and Employment Bill, 1618
Public Sector Reform (M iscellaneous Amendments) Bill. 1618
Business of the house
Postponement, 780
Grievances
Schools: Christian pageants, 446
Hospitals: Auditor-General's report, 1684

Rosebud: service station site. 861
Points of order, 1341

(30)

LEGISLA TNE ASSEMBLY

ELDER, Mr (Ripon)
BiUs

Grievances
AFL: Good Friday matches, 1063
ALP: Tullamarine electorate, 1064

Appropriation ( 1998/99) Bill, 1139
Education (Teachers) Bill. 480
Governor's spe«:h
Address-in-reply,609
Points of order, 10
Questions without notice

Points of order, 76. 1235, 1457, 1462
Questions without notice
Police: industrial dispute, 1356
Rail: station development, 657
Royal Mint building, 963
Schools: Christian pageants, 161

Aboriginals: regional history, 1892
Horticulture: waste water. 1258
State education system. 10,650

GARBUlT, Ms (Bundoora)
Adjoornment
Beeac Swamp Reserve, 851

ELLlOTI, Mrs (Mooroolbark)

Coliban Water: Wedderbum scheme, 713

Adjoornment

Greensborough Highway: noise barriers, 1674

Dandenong Ranges: fire prevention, 152
Police: Croydon patrols, 1421
Bills
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill. 1210

Latrobe Valley: water levies, 424
Melbourne Water: Gippsland irrigators, 26
Mordialloc Creek and Heatherton drain, 1419
Northern Pacific seastar, 299

Arts Acts (Statute Law Revision) Bill. 606

Recycling: waste management inquiry, 212

Crimes (Family Violence) (Amendment) Bill. 940

Skyhigh licensed restaurant, 1863

Governor's spe«:h
Address-in-reply,283
Grievances
Comedy Festival: perfonnance, 1073

Bills
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1207
Catchment and Land Protection (Amendment) Bill, 184'
Geographic Place Names Bill, 469
Heritage Rivers (Amendment) Bill, 1528
Melbourne and Olympic Parks (Amendment) Bill, 1648.1 657

FINN, Mr (Tullamarine)
Adjoornment

Parks Victoria Bill, 1856
Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill, 590
Victorian Plantations Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 14()

Bulla Hill railway, 25
Cyclists: road laws. 852
Gladstone Park Primary School, 624
Mickleham Road: traffic volume. 108

Business of the hoose
Postponement, 779
Governor's speech

Rail: Box Forest Road crossing, GJenroy, 302
Statutory declaration: federal MP, 1907
Sunbury: traffic flow. 556
Bills

Local Government (Darebin City Council) Bill, 1457

Address-in-reply, 325
Petitions
Marine and coastal special investigation, 937
Points of order, 125

Public Sector Management and Employment Bill. 1771
Public Sector Refonn (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1771
Business of the hoose
Televising and broadcasting of proceedings, 78
Governor's spe«:h
Address-in-reply, 123

Questions without notice
Catchment management authorities, 1708
East Gippsland: illegal logging, 373
Natural Heritage Trust: assessment panel appointment, I,)

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
GILLETT, Ms (Werribee)
Adjournment

Food for Growth strategy, 1773
Mordialloc: waste transfer station, 1910
Werribee: tOXIC waste dump, 302, 559, 711, 932
Zeroing in on Waste strategy, 1241, 1421, 1521, 1576
Bills

Appropriation (1998/99) BilI, 1231
Business Licensing Authority BiII, 1812
Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1505
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 677

(31)

Schools
calculators, 220
Education Line, 21 7
maintenance, 1525
Teachers: employment conttacts, 559
Western Ring Road: upgrade, 1526
Zeroing in on Waste strategy, 1525
Bills

Appropriation ( 1998/99) Bill, 1573
Arts Acts (Statute Law Revision) Bill, 13
Credit (Amendment) Bill, 760

Gaming Acts (Amendment) BiIl, 1440

Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill,
861

Heritage Rivers (Amendment) Bill, 1539
Melbourne and Olympic Parks (Amendment) Bill, 1657
Rail Corporations (Amendment) Bill, 1641

Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 888,953,1519,1521
Education (Teachers) Bill, 252, 253
Electricity Industry (Amendment) BilI, 544

Sea-Carriage Documents BilI, 904
Summary Offences (Amendment) BilI, 584

Health Acts (Statute Law Revision) BilI, 861
Local Govemment (Amendment) Bill, 1093

Transport Accident (Amendment) Bill, 1367
Tribunals and Licensing Authorities (MiscelIaneous
Amendments) BilI, 1812

Melbourne City Link (Exhibition Street Extension) Bill, 1093
Road Safety (Amendment) Bill, 1038
State Trustees (Amendment) Bill, 544

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal BilI, 1812
Victorian Plantations Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 1416
Governor's speech

Address-in-reply, 523
Grievances

Wernbee: toxic waste dump, 435
Points of order, 526, 612, 773
Questions without notice

Wembee: toxic waste dump, 574

GUDE., Mr (Hawthorn) (Minister for Education)
Adjournment

Business of the house

Grievances, 79
Postponement, 761
Privilege, 1709
Progrnm, 377, 577, 814,1016, 1602
Televising and broadcasting of proceedings, I, 6 I
Naming of member, 805
Points of order, 577, 763. 764, 767,862,1478,1512,1667
Questions without notice

Education
funding, 339, 1089
programs, 5
Schools

Bridges: River Murray, 1525
CoatesvilIe Primary School, 993

Christian pageants, 162
class sizes, 252, 374, 460

Diamond Creek Road, Greensborough: school crossing, 1526
Family services: early parenting program, 1525
Golden Pomt Primary School, 512

disabled students, 1454

High Street, Doncaster. speed limits, 1526
Housing: Heidelberg Heights, 992
Minister for Police and Emergency Services: conduct, 992
Mornington Peninsula National Park, 1526

curriculum, 1594
information technology, 6,338,372
learning assessment project, 810, 1551
reading recovery program, 140
suicide prevention fund, 164, 167
Turning the Tide prognun. 163

Neerim Crossover Primary School, 560
Niddrie: toxic waste dump, 993

HAERMEYER, Mr(Yan Yean)

Police: Heidelberg stations, 1526
Rail: Morwell pedestrian crossing, 1526
School buses
Ballan-Ballarat, 857
special schools, 993

Adjournment

Belgrave shopping centre, 1864
Corrections: misuse of funds, 1908
Diamond Creek Primary School. 1574

(32)

LEGISLA TIVE ASSEMBLY

Diamond Creek Road, Greensborough: school crossing. 1524

HAMILTON, Mr (Morwell)

Minister for Police and Emergency Services: conduct. 986
Nillumbik

Adjournment

chief executive officer, 425

Glenelg: Gournditch-Mara community. 510

inquiry, 853

Native title: Gournditch-Mara claim. 106

Police
inquiry, 853
station upgrades, 1672
Port of Melbourne: police presence, 1243
Port Phillip Prison: management, 557, 799
Prisons: security, 1326
School buses: Craigieburn, 1154
Ambulance services: management, 1351
Bills
Appropriation ( 1998/(9) Bill, 1222
Appropriation (Parliament 1998/(9) Bill, 1321

Bills
Appropriation ( 1998/(9) Bill. 1135
Catchment and Land Protection (Amendment) Bill, 1849
Gas Industry (Amendment) Bill, 1832
Public Sector Management and Employment Bill, 1164, 1615
Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill 1615
Summary Offences (Amendment) Bill, 582
Tertiary Education (Amendment) Bill, 253, 397
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply,287
Hospitals: Auditor-General's report, 1696

Education (Teachers) Bill, 490
Fire and Emergency Services Acts (Amendment) Bill. 661
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 147,663. 1188

Petitions
Helimed services: Gippsland. 1600

Local Government (Darebin City Council) Bill, 1465
Public Correctional Services Authority Bill, 1361

Points of order, 399

Retail Tenancies Reform Bill, 731
Business of the house
Postponement. 777
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 197
Grievances
Port Phillip Prison: management, 443
Member for Mordialloc, 1600
Minister for Corrections: conduct, 937

