MEMBERS
Wednesday, 5 October 1994

533

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 5 October 1994

The SPEAKER (Hon. J. E. Delzoppo) took the chair
at 10.04 a.m. and read the prayer.

MEMBERS
Conduct

racing circuit for the purposes of the Australian grand
prix and other races at Albert Park.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Parliament
enact legislation to prevent the conduct of the
Australian grand prix or similar events at Albert Park.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Thwaites (19 909 signatures)

Sodomy

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Let me make the
position quite clear lest we get off on the wrong foot.
The honourable member for Springvale has
interjected two or three times even in a few short
minutes. He had the temerity to interject before the
prayer was read, something that this house and I
personally take deep offence at. I ask him to please
curb his enthusiasm for interjection, and I also ask
the senior members of his party to try to discipline
the honourable member for Springvale to ensure
that he complies more regularly with the forms of
the house.
Mr MICALLEF (Springvale) - On a point of
order, Mr Speaker, I would like to place on record
my absolute disgust at the conditions we work
under in this house. I put it to you - The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member will resume his seat. There is no point of
order.
Mr MICALLEF - There is a point.

Honourable members interjecting.

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:
The act of anal intercourse or sodomy is:
a serious health hazard, almost always involving
anal and rectal damage;
the means of transmission of disease in about 90
per cent of HIV / AIDS cases in Australia;
associated with a number of other serious diseases,
including hepatitis A, B and C, gonorrhoea and
syphilis;

described in the Bible as an abomination to God.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Legislative
Assembly will:
pass a law to make the commission of sodomy
(anal intercourse) a criminal offence, to prevent
this serious health hazard from being promoted in
the media and educational institutions as a valid
form of sexual intercourse.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The SPEAKER - Order! I warn the honourable
member for Mordialloc that his behaviour also is
unacceptable to the Chair.

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

Australian grand prix
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 notes the proposal to construct a motor

By Mr Tanner (112 signatures)
Laid on table.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
COMMITIEE
Building and construction industry
Mr TREASURE (Gippsland East) presented fifth
report of Economic Development Committee on
inquiry into Victorian building and construction
industry entitled 'Security of Payments' together
with bibliography, appendices, extracts from
proceedings and minority report.
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Laid on table.

Ordered to be printed.