HENDERSON. Mrs (Geelong) (Minister for Housing and
Minister responsible for Aboriginal Affairs)
Adjournment
Diamond Creek Primary School, 1579
Glenelg: Gournditch-Mara community. 511
Housing
Gladstone Gardens, Windsor, 1579
high-rise tower demolition, 364
Mentone, 1424
Moe,511
Olympic Village, 562,1424

Minister for Police and Emergency Services: conduct, 937
Points of order. 35,127,561,576,639,778,857,886,962,992,
1192,1231,1353,1599,1862

rent increases, 1157, 1244
Shepparton, 363
Maribymong: flood-prone land, 1579
Native title: Goumditch-Mara claim, 108

Port Phillip Prison: management, 632
Questions without notice

Police: Cranbourne vehicle, 1579
Wendouree West: name change, 1245
Zeroing in on Waste strategy, 1579

Minister for Police and Emergency Services
credit card, 1005
retirement, 162

Bills
Education (Teachers) Bill, 493

Police: industrial dispute, 1262

Transport Accident (Amendment) Bill, 1372

Port Phillip Prison

Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill, 600

management, 573

Points of order, 1880

MrTony Holland, 811, 963
Ports: security guards, 886

Questions without notice
Aboriginal Lands Act, 100 I

LEGISLA TNE ASSEMBLY
Aboriginals

(33)

Crimes (Family Violence) (Amendment) Bill, 938

community development, 34

Evidence (Confidential Communications) Bill, 913

regional history. 1892

Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 888, 1430

Housing

Gaming No. 2 (Amendment) Bill, 1745

building programs, 747

Melbourne and Olympic Parks (Amendment) Bill, 1659

Kensington high·ris.e tower, 375

Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus No. I) Bill, 1171, 1878, 1898

transitional initiative, 886

Printers and Newspapers (Repeal) Bill, 889

Wodonga, 1599

Property Law (Amendment) Bill, 944

Housing Week, 164

Public Prosecutions (Amendment) Bill, 463

The Melbourne Dreaming, 574

Sea-Carriage Documents Bill, 890
Summary Offences (Amendment) Bill, 585
Transport Accident (Amendment) Bill, 958

HONEYWOOD, Vir (Warrandyte) (Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training and Minister assisting the Premier on
Multicultural Affairs)

Tribunals and Licensing Authorities (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill, 1786,1821

Adjournment

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Bill, 1786, 1818,
1819, 1820

Ballarat: heritage rail precinct, 1913

Business of the house

Catholic schools: funding, 1913

Postponement, 761

Chain letters, 191 3

Program, 1605

Echuca Primary School, 1913
Goulbum Valley: Albanian orchardists, 935
Mordialloc Main Drain, 1913
Mordialloc waste transfer station, 1913

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply,26O

Grievances

Museum of Victoria: construction costs, 936
Parkville Youth Residential Unit, 1914
Preston Primary School, 935
Wenibee: toxic waste dump, 936

Bills

Museum Victoria director: credit card, 448

Museum Victoria: audit report, 862
Points of order, 140,249,675,792,897,970, 1046, 1048, 1191,

Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 825
Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus No. I) Bill, 1897
Tertiary Education (Amendment) Bill, 253,405
Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill, 36

PoinU of order,

Lang Corporation: executives, 1065

183,144,398,399,403,479,822

1486,1551,1658,1880

Premier: credit alrds, 78 I
Questions without .otke
Attorney-General: credit cards. 33, 34
Casino: bidding process, 1256, 1452, 1550

Questions withouC notice
Tertiary educati(Jn

Minister for Finance: credit cards, 338
Ministers: credit cards, 139,744, 746, 809

multisector institutJons, 572

Museum Victoria: credit cards, 571, 572

overseas students, 459

Museum Victoria director: credit card., 540, 570, 745

senior citizens, 1260
Tertiary educati(Jn and training: apprenticeships, 965

National Crime Authority, 810
National Gallery director: credit cards, 1891

Premier: credit canis, 249, 250, 746, I 188
HULLS, Mr (Nidtdrie)
Adjournment

Treasurer: credit card, 1808

JASPER, Mr (Murray Valley)

Crown Casino: prropeny trust, 360
Museum of Victoria: construction costs, 928
Niddrie: toxic waste dump, 989, 1774

Bills

Adjournment
Agricultural research institutes, 624
Bridges: River MI.ITaY, 423
Fireanns: registration, 213

Appropriation ( I'998/99) Bill, 12 I 5
Business Licensilng Authority Bill, 1786
Credit (Amendment) Bill, 1040

Holy Trinity Cathedral, Wangarana. 1153
Natural gas: Bundalong, 1673
Rural Victoria: drrught, 986

(34)
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Bills
Gas Industry (Amendment) Bill, 1836
Gas Pipelines Access (Victoria) Bill, 1392

Petitions
Bingo volunteers, 1006
Points of order, 519

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 414

Questioos without notice
Schools: information technology, 338

Questions without notice
Junior Landcare, 1598
(See also Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

KENNETI. Mr (Burwood) (Premier, Mimster for Multicultural
Affairs and Minister for the Arts)
Adjournment

JENKINS, Mr (Ballarat West)

ALP: branch stacking, 626
Ballarat: Begonia Festival, 304

Adjournment

CSR Timber Products, 304

Ballarat: heritage rail precinct, 1908

Food for Growth strategy, 1776

Ballarat Tramway Museum, 714

Member for Mitcham, 1914

Enfield forest. 5 JO

Niddrie: toxic waste dump, 1777

Glenelg Highway: Delacornbe crossing, 932
Motorcycles: licensing, 558
Wendouree West: narne change, 1243
Western Freeway: Pykes Creek bridge, 1156

Bills
Arts Acts (Statute Law Revision) Bill, 80
Electricity Safety Bill, 252
Financial Management (Amendment) Bill, 252

BiUs

Education (Teachers) Bill, 492
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 8 17
Fire and Emergency Services Acts (Amendment) Bill, 662
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 723
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 183
Questions without notice
Budget: Tricontinental, 1707
Multimedia: investment, 1357
Recycling: kerbside, 746
Schools: learning assessment project, 810

Public Sector Management and Employment Bill. 887, 1602,
1764
Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 887,
1602,1764
Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill. 252
Points of order, 1003, 1449, 1485, 1552
Questioos without notice
ALP: branch stacking, 1190
Arts: attendances, 369
Audit Victoria: board appointments, 743
Austin and Repatriation Medical Centre, 657, 1706
Budget: education and health, 335
Casino: bidding process, 1255, 1256, 1258, 1449, 1451,1453,
1550,1890

JOHN, Mr (Bendigo East)

Commonwealth specific purpose grants, 1705
Crown Casino

Adjournment

government concessions, 137

Calder Highway: duplication, 1324

licence conditions, I

St John Ambulance: communications equipment, 622

management, 805

BUls

parliamentary questions, 1804, 1805
property trust, 336, 656

Education (Teachers) Bill, 491
Public Sector Management and Employment Bill, 1759
Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1759

Rail Corporations (Amendment) Bill, 1646
Federal--State Relations Committee
Multilateral Agreement on Investment, 1265

CSR Timber Products, 165,247
Fireanns: unifonn laws, 369, 569, 654
Gaming: Productivity Commission inquiry, 1548
Health care agreement, 806
Hospitals
employment, 1597
funding, 569, 1595

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 519

Intergraph: ambulance contract, 456, 457, 458

Land titles tendering process, 4
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Melbourne Convention, 2
Migration and humanitarian program, 336

Questions without notice
Australian University Games. 885

Minister for Finance: credit cards, 338

Rural Victoria: Victalent scheme, 1553

M inister for Police and Emergency Services: retirement, 161

Water: storages, 458

Ministers: credit cards, 139,743.744,746,809
Multilateral Agreement on Investment, 1193

Rural Victoria: ministerial visits, 1698

Museum Victoria: credit cards, 571, 572
Museum Victoria director: credit card, 570, 745

KOSKY, Ms (Altona)

National Crime Authority, 810
National Gallery director: credit cards, 1891
Nursing mothers: discrimination, 1552
Phoenix companies, 1000
Port Philip Prison: Mr Tony Holland. 963