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

State education system
Mr SANDON (Carrurn) - I grieve for the
Victorian state education system and for the
students of that system. The prOvision of a state
system of education that is comprehensive, secular
and free is one of the most important functions of a
state government.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house will come to
order. Would members please resume their seats or
leave the chamber.
Mr SANDON - Such a responsibility must be
carried out by a minister who is committed to that
obligation, who cares about the system and the
needs of all students in it and who is concerned
about the system and its functioning.
It needs a minister who is prepared to share his
decision-making powers with school communities,
and with those at the coalface who have expertise
and interest in the product that is delivered. It needs
a minister who is prepared to have his decisions
scrutinised and their impact on the system and its
students monitored and checked. In Minister
Hayward the Victorian education system does not
have a person with these qualities. This is the
minister whose public response, when his
performance was questioned by the Department of
the Premier and Cabinet, was, 'Outcomes are a load
of rubbish'.
This must stand as one of the most irresponsible
decisions made by any minister in the Kennett
government - indeed by any education minister in
the history of this state. The logical extension of the
minister's view that outcomes are a load of rubbish
is frightening. It means that the minister believes he
can spend as little as he likes on the state education
system and it does not matter what impact that has
on students in the system.
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This is the minister who believes that the dramatic
reduction in retention rates in Victoria - a trend
that is not mirrored in the non-government sector in
Victoria or in other states - does not matter. This is
the minister who believes that the dramatic fall in
retention rates in the Geelong area, where one-third
of students are now not completing high school,
does not matter. This minister would have us
believe that these students who are not completing
high school are leaving to take up the many
WlSkilled jobs that are available in Victoria, the state
with the highest unemployment on the mainland, or
going to TAFE where the government has yet again
cut funds.
This is the minister who will not believe the
overwhelming body of evidence, based on factual
research, that shows that students who fail to
complete high school or undertake post-secondary
training are four times as likely to be unemployed.
These facts do not matter to this minister because
they are outcomes and 'outcomes are a load of
rubbish'. This is the minister who believes that the
dramatic increase in class sizes is an outcome that
does not matter.
The highly paid and politically appointed Director
of School Education, Mr Spring, said on the Ranald
Macdonald program one morning that there was no
fundamental difference between classes of 12 to 15
and 40. As this minister has issued no correction,
one can only assume that the appointee was stating
Kennett government policy that class sizes of up to
40 are a fair go.
To this minister the impact of increasing class sizes
must be seen as a load of rubbish. This is the
minister who believes that the impact of reducing
the number of subjects available to students - one
of the outcomes of his program of savage budget
cuts - does not matter. The fact that there are now
very few reading recovery programs does not matter
The loss of less academic subjects, the ones that
attracted a different type of student and had fewer
students in their classes, and the impact on those
students who are not university bound is an
outcome that does not matter. The fact that many
schools have had to drop their specialist programs in
areas such as literacy, library and computer studies,
art and music - which have now become optional
extras often paid for by parents - is an outcome
that does not matter. This is the minister who says
that this is a choice of schools - self-governing
schools - not his choice. The reality is that the
minister forces schools to make choices that are
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based not on educational grounds but on the fact
that not enough teachers are provided to have both
acceptable class sizes and a specialist program, and
this minister does not care.
This is the minister who has taken over 8500
teachers out of the state education system and who
believes the effect of that does not matter. The
minister has removed the right of every student to
have a teacher in the classroom. The minister is not
interested in the fact that parents at Yarrambat
Primary School, for example, are fundraising and
that their efforts are used to pay for casual
replacement teachers that the minister does not
provide. Parents are fundraising because the
government does not provide for the basics.
There can be nothing more basic in a school than
teachers, and this minister does not even guarantee
that they will be provided. Parental fundraising and
school fees and charges take on a new meaning
under this minister and under this government. This
is an outcome of the minister's program of cutbacks,
but the minister believes that outcomes are a load of
rubbish.
This is the minister who has publicly stated, 'Hold
me accountable'. On his regular appearance on the
Ranald Macdonald program at the end of 1993 after
the second round of budget cuts of $145 million the
Minister for Education said, 'There will be no more
savage cuts in education and you can hold me
accountable to it'. Yes, please; we would like to do
that, Minister, because your own strategic directions
and the budget papers show this to be false. Your
own strategic direction plan shows expenditure on
government schools falling from $2.371 billion in
1992-93 to $2.125 billion in 1994-95 -a cut over that
two-year period of $246 million.
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The first of the four parameters is: class sizes will not
rise above the Australian average. Yet, according to
page 34 of the department's business plan for
1994-%, the student-teacher ratios show 1 teacher to
18.7 students in primary school and 1 teacher to 12.3
students in secondary school. The same business
plan points to the fact that these figures are worse
than the national benchmark of 1 to 18 in secondary
school and 1 to 121 in primary school.
The minister also said to hold him accountable if
teachers increase their contact hours of teaching so
that they are still not above the Australian average;
he said there would be no reduction in programs
and no increase in class sizes. He also said that he
would protect special programs. He said further that
he would make decisions through consultation to
respect locally based decisions.
The minister has failed on each of these tests. Ask
any parent, ask any teacher. Look at the McRae
report that was endorsed by the Victorian Principals
Federation. The simple fact is that in every school in
Victoria there has been a reduction in programs, and
in most schools the first to go were extras like
remedial programs.
In virtually every Victorian school there has been an
increase in class sizes. In the few cases where this
has been avoided the school has chosen either to

resort to composite grades throughout the school not
on educational grounds but on economic grounds or
to drop its specialist programs in art, library, music
and other areas.

Accountability ought to be a feature of our
Westminster system, but it is something that this
minister talks about in theory but avoids in practice.
All we are asking the minister to do is to stand by
his own statements.

Special programs have not been maintained. The
minister has talked of his personal commitment, yet
clearly when you look at what has happened in
schools you will see that the majority have had to
reduce their specialist programs. There would not be
a school in Victoria that believes that pastoral care is
better now than it was before the cuts. Kids get less
teacher support in class because classes are bigger.
They get less support out of class because teachers
are teaching other classes.