Adjournment
Banks: closures. 712
Geelong: sexual assault service, 854
National Air and Space Museum of Australia, 423

Ports
Federal Court decision. 1004

Bills

redundancies, 999

Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1143

Webb Dock dispute. 882, 1889

Appropriation (Parliament 1998/99) Bill, 1317

Premier: credit cards, 249, 251, 746, 1188

Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1488

Sale Hospital, 1598

Heritage Rivers (Amendment) Bill, 1535, 1537

Seal Rocks Sea Life Centre, 1450

St George Bank and Advance Bank Australia Bill, 1375

Super Alloy Technologies Pty Ltd, 1889

Business of the house

Taxes: NSW comparisons, 248
TCF industry: promotion, 138
Unemployment: statistics, 966
Victoria: AAA credit rating, 1088

Sessional orders, 58

Grievances
Housing: rent increases, 1082

Petitions
KILGOUR. Mr (Shepparton)

Adjournment

Banks: closures, 576

Points of order, 499, 712

Dairy industry: brand names, 153
Goulbum Valley: Albanian orchardists, 931

Port Phillip Prison: management, 648

Housing: Shepparton, 360
VCE: mature-age students, 1155

LANGDON, Mr (Ivanhoe)

Bills
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1237, 1267
Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1497
Education (Teachers) Bill, 492
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 679

Adjournment
Audrey Brooks Preschool, 855
Greensborough and Rosanna roads: traffic, 422
Housing
Heidelberg Heights, 984

Business of the house
Sessional orders. 60

Drugs: Turning the Tide program, 873

Olympic Village, 558, 1422
rent increases, 1156
Lower Heidelberg Road: Eaglemont crossing, 1241
M and R Couriers, 626

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, I 14

Parkville Youth Residential Unit, 1909
Police: Heidelberg stations, 1525
Public transport: automatic ticketing, 1054

Grievances
Rural Victoria: agricultural education, 433

Petitions
Murtoa stick shed, 937

Wand S Cowley, 797

Bills
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, I 148
Crimes (Family Violence) (Amendment) Bill, 943
Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1507
Education (Teachers) Bill, 486

(35)
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Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill. 824
Fireanns (Amendment) Bill. 691
Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1441
Geographic Place Names Bill, 476
Property Law (Amendment) Bill, 947
St George Bank and Advance Bank Australia Bill, 1376
Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill, 598

Grievances

ALP: branch stacking, 1075
Points of order, 214, 783,1241. 1482, 1680, 1810. 1908,1909
Questions without notice

ALP: branch stacking, 1190
Rail: Westall maintenance centre. 1002

Governor's speech

Address-in-reply, 296, 312
Points of order, 565
Road Safety Committee

Motorcycle safety, 114

LEIGHTON, Mr(Preston)
Adjournment

Preston Primary School, 932
Bills

LEAN, Mr(Carrum)

Business Licensing Authority Bill. 1810
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill.

Adjournment

Local Government (Darebin City Council) Bill, 890, 1454

1018

European wasps, 362

Public Sector Management and Employment Bill, 1163, 1901

Mordialloc Main Drain, 1909

Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill. 1901

Bills
Education (Self-Goveming Schools) Bill, 1506
Education (Teachers) Bill, 486
Geographic Place Names Bill, 475
Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill, 599
Governor's speech

Tribunals and Licensing Authorities (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill, 1810
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Bill, 1810
Governor's speech

Address-in-reply, 1053
Points of order, 1077, 1457, 1553, 1764

Address-in-reply. 502,515
Petitions

Planning: height limits, 113
Questions without notice

Bushfires: Trentham-Spring Hill, 571
Harness racing: initiatives, 33
Victoria: demographics, 1000

LEIGH, Mr(Mordialloc)
Adjournment

ALP: branch stacking, 623

LlM, Mr (Clayton)
Adjournment

Buses: route no. 704, 1673
Business migrants, 108
BUls

Education (Teachers) Bill, 485
Public Sector Management and Employment Bill. 1903
Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1903
Stale Trustees (Amendment) Bill, 842
Governor's speech

Address-in-reply, 418, 493

Buses: Southland shopping centre, 424
Kingston: Cheltenham business, 361
Mentone Body Corporate Management, 1674
Ministerial and electorate staff: probity checks. 1862
Moorabbin Airport: traffic, 104

Personal explanation, 1361
Petitions

Cambodian Association of Victoria, 1869

Southland shopping complex, 1327
Wori<cover: fTaudulent claims, 1240
Bills

Local Government (Darebin City Council) Bill, 1468
Business of the house

Postponement, 772

LONEY, Mr (Geelong North)
Adjournment

Hepatitis B immunisation program, 714
Rail: Lam boom gates, 214
Taxis: EFTPOSmachines, 1671
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Bills
Approprriation ( 1998/99) Bill, 1127
EducatilOn (Self-Goveming Schools) Bill, 1491
Electriclity Industry (Amendment) Bill. 461,814
Electricllty Safety Bill, 379, 920, 982
Gas IndlUstry (Amendment) Bill, 1824, 1839, 1840
Gas Piptelines Access (Victoria) Bill, 888, 138 I
Miscelhaneous Acts (Omnibus No. I) Bill, 1173, 1887
Public Sector Management and Employment Bill, 1756
Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1756

(37)

Audit and Workcover legislation, 245
Bills
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1279
Catchment and Land Protection (Amendment) Bill, 1845
Financial Management (Amendment) Bill, 393
Geographic Place Names Bill, 473
Heritage Rivers (Amendment) Bill, 1532
Melbourne and Olympic Parks (Amendment) Bill, 1651
Parks Victoria Bill, 1859
Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill, 592

GovernOJr's speech
AddresSi-in-reply, 135, 142

Business of the house
Division list, 152

Grievances
BalWonl Health Network, 431
Petitions

East GC!elong: public telephone, 576

Postponement, 768
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 494
Hospitals: Auditor-General's report, 1694

Points of order, 1399
Points of order, 24, 78, 234, 359, 634, 749, 762, 771, 780, 893,
894,908,928,1046, 1048, 1487, 1540, 1657
LUPTON, Mr (Knox)
Adjournment
Buildin!g industry: site toilets, 425
Pohce
Boromia station, 1242
Femtree Gully incident, 1910
Sexual ,offenders: child protection, 1863

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Auditor-General's Office, 1265
Questions without notice
Buses: Nightrider, 1708
Gaming: problem gambling education program, 808
Water industry: performance, 456
Youth: suicide prevention, 1004

Trams: illumination, 24

Bills

(See also Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

Educati,on (Self-Goveming Schools) Bill, 1513
U\ucatilon (Teachers) Bill, 488
Drugs: T"urning the Tide program, 879
GovernOlr's speech

McCALL, Ms (Frankston)
Adjournment
Frankston: Safer Cities program, 1423
Mornington Peninsula: administration, 421

Address-in-reply,88
Bills
Grievances
Ambulances Services (Amendment) Bill, 1722
Police: shootings, 1080
QuestionlS without notice
Hospilails: funding, 569

Appropriation ( 1998/99) Bill, 1294
Business Licensing Authority Bill, 1803
Crimes (Family Violence) (Amendment) Bill, 941

Road salfety: Easter strategy, 884

Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus No. I) Bill, 1887

Royal P'ark netball and hockey facilities, 1893

Retail Tenancies Reform Bill. 759

Taxes: !NSW comparisons, 248

Tertiary Education (Amendment) Bill, 401
Tribunals and Licensing Authorities (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill, 1803

McARTHUR, Mr (Monbulk)
Adjournment
Dandemong Ranges: fire prevention. 1776

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Bill, 1803
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 14

(38)
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Grievances

Port Phillip Bay: coastal strategy. 441
Points of order, 750

McGRA TU, Mr W. D. (Wimmera) (Minister for PoliC! and
Emergency Services and Minister for Corrections)
Adjournment