I use the minister's own words, 'Hold me
accountable' and his own test of success - one
presumes of outcomes - to see what effect his
actions have had on the state education system and
its students. The minister, in seeking to defend the
quality provision process, set four parameters for
judging success. It is a test that I would be happy to
judge him by and to hold him accountable to as a
politician.

Kids with special needs have less access to
specialists out of the school because of the minister's
decision to abolish student support centres and to
offer voluntary departure packages to specialists,
without regard to students. The definition of special
needs has changed dramatically. A cut of special
needs teachers from 2000 to 500 can hardly be
described as meeting the test of maintaining special
programs.
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The minister also said that he would maintain
consultation. Too many schools are suffering from
overturned locally based decisions to allow any
truth to be attributed to this statement. This is the
minister who keeps decision making to himself and
who includes groups on his 'favourites' basis. This is
the minister who destroyed the partnership in
education. This is the minister who knows his
decisions are not always right, but who chooses to
remove the right to challenge incorrect decisions
rather than to get the decision-making process right.
This is the minister who is not prepared to stand up
to his colleagues in cabinet and advocate the needs
of the system; rather, he is the minister who takes
what he is given and who then seeks to absolve
himself and the Kennett government from
responsibility, on the grounds that schools are given
resources and it is up to them to decide how to
spend them. Economic formulas deliver the
possibilities of the system, but no-one is interested in
the outcomes.
The minister has set his own accountability
framework: the four parameters. He has also stated
publicly:
What is happening in schools is just wonderful

The minister will not answer questions in this house.
He avoids them with prepared one-liners. He rarely
appears during the adjournment debate and when
he does he responds briefly. I ask the minister
whether he is prepared to stand by his own public
statements. If he honestly believes his actions are
benefiting the state's education system and its
students, if he believes what he says and, in
particular, believes in politicians being held
accountable, he should agree to publicly debate his
own statement. I formally challenge the Minister for
Education to debate his public statement:
What is happening in our schools is just wonderful.

If he is not prepared to publicly defend his own
words he does not deserve to be in Parliament, he
does not deserve to be minister, and he cannot be
believed.

Leader of the Opposition
Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - Today I grieve about a
number of matters that concern particular aspects of
the ALP, and I refer to some of the comments made
yesterday. It was interesting to listen to the Leader
of the Opposition and, indeed, to other members of
the opposition. I shall talk about a couple of other
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issues associated with the direction taken by the
ALP.
Firstly, 1 remind honourable members that when the
Leader of the Opposition took his place in this house
it cost the taxpayers of Victoria $224 900. It cost that
much to get this empty suit into this place because,
unfortunately, there was nobody else-The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Mordialloc should temper his language
and refer to honourable members in the correct
fashion.

Mr LElGH - I apologise, Sir. The now
honourable member for Broadmeadows was cast out
of his federal seat of Bendigo. He was offered a job
by his mate, the sandwich shop proprietor in
Canberra - who also lost his job. Through the
assistance of Senator Robert Ray, or rather through
Senator Ray's direct intervention, after he had spent
some months in the Upper House the honourable
member was made the Leader of the Opposition.
When the former Leader of the Opposition, Jim
Kennan, decided he was not going to be used by the
now leader and left, they decided to put this person
up in front. However, it cost the taxpayers of
Victoria $224 900 to make him Leader of the
Opposition. In other words, among the group on the
other side of the chamber there was no member who
was capable of being their leader.
Before the now Leader of the Opposition entered the
Victorian Parliament he had a luxurious job in
Canberra. On a number of occasions he travelled
overseas with his former boss, the former federal
Minister for Industry, Technology and Regional
Development, Mr Alan Griffiths. It appears that in
Canberra the now Leader of the Opposition had a
different attitude to freedom of information. When a
member for Monash Province in another place,
Ms Asher, sought access to POI documents he did all
he could to delay the application. Why? This man
who yesterday without one scintilla of evidence
dared to talked about cronyism and who could not
name anybody, the man who said people were
going to gaol in 1996 when he became Premier,
spent $200 000 gallivanting all around the world
with his boss.