Abalone poachers: apprehension, 1328
Questions without notice

AFL: grand final relocation, 28

Building industry: performance, 1805

Audrey Brooks Preschool, 859

Electricity: winter power bonus, 3

Beach Road: traffic volume, 29

Housing: transitional initiative, 886

Belgrave shopping centre, 1866

Tertiary education: rnultisector institutions, 572

Black Rock Primary School, 1865
Bulla Hill railway, 29

McGILL, Mrs (Oakleigh)

Calder Highway: duplication, 1328
Cars: fog lights, 109

Bills

Catchment management authorities, 860

Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 710, 721

Catholic schools: funding, 1328

Local Government (Darebin City Council) Bill, 1460

Corrections: misuse of funds, 19 I 2
Cyclists

Drugs: Turning the Tide program, 864
Governor's speech

Address-in-reply, 321
Petitions

Dental Practice Bill, 1679

insurance, 1866
road laws, 860
Firearms: registration, 215
Geelong: sexual assault service, 860
Hospitals: eastern suburbs, 1865
Lockwood Primary School, 1328
Melbourne Water: Gippsland irrigators, 29

Points of order, 792
Questions without notice

Ministerial and electorate staff: probity checks, 1865
Planning: covenants, 1328
Police

Cigarette lighters: regulations, 1192
Housing: Kensington high-rise tower, 375
Public transport: Easy Going package, 575
Super Alloy Technologies Pty Ltd, 1889
Women's budget, 251

Femtree Gully incident, 1913
reputation, 307
station resources, 109
Police and prison funding, 1866
Port Phillip Prison: management, 561
Prisons: security, 1328

McGRATH, MrJ. F.(Warmambool)

Public transport: automatic ticketing, 28
St Francis Xavier Primary School, 1328

Adjournment

St John Ambulance: communications equipment, 627

Abalone poachers: apprehension, 1326

Sale: drug rehabilitation centre, 1328

Port Campbell National Park. 853

Schools: class sizes, 1865

Bills

Appropriation ( 1998199) Bill, 1194
Governor's speech

Address-in-reply, 256

Sexual offenders: child protection, 1865
Skyhigh licensed restaurant, 1865
Southland shopping complex, 1328
Springvale Road: speed limits, 29
Start program, 560
Statutory declaration: federal MP, 1912

Petitions

Strathmore Secondary College, 29

Dental Practice Bill, 221

Trams: illumination, 28

Mortlake: reticulated sewerage system, 515

Trucks: speed limits, 29

(See also DEPUTY SPEAKER, The)

Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges Regiona Straltegy
Plan, 1865
Waverley Park: closure, 1328
Auditor-General's Office

Financial audit, 1426
Performance audit, 1426
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Bills
Agriculture Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1562
Dried Fruits (Repeal) Bill, 1573
Financial Management (Amendment) Bill, 396
Fire and Emergency Services Acts (Amendment) Bill, 36, 143,
663
Flreanns (Amendment) Bill, 36,144,147,728,1188
Gas Industry (Amendment) Bill, 1835
International Transfer of Prisoners (Victoria) Bill, 136 I. 1427
Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus No. I) Bill, 1167.1171
Public Correctional Se",ices Authority Bill, 1361. 1429
State Trustees (Amendment) Bill, 849

(39)

MACLELLAN, Mr (Pakenham) (Minister for Planning and Local
Government)
Adjournment
Bendigo Health Care Group, I 10
Buses: route no. 704, 1676
Business migrants, I I I
City Link: western link, 1579
Glen Eira: community torum, 426
Golden Square Primary School, 1676
Greensborough Highway: noise barriers, 1676
Helimed ~ice: Gippsland, 110
Housing: East Doncaster, 1675

Business of the house

Lower Heidelberg Road: Eaglemont crossing, 1245

Proclamations fixing operative dates, 23

Mentpne Body Corporate Management, 1676

Program, 1266

Mickleham Road: traffic volume, I11

Sessional orders, 20, 37

Moorabbin Airport: traffic, 109

Televising and broadcasting of proceedings, 22, 24

Momington Peninsula: administration, 426

Parliamentary committees
House Committee, 23
Library Committee, 23
Privileges Committee. 23
Standing Orders Committee, 23
Personal explanations, 999

Murrayville: ground water, 1675
Natural gas: Bundalong, 1675
Nillumbik
chief executive officer, 427
inquiry, 856
Peninsula resource and information centre, 1245
Planning: HMAS LOTlsdale site, 512
Police

Points of order, 32, 147, 560
Questions without notice
Bushfires

Boronia station, 1245
station upgrades, 1676
Public transport: automatic ticketing, 110, 1245
School buses: special schools, 1245

1997-98 season, 1891

Stonnington: site analyses, I 10

Trentham-Spring Hill, 571

Taxis: EFTPOSmachines, 1675

CFA: fire safety initiative, 660

Trams: Toorak Road, 1676

Investment: government facilitation, 31

Wand S Cowley, 801

Law Enforcement Drug Fund, 1809

Werribee: toxic waste dump, 307

Local government and youth: programs, 812

Women

Minister for Police and Emergency Services
credit card, 1005
retirement, 162
Operation Bushfire Blitz, 337

offensive advertising, 1245
refuges and domestic violence services, 109
Workcover: fraudulent claims, 1245
Zeroing in on Waste strategy, 1246

Police
industrial dispute, 1262, 1356
information technology, 539

Bills
Building (Amendment) Bill, 462,550, 1035

Police and Emergency Se",ices: credit cards, 31

Financial Management (Amendment) Bill, 349

Port Phillip Prison

LocaJ Government (Amendment) Bill. 1182

management, 538, 573, 638

Local Government (Darebin City Council) Bill. 890,980, 1470

MrTony Holland, 811

Melbourne City Link (Exhibition Street Extension) Bill, 1184,
1670

Ports: security guards, 886
Road safety: Easter strategy, 884

Sea-Carriage Documents Bill, 904

Road toll and crime statistics, 35

Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill, 347

Speaker and Deputy Speaker
Temporary relief in chair, 20

Points of order, 341, 344, 1672

(40)
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Questions without notice
Building industry

Food: exports, 540
Forestry industry: regional Victoria, 141

performance, 164, 1805

Gippsland: farm produce exports, 1705

statistics, I092

Horticulture: waste water, 1258

Local government

Museum Victoria director: credit card, 540

elections, 745

One Nation: preferences, 1594

rates, 15%

Petroleum industry: investment, 1550

Planning
solid waste landfills, 1453
suburban amenity, 249
Royal Mint building, 963

Rural Victoria: services, 541
Water
rebates, 809
storages,458
Werribee: toxic waste dump. 574

McLELLAN, Mr (Frankston East)
MADDlGAN, Mn (Essendon)
Adjournment
Frankston Freeway: upgrade, 800

Adjournment
City Link: western link, 1575

Bills
Ambulance Services (Amendment) Bill, 1718

Marine Discovery Centre, Queenscliff, 1772
Motorcycle association toy run, 426

Appropriation ( 1998/99) Bill, 1227

Museum of V ictoria: future, 797

Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 702

Planning: covenants, 1327

Points of order, 683, 1717
Questions without notice
Road toll and crime statistics, 35
Schools: Turning the Tide program, 163
The Melbourne Dreaming, 574

Public transport: automatic ticketing, 1057
Bills
Appropriation ( 1998/99) Bill, 1120
Appropriation (Parliament 1998/99) Bill, 1320
Arts Acts (Statute Law Revision) Bill, 601
Building (Amendment) Bill, 1032
Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1496

McNAMARA, Mr (Benalla) (Deputy Premier and Minister for
Agricultw-e and Resources)
Adjournment

Education (Teachers) Bill, 482
Financial Management (Amendment) Bill, 391
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 722

Coliban Water: Wedderbum scheme, 717

Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1439
Heritage Rivers (Amendment) Bill, 1541

Dairy industry: deregulation, 1329
Gippsland

Melbourne and Olympic Parks (Amendment) Bill, 1653

ground water supply, 933

Melbourne City Link (Exhibition Street Extension) Bill, 1667
Parks Victoria Bill, 1869

MacaJister irrigation agreement, 991

Public Sector Management and Employment Bill, 1749

water shortages, 718

Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1749

Murrayvi lie: ground water reserves, 716
Northern Pacific seastar, 933
Rural Victoria: drought, 990
Werribee: toxic waste dump, 716
Bills
Agricultw-e Acts (Amendment) Bill, 887, 950, 1564
Dried Fruits (Repeal) Bill, 887, 952
Livestock Disease Control (Amendment) Bill, 1709, 1782
Questions without notice
Aquaculture industry: development, 1005

Rail Corporations (Amendment) Bill, 1636
Retail Tenancies Reform Bill, 758
St George Bank and Advance Bank Australia Bill, 1378
State Taxation (Amendment) Bill, 1735
Transport Acts (Amendment) Bill, 830
Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill, 596
Victorian Plantations Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 1407
Essendon and District Memorial Hospital, 631
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 187

Best Wool 20 I0 program, 967
Dairy industry: deregulation, 1452
Fishing industry: government policy, 655

Hospitals: Auditor-General's report, 1686
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Petitions
Essendon and District Memorial Hospital, 631, 1781
Housing: rent increases, 1265
National Gallery: water wall, 221
Points of order, 832, 1077, 1540

MAUGHAN, M r (Rodney)
Adjournment
Bridges
Goulbum River, 1773
River Murray, 1522
Echuca Primary School, 1909
Firearms: unifonn laws, 800
Moira: accountmg standards, 359

(41)

MILDENHALL. Mr (Footscray)
Adjournment
Catholic schools: funding, 1326, 1906
Docos Building Contractors, 1775
Maribymong: flood-prone land, 1577
School buses
Ballan-Ballarat, 852
special schools, 1240
School principals: minister's comments, 623
Schools
Ballarat, 154
class sizes, 1862
infonnation technology, 362
Teachers: employment contracts, 554

Bills

Mullumbimby couch, 929

Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, I1 13

MultIple chemical sensitivity, 1153

Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 888, 1472

Psychiatric services: border anomalies, 212

Education (Teachers) Bill, 253,478

Trucks: speed Ilmits, 26

Public Sector Management and Employment Bill, 1628
Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1628

Bills
Appropriation ( 1998/99) Bill, 1218
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply,406
Questions without notice
Best Wool 2010 program, 967
Bushfires: 1997-98 season, 1891
Forestry industry: regional Victoria, 141
(See also Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

State Trustees (Amendment) Bill, 839
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply,80
Points of order, 479, 481, 651, 1487, 1501
Questions without notice

Education: funding, 339
Schools
class sizes, 252, 374, 459
disabled students, 1454
infonnation technology, 6, 372

MICALLEF, M r (Springvale)

suicide prevention fund, 164, 166

Adjournment
Springvale Road: speed limits, 27

NAPTHINE, Dr (Portland) (Minister for Youth and Community
Services)

Bills
Appropnation ( 1998/99) Bill, 1312
Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1443
Gas Pipelines Access (Victoria) Bill, 1391
Sea-Carriage Documents Bill, 907
Transport Accident (Amendment) Bill, 1371

Adjournment
Bambra-Balaclava road intersection, Caulfield, 1780
Banks: closures, 719
Bendigo Health Care Group, 1158
Bridges: Goulbum River, 1780
Brunswick Secondary College, 1779

Drugs: Turning the Tide program, 875
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply,532
Petitions
Accident Compensation Act, 9

Building industry: site toilets, 430
Child care: regulations, 628
Dandenong Ranges: fire prevention, 1780
Building Contractors, 1780
Or Stanley Cochrane Memorial Kindergarten, 989
Down Syndrome Association of Victoria Inc., 990
Family services: parent support funding, 802
Fireanns: uniform laws, 802
Frankston Freeway: upgrade, 802

()ocos
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Gippsland West: ambulance service, 512

Gaming: problem gambling education program, 808

HACC: funding, 627

Intergraph: test calls, 1360

Health: influenza vaccine, 1059

Kew Residential Services, I I 89

Hepatitis B immunisation program, 719

Mercy Hospital for Women, 370

Latrobe Valley: water levies, 430

Preschools: funding. 745

Loddon-Mallee: disability funding, 512

Youth

Lynton Place-Femtree Gully Road intersection, Scoresby, 802

juvenile justice facilities, 374

Manne Discovery Centre. QueensclifT, 1780

suicide prevention. 1004

Mitcham

Victorian Child Death Review Committee

neighbourhood houses. 1778
Street Life program, 802

Annual report, 1527

Moe urgent care centre, 989
Multiple chemical sensitivity, 1158

P ANDAZOPOULOS, Mr (Dandenong)

Museum of Victoria: future, 802
National Air and Space Museum of Australia. 430

Adjournment

National Farmers Federation broadcast, 719

AFL: grand final relocation, 25

Neerim Crossover Primary School, 802

Hampton Park Secondary College, 622

Port Phillip Prison: management, 802

Harness Racing Board

Prahran: early intervention services, 719
Preschools

audit, 1907
treasurer, 555

muIti-employer agreements, 803, 1157

Sports betting inquiry, 21 I, 1573

Wonthaggi, 1779

Wantima Heights Primary School, 421

Psychiatric services: border anomalies, 220
Public transport: automatic ticketing, 1158
Queenscliff: traffic refuges, 802
Recreation Activities for Integration Development, 934
Rosebud foreshore, I 780
Royal Park: mental health facilities, 1158
School buses: Craigiebum, 1158
Toy Box Childcare Centre, 934

Waverley Park: closure, 1323

Bills
Appropriation ( 1998/99) Bill, 1268
Building (Amendment) Bill, \033
State Taxation (Amendment) Bill, 1736
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 410

VCE: mature-age students, 1158
Wantima Heights Primary School, 429
Western Freeway: Pykes Creek bridge, 1158

Bills
Ambulance Services (Amendment) Bill, 1092, 1165, 1723

Points of order, 560, 561,565,566

Questions without notice
Harness Racing Board: treasurer, 656
Rural Development: credit cards, 34

Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill,
949, \022
Gas Pipelines Access (Victoria) Bill, 960
Health Acts (Statute Law Revision) Bill, 950,1023

PATERSON, Mr(South Barwon)
Governor's speech

Health Services (Amendment) Bill, 982, 1028
Physiotherapists Registration Bill, 1092, 1166
St George Bank and Advance Bank Australia Bill, 959
Hospitals: Auditor-General's report, 1689

Address-in-reply, 618

Questions without notice
Budget: social initiatives, 1090
Information technology: knowledge-based industries, 370

Personal explanations, 8
Points of order, 712, 770, 778,862,1341,1353,1716,1717

Questions without notice

Local government: elections, 744
Schools: curriculum, 1594

PERRIN, Mr (Bulleen)

Bass Coast adolescent placement program, 656
Commonwealth-State Disability Agreement, 1807
Family services: Early Choices program, 1360
Family violence: women and children, 1257

Adjournment
High Street, Doncaster: speed limits, 1523
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Bills
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1145

Bills
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1300

Business Licensing Authority Bill, 1811

Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1490

Education (Teachers) Bill, 491

Education (Teachers) Bill, 487

Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1437

(43)

Governor's speech

Parks Victoria Bill, 1875
Tribunals and Licensing Authorities (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill, 1811

Address-in-reply, 291
Points of order, \074, 1466. 1493

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Bill, 1811
Environment and Natural Resources Committee

Weeds in Victoria, 1869

Questions without notice
Arts: attendances, 369
Tertiary education and training: apprenticeships, 964

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 99

Water safety, 7
Women: government policy input, 1255

(See also Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

(See also Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

PERTON, Mr (Doncaster)

PHILUps, Mr (Eltham)

Adjournment

Adjournment

AAT: member, 1422
Cyclists: insurance, 1865

Eastern Freeway: extension, 855
Housing: East Doncaster, 1672
Bills
Business Licensing Authority Bill, 1800
Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1441

M80 Freeway: landscaping, 1058
Bills
Appropriation ( 1998/99) Bill, I I 16
Points of order, 1360
Questions without notice
Family violence: women and children, 1257

Property Law (Amendment) Bill, 948

Forest industry: Central Highlands regional agreement, 811

Public Sector M3I1agement and Employment Bill, 1753

Trams: City Circle and Nightlink, 166

Public Sector Ref<>rm (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1753
Tribunals and Licensing Authorities (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill, 1800

PLOWMAN, Mr A. F. (Benambra)

Victorian CiVil and Administrative Tribunal Bill, 1800
Adjournment
Business ~ the house
Televising and broadcasting of proceedings, 71
Governor's speecb
Address-in-revly, 527
Points of order, 181,525,773,855, 1407
(See also Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

Dairy industry: deregulation, 1325
Roads: Shelley-Walwa, 303
Tourism: Upper MWTaY, 1154
Audit and Workcover legislation, 236

Bills
Financial Management (Amendment) Bill, 395
Public Sector Management and Employment Bill, 1747
Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1747

PEUUCH, Mrs (Bentleigh)

State Taxation (Amendment) Bill, 1739
Victorian Plantations Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 1405

Adjournment
Cars: fog lights, 107
Coatesville Primlll)' School, 985
Glen Eira: community forum. 422
Sport: drug education funding, 555

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 551
Points of order, 240, 1658

(44)
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Questions without notice

Australasian Public Sector Games, 573
Building industry: performance, 164
Housing: Wodonga. 1599
Planning: solid waste landfills, 1453
(See also Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

RJCHARDSON, Mr (Forest Hill)
Bills

Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1309
Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill. 381
Business of the house

Postponement. 769
Program, 1604
PLOWMAN, Mr S. J. (Evelyn) (See SPEAKER. The
(Hon. S. J. Plowman) and Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

Sessional orders. 51
Points of order, 767

REYNOLOS, Mr (Gisborne) (Minister for Sport and Minister for
Rural Development)

(See also Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

Adjournment

ROBINSON, Mr (Mitcham)

AAT: member, 1424
City Link : tolls, 1424
frankston: Safer Cities program, 1424
Harness Racing Board
audit, 1911

Adjournment

Chain letters, 19\ I
Or Stanley Cochrane Memorial Kindergarten, 985

Heath Heights Pty Ltd, 624

treasurer, 563
Lakes Entrance Surf Lifesaving ClUb. 159

Mitcham
neighbourilood house, 1776

Mordialloc Creek and Heatherton drain, 1424
Motorcycles: licensing, 563
Police: Croydon patrols, 1424
Prahran: Positive Living Centre, 563
Sale: military flying school, 158

Street Life program, 800
Public transport: automatic ticketing, 1055
Recreation Activities for Integration Development. 929
St Francis Xavier Primary School, 1325

Schools: integration aides, 1424
Sport: drug education funding, 563
Sports betting inquiry, 1578
Sunbury: traffic flow, 563
Werribee: toxic waste dump, 563
West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority, 1424
Zeroing in on Waste strategy, 1424
Bills

Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 147
Gaming No. 2 (Amendment) Bill, 1040. 1187
Rail Corporations (Amendment) Bill, 1647
Retail Tenancies Refonn Bill, 36, 148

Schools: Education Line, 213
Springvale Road: Nunawading school crossing. 508
Audit and Workcover legislation, 243
Bills

Ambulance Services (Amendment) Bill, 1719
Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1283
Arts Acts (StaMe Law Revision) Bill, 604
Business Licensing AuthOrity Bill, 1813
Credit (Amendment) Bill, 1047
Dried Fruits (Repeal) Bill, 1570
Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1516
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 823
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 695

Points of order, 565

Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1435
Geographic Place Names Bill, 474

Questions without notice

Land Tax (Amendment) Bill, 1729
Miscenaneous Acts (Omnibus No. \) Bill, 1896

AustraIasian Public Sector Games, 573
AustraIian University Games, 885

Rail Corporations (Amendment) Bill, 1644

Harness Racing Board
initiatives, 33

Retail Tenancies Reform Bill, 754

treasurer, 656

SI George Bank and Advance Bank AustraIia Bill, 1374
State Taxation (Amendment) Bill, 1741

Royal Park: netball and hockey facilities, 1893

Transport Accident (Amendment) Bill, 958

Rural Development: credit cards, 34
Rural Victoria: Victalent scheme, 1553

Tribunals and Licensing Authorities (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill, 1813

Water safety, 7

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Bill, 1813

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 11 9

Retail Tenancies Refonn Bill, 738
Summary Offences (Amendment) Bill, 583
Victorian Plantations Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 1414

Petitions
Firearms (Amendment) Bill. 1061

Business of the house
Postponement, 765

Points of order, 1048, 1438

Televising and broadcasting of proceedings, 67
Governor's speech

ROWE, Mr(Cranboume)
Adjournment
Police: Cranboume vehicle, 1577

Address-in-reply, 193
Grievances
Ports: reform, 1068

Public transport: automatic ticketing, 358
Petitions
Bills
Appropriation ( 199&/99) Bill, 1272

Helimed service: Gippsland, 1265
Princes Highway: Sale intersection, 1006

Appropriation (Parliament 1998/(9) Bill, 1322
Education (Self-Go\'eming Schools) Bill, 1516
Education (Teachers) Bill, 485
Public Sector Management and Employment Bill, 1625
Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1625
Rail Corporations (Amendment) Bill, 1647
Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill, 386
Business of the house
Postponement, 779
Grievances

Points of order, 780, 986, 1432
Questions without notice
Petroleum industry: investment, 1550
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee

Alert Digest, 376, 812, 1007, 1600
Annual report, 1527
Redundant and unclear legislation, I I

SAVAGE, Mr (Mildura)

Magistrnles Court: sexual assault victim, 454
Points of order, 830, 832

Adjournment
Health: late-term abortions, 30 I

Questions without notice
Local govemment and youth: programs, 812
TertIary education
overseas students, 459
senior citizens_ 1260

Murrayville: ground water, 712, 1673
Wimmera-Mallee Water: dispute, 1056
Bills
Agriculture Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1557
Dried Fruits (Repeal) Bill, 1570
Education (Teachers) Bill, 492

RV AN, Mr (Gippsland South)

Fireanns (Amendment) Bill, 692
Gas Industry (Amendment) Bill, 1835

Adjournment
Gippsland
ground water supply, 928

St George Bank and Advance Bank Australia Bill, 1378
Summary Offences (Amendment) Bill, 581
Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill, 596

Macalister irrigation agreement, 987
Police: Yarram station, 1057
Sale
drug rehabilitation centre, 1324
military flying school, 154
Bills
Crimes (Family Violence) (Amendment) Bill, 942

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply,343
Petitions
Hospitals: privatisation, 114
Schools: nursing program, 221
Points of order, 344, 541, 1646

Dried Fruits (Repeal) Bill, 1571
Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1434

Questions without notice

Gas Pipelines Access (Victoria) Bill, 1386

Multilateral Agreement on Investment, 1193

Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus No. I) Bill, 1894

Rural Victoria: services, 541

(45)

(46)
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SEITl., Mr (Keilor)

SMITH, Mr E. R. (Glen Waverley)

Adjournment

Adjournment

Old Calder Highway-Bonfield Street intersection, 215
Bills

Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1297
Gas Pipelines Access (Victoria) Bill, 1395
State Trustees (Amendment) Bill, 845
Governor's speech

Address-in-reply,849
Petitions

Accident Compensation Act., I 13
(See also Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

Down Syndrome Association of Victoria Inc., 988
Police: reputation, 302
Police and prison funding, 1864
Preschools
multi-employer agreements, 80 I
Wonthaggi, 1774
Public transport: Anzac Day services, 1576
Schools: calculators, 214
Start program, 557
Bills

Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1287
Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1499
Education (Teachers) Bill, 490
Fireanns (Amendment) Bill, 148,674

SHARDEY, Mrs (Caulfield)
Adjournment

Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill, 387
Business of the house

Bambra-Balaclava road intersection. Caul field, 1773

Program, 1603

Housing: rent increases, 1241

Sessional orders, 57

Police: station resources, I 07
Rail: Elstemwick footbridge, 712
Schools: maintenance. 1522
Bills

Governor's speech

Address-in-reply, 132
Petitions

Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1493

Animal shelters, I 13

Health Services (Amendment) Bill, 1024
Heritage Rivers (Amendment) Bill, 1540
Local Government (Darebin City Council) Bill, 1448

Mountain View Hotel, Glen Waverley, 1869

Parks Victoria Bill, 1871
Retail Tenancies Reform Bill, 756
Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill, 600

Planning: beekeeping, 113
Wheelers Hill boundary, 9
Points of order, 344, 359,479,636,665, 776, 1485, 1558
Port Phillip Prison: management. 642

PetJtions

Dental Practice Bill, 1781
Points of order, 733,1447,1454,1882
Questions without notice

Commonwealth-State Disability Agreement, 1807

Local government: rates, 1596
Nursing mothers: discrimination, 807

SMITH, Mr I. W. (Polwarth)

Bills
Appropriation (1998199) Bill, 1131
Sea-Carriage Documents Bill, 910
Business of the house

Postponement, 777

Planning: suburban amenity, 249
Preschools: funding, 745

Governor's speech

Address-in-reply, 535, 537, 542
SHEEHAN, Mr (Northcote)
Governor's speech

Address-in-reply, 614

Points of order, 791

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
SPEAKER, The (Hon. S. J. Plowman)

STEGGALL, Mr (Swan Hill)

Absence of ministers, 31. 369, 538, 743,962, 1188, 1548

Adjournment

Adjournment

(47)

Goulbum-Murray irrigation district, 625
Loddon-Mallee: disability funding, 507

Parliament House: fundraising activities, 214
Bills
BLF Custodian, 167

Agriculture Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1559

Distinguished visitors, 137,654, 744, 809, 1087, 1889

Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1124

Governor's speech

Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill, 386

Dried Fruits (Repeal) Bill, 1568
Address-in-reply, 14, 1894

Points of order, 899

Naming of member, 805
New member, I

STOCKDALE, Mr (Brighton) (Treasurer and Minister for
Multimedia)

Papers, 1602, 1679
Adjournment
Parliament
Staff retirements, 1906
Temporary chairmen of committees, 19
(See also Rulings by the Chair in SUBJECTS)

Heath Heights Pry Ltd, 627

Bills
Appropriation ( 1998/99) Bill, 1008
Appropriation (Parliament 1998/99) Bill, 1016
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 461,462
Electricity Safety Bill, 378, 379

SPRY, Mr (Bellarine)

Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 888, 961, 1445
Gas Industry (Amendment) Bill, 1092, 1193, 1838, 1839, 1840

Adjournment
Health: influenza vaccine, 1055

Gas Pipelines Access (Victoria) Bill, 888

Land Tax (Amendment) Bill, 1092, 1176, 1731, 1732

Queenscliff: traffic refuges, 798

Public Sector Management and Employment Bill, 1162, I 163

St Leonards: harbour dredging, 1575

Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1161

Audit and Workcover legislation, 242
Bills
Education (Self-Goveming Schools) Bill, 1518
Retail Tenancies Reform Bill, 753
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply,264
Grievances
Schools: Bellarine and Geelong, 451
Petitions
Education: funding, 376
Points of order, 449

Rail Corporations (Amendment) Bill, 1092, 1093, 1177
St George Bank and Advance Bank Australia Bill, 888, 1373,
1380
State Taxation (Amendment) Bill, 1093, 1179, 1744, 1745
State Trustees (Amendment) Bill, 462
Transport Accident (Amendment) Bill, 888,957,958
Victorian Plantations Corporation (Amendment) Bill, 889,967,
1417,1419
Points of order, 444
Questions without notice
Auditor-General: independence, 1806
Budget
social initiatives, 1090
Tricontinental, 1707
Casino: bidding process, 1259, 1355, 1356, 1358

Questions without notice

Crown Casino

Aquacu1ture industry: development, 1005

management, 807, 808

Fishing industry: government policy, 655

tax concessions, 3

Operation Bushfire Blitz, 337

Electricity: winter power bonus, 3

Public transport: Auditor-General's report, 1805

Information technology: knowledge-based industries, 371
Multimedia: investment, 1357
Nurses: employment, 1090
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(48)

Police: Ballarat infonnation technology contract, 812
Port of Melbourne: competition, 1002

Ports
federal container tax, 884, 885
refonn, 141
Webb Dock dispute, 7,963
Treasurer: credit card. 1808
Unemployment
budget forecast, 1087
statistics, 964
Water industry: perfonnance, 456
Youth: unemployment, 1192

Bills
Catchment and Land Protection (Amendment) Bill. 1267.1361,
1854
Credit (Amendment) Bill, 661
Crimes (Family Violence) (Amendment) Bill. 943
Geographic Place Names Bill, 253, 356,476
Heritage Rivers (Amendment) Bill, 890,977, 1544
Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill. 890, 979
Melbourne and Olympic Parks (Amendment) Bill. 1093, 1181,
1661
National Parks (Amendment) Bill, 889, 1037
Parks Victoria Bill. 888, 1037, 1876
Tertiary Education (Amendment) Bill, 357

Victorian Workcover Authority, 376

Transfer of Land (Single Register) Bill. 1709. 1783
Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill. 388

TEHAN, Mrs (Seymour) (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management)

Valuation of Land (Amendment) Bill, 151
Questions without notice

Catchment management authorities, 1708

Adjournment

Beeac Swamp Reserve, 856
Crown Casino
property trust, 366
second hotel tower, 366
tax concessions, 366

CSR Timber Products, 303
Dairy industry: brand names, 158
Dandenong Ranges: fire prevention, 157
Enfield forest, 51 I
European wasps, 366
Holy Trinity Cathedral, Wangaratta, 1156

East Gippsland
fire rehabilitation plan, 373
illegal logging, 373
Forest industry: Central Highlands regional agreement. 811
Intergraph
ambulance contract, 1261
ministerial adviser, 1893
Junior Landcare. 1598
Land Channel: Website. 1261
Natural Heritage Trust: assessment panel appointment, 164
Recycling: kerbside, 746

Kingston: Cheltenham business, 367
Longwarry: gateway project, 158
M80 Freeway: landscaping, 1059

THOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)

Moira: accounting standards, 366

Adjournment

Mullumbimby couch, 933

Beach Road: traffic volume, 27

Northern Pacific seastar, 306
Planning

Black Rock Primary School, 1861
Housing: Mentone, 1420

Beaurnaris, 158

Motorised scooters: classification, 856

height limits, 158

Planning: Beaumaris, 156

Police: Yarram station, 1060
Port Campbell National Park, 856

Bills

Port of Melbourne: competition, 158

Appropriation (1998/99) Bill, 1202

Public transport: automatic ticketing, 1059

Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1503
1~67

Recycling: waste management inquiry, 216

Local Government (Darebin City Council) Bill,

St Leonards: harbour dredging, 1578

Property Law (Amendment) Bill, 947

Schools

Public Sector Management and Employment Bill. 1612

Ballarat, 158

Public Sector Refonn (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1612

infonnation technology, 367

Tertiary Education (Amendment) Bill. 405

South Eastern Freeway: noise abatement strategy, 1059
Tourism: Upper Murray, 1157
Tubbut-Bendoc: wild dogs, 1578
West Rosebud-Tootgarook: foreshore management, 715
Wimme~Mallee

Water: dispute, 1060

Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition (Victoria) Bill 384
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply. 200
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Points of order, 461, 1672
Questions without notice

(49)

Questions without notice
Austin and Repatriation Medical Centre, 657, 1706
Hospitals: employment, 1597

Melbourne Convention, 2

Met Bus: sale, 963
Police: information technology, 539
Public transport: service guarantees, 883

Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Subordinate legislation, 160 I

THWAITES, Mr (Albert Park)
Adjournment
Hospitals: eastern suburbs, 1863
Housing: high-rise tower demolition, 363
Planning: height limits, 155

Intergraph
ambulance contract, 457, 458, 1261
ministerial adviser, 1893
test calls, 1359
Nurses: employment, 1090
Sale hospital. I 598

TRA YNOR, Mr (Ballarat East)

Adjournment
CSR !imber Products, 300

Petitions
Natural gas: Gordon and Mount Egerton, 812

Rio Tinto Ltd, 93 J

Questions without notice
Ambulance services: management, 133 I
CF A: fire safety initiative, 660

Bills
Ambulance Services (Amendment) Bitt, 17(1)
Drugs, Poisons and Controtted Substances (Amendment) Bill,
1017
Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 725
Health Acts (Statute Law Revision) BitI, 1023
Health Services (Amendment) Bill, 1023

Land Tax (Amendment) Bill, J731

Investment: govemment facilitation, 31

Land Channel: Website, 1261
Law Enforcement Drug Fund, 1809

TREASURE, Mr (Gippsland East)
Adjournment
Gippsland: water shortages, 7 I 3

Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus No. I) Bill, I 172

Lakes Entrance Surf Lifesaving Club, 155

State Trustees (Amendment) Bill, 846

Tubbut-Bendoc: wild dogs, 1574

Business of the house

Bills

Postponement, 770

Firearms (Amendment) Bill, 726

Reac;Oned amendments, 1262, 1264

Heritage Rivers (Amendment) Bill, 1543

Televising and broadcasting of proceedings, 74

Governor's speech
Drugs: Turning the Tide program, 869
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 180

Grievances

Address-in-reply, 207

Petitions
Helimed service: Gippsland, 1331

Questions without notice

Intergraph: ambulance contract, 439

Aboriginal Lands Act, 1001

Lang Corporation: executives, 1070

East Gippsland: fire rehabilitation plan, 372

Hospitals: Auditor-General's report, 1679

Education: programs, 5
Gippsland: farm produce exports, 1705

Hospitals: cash reserves, 660
Naming of member, 805

WADE, Mrs (Kew) (Attorney-General, Minister for Fair Trading
and Minister for Women's Affairs)

Points of order, 167,372,658,791,808,863,864,883,1006,
1091, 1160, 1191,1261,1262,1264,1342,1346,1486,1597,
1705,1706,1707,1716,1717,1893

Adjournment
Directors Talent Libraries, 858
Gunnamatta Surf Lifesaving Club, 308
Health: late-term abortions, 308

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
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Housing: Nelson Heights. Williarnstown, 308

Drugs: Turning the Tide program, 876

Sports betting inquiry. 220
Tabcorp: Albion agency. 308

Governor's speech

Address-in-reply.275

Bills
Business Licensing Authority Bill. 889. 970. 1361. 1815
Classification (Publications. Films and Computer Games)
(Enforcement) (Amendment) Bill, 889, 970
Crimes (Family Violence) (Amendment) Bill, 462, 548
Education (Teachers) Bill, 352
Evidence (Confidential Communications) Bill, 462, 547
Fundraising Appeals Bill, 1361. 1426
Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus No. I) Bill, 1092
Printers and Newspapers (Repeal) Bill. 889, 969
Property Law (Amendment) Bill, 462, 549, 949
Public Prosecutions (Amendment) Bill. 253, 355, 468
Public Sector Management and Employment Bill. 1904
Public Sector Reform (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1904
Sea-Carriage Documents Bill, 462. 546, 912
Summary Offences (Amendment) Bill, 253, 354, 588
Tribunals and Licensing Authorities (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill, 889. 975, 1361, 1815, 1820. 1821, 1822,
1823
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Bill, 889, 972, 1361,
1815,1819. 1820
Council of Magistrates

Annual report, 1905
County Court judges

Annual report, 1905
Points of order, 895.1067
Questions without notice

Attorney-General: credit cards, 33, 34
Cigarette lighters: regulations, 1192
Nursing mothers: discrimination, 807
Prahran Magistrates Court, 1358
Women: government policy input, 1255
Women's budget, 251
Supreme Court judges

Annual report, 1905

WELLS, Mr (Wantirna)
Adjournment

Buses: Rowville-Glen Waverley. 509
Lynton

Plac~Ferntree

Gully Road intersection, Scoresby, 799

Bills
Education (Self-Governing Schools) Bill, 1485
Education (Teachers) Bill, 492
Tertiary Education (Amendment) Bill. 404

Grievances

Ports: refonn, 1084
Questions without notice

Audit Victoria: board appointments, 743
Migration and humanitarian program, 336
Schools: learning assessment project, 1551
Victoria: AAA credit rating, 1088

WILSON, Mrs (Dandenong North)

Bills

Health Services (Amendment) Bill, 1027
Governor's speech

Address-in-reply, 516
Petitions

Pentridge complex, 1781

(51 )
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Questions on notice answered during period covered by this index

Qn
7
8
9
10
II
12
13
18
19
25
26
'27
28
29
30
35
36
39
41
42
43
45
46
47
48
52
53
54
55
56
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
67
68
70
76
78
79
80
83
84
90
91
93
95
96

Portfolio and subject matter
Agriculture and Resources: Greater Geelong boards. commissions and committees
Industry, Science and Technology: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
Treasurer: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
Multimedia: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
Finance: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
Gaming: Greater Geelong boards. commissions and committees
Police and Emergency Services: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
Corrections: Greater Geelong boards. commissions and committees
Tertiary Education and Training: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
Planning and Local Government: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
Small Business: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
Tourism: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
Conservation and Land Management: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
Attorney-General: Greater Geelong boards. commissions and committees
Fair Trading: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
Women's Affairs: Greater Geelong boards, commissions and committees
Transport: Mitcham railway stations
Transport: Mitcham railway stations
Treasurer: asset sales
Transport: Mitcham Met ticket agencies
Transport: Lilydale and Belgrave rail lines
Transport: Lilydale and Belgrave rail lines
Transport: Mitcham railway stations
Transport: Mitcham automatic ticket machines
Transport: Mitcham boom gates
Transport: Mitcham bus services
Health: Burwood and District Hospital
Health: dental waiting list
Treasurer: former Box Hill electricity authority
Treasurer: payroll tax
Police and Emergency Services: Nunawading station
Health: Nunawading ambulance station
Police and Emergency Services: Mitcham fire stations
Transport: Mitcham bus shelters
Agriculture and Resources: agricultural output
Treasurer: BIS Shrapnel economic report
Treasurer: share transaction stamp duty
Treasurer: Asian economic downturn
Health: Medicare offices
Treasurer: power surge insurance
Planning and Local Government: Mitcham ministerial visits
Transport: Mitcham ministerial visits
Police and Emergency Services: surflifesaving
Conservation and Land Management: Mitcham Healthy Waterways funds
Roads and Ports: Blackburn Vicroads office
Planning and Local Government: Nunawading civic centre
Health: Maroondah Hospital dental unit
Youth and Community Services: Spice Consulting
Police and Emergency Services: Mitcham SES funding
Police and Emergency Services: Newstead station
Transport: Mitcham automatic ticketing machines
Treasurer: United Energy power poles
Transport: PTC infringement notices

Asked by

Page

Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Loney
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
MrCameron
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson

1247
995
1247
567
995
995
1248
1248
996
1249
567
567
1250
996
996
997
568
568
1581
1589
1915
1589
1590
1915
1590
1591
1581
1582
1250
1251
1251
1582
1252
1591
1582
1252
1582
1583
1253
1916
1917
1917
1917
1583
1917
1253
1584
1254
1918
1918
1919
1919
1584

(52)
Qn
99
100
101
103
104
105
106
107
I 12
381
386
421
424
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Portfolio and subject maller
Transport: metropolitan level crossings
Tertiary Education and Training: Melbourne University Institute of Land and Food Resources
Tertiary Education and Training: Victorian College of Agriculture and Horticulture
Health: Maldon nursing home beds
Health: Maryborough and Dunolly hospital nursing home beds
Health: Mount Alexander Hospital nursing home beds
Health: Bendigo nursing home beds
Health: Nurses Board of Victoria
Roads and Ports: Korevaar and Sons Pty Ltd
Planning and Local Government: municipal wards and ridings
Planning and Local Government: Bass Coast boat launching fees
Transport: automatic ticketing
Transport: official ministerial duties

I Asked by
Ms Campbell
Mr Hamilton
Mr Hamilton
Mr Cameron
Mr Cameron
Mr Cameron
Mr Cameron
Mr Robinson
Mr Bracks
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson
Mr Robinson

Page
1584
1920
1920
1585
1585
1586
1586
1586
1921
1921
1922
1923
1923