Mr E. It. Smith - What were they doing?
Mr LElGH - I don't know. An article in the
Australilm of 31 January reported that one trip made
by the pair to Bangkok, Paris and Rome led to a
dispute between the federal government and
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Mr Brumby over Mr Brumby's meals and whether
his wife had accompanied him. Mr Brumby wrote
back to the federal govenunent saying that he was
responsible for eating all the food on the trip, not his
wife. Presumably she starved during the course of
the trip!
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campaigns within a number of trade unions in an
attempt to increase the power of his faction.
I first met Conroy in 1990 during the lead up to the
1WU election. I was an active member of the TWU and
joined the rank and file reform group that contested
and went on to win the last TWU elections in 1992.

1his is the man who dared to get up in Parliament
yesterday and talk about cronyism. 'That is apart
from the fact that he was a crony himself. Because he
could not get a job anywhere after he lost his seat, he
was made an adviser to a federal member of
Parliament And the day I asked in this chamber
whether he had been involved in any misuse of
ministerial jets, both he and Senator Ray went into
orbit The next night Senator Ray described me as
some sort of feral animal because I dared to question
him. One can only wonder about this.
I shall now read from a letter dated 5 May, which I
will be passing on to the federal Office of the
Auditor-General. I will make it available to members
of the house if they so wish. It was addressed to all
federal and state members of Parliament and states:
Dear Sir,
I have been prompted to write to you due to the current
publicity the ALP is attracting due to bitter factional
infighting within the ALP Victorian branch.
I am an unemployed truck driver and ex-union official
with the Transport Workers Union, Victorian Branch.
The purpose of this correspondence is to alert you and

your colleagues to serious fraudulent activities
involving a Mr Stephen Conroy (secretary ALP right
faction Victoria) -

and a Footscray councillor, I might add Senator Robert Ray, Senator Gareth Evans -

the next Prime Minister and a Mr RoJand Lindell (previous TWU official now
ALP Victoria branch organiser). Conroy works as a
full-time 1WU official and is very close to Robert Ray
and the Victorian ALP leader, John Brumby.
Before working for the TWU in 1992 Conroy was a
full-time staff member of Senator Robert Ray. He
worked from Ray's office located at 4 Treasury Place,
Melbourne. His work was confined to ALP right-wing
factional politics that included organising election

In 1990 Conroy and Linde11 began helping our team to
organise the campaign. Our entire campaign was
organised and run from 4 Treasury Place using the
office and staff of Senators Ray and Evans with their
consent. It is not unusual to see and talk to Rayon most
Friday mornings about the campaign.
Our entire campaign, including printing, photocopying
over 200 000 various union election newsletters and the
many thousands of phone calls that we made from
their office to union members - -

The SPEAKER - Order! Will the honourable
member resume his seat I have to warn him that in
a grievance debate he does not have the same
latitude as he has if there were a substantive motion
before the house. The honourable member should be
very careful about reflection against members.
Although he is entitled to criticise the actions of
persons, he is not able to reflect on their conduct or
impugn motives for their various actions. This
restriction applies not only to members of this
Parliament but also to members of federal
Parliament.

Mr LEIGH - I understand, Sir, although I make
the point that I am reading from some material that
was given to my office. The letter continues:
The cost of this would have run into hundreds of
thousands of dollars. The deal was that when we won
the election the ALP rights Ray and Conroy would
have total political control over our union. We are not
the only union they have helped and now control
It did not take long before problems occurred in our
union with Conroy and others employed by the union
with each given a union ear, free petrol and expenses.
They do very little legitimate union work and
concentrate mostly on gaining more power within the
ALP.

I lost my position with the union because I made it
clear that I was prepared to do what was required to
stop these people using the union in this way.
I believe that this issue of Ray, Conroy and Lindell
using hundreds of thousands of public funded dollars
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to set up a huge ALP faction power base must be
exposed and I hope that you raise this in Parliament.
I cannot reveal my name but I assure you that this
information is true. I urge you to get your colleagues in
the Senate to ask Ray and Evans questions about these
matters.
If these allegations are denied I will provide further

information induding another person who was
involved and will be prepared to go public.

The letter finishes at that point. There are a number
of those offices, and I understand that at the federal
level they have accounts they can use at the post
office. I also suspect there are a number of other
federal offices, including Senator Olive Zakharov's
office in Bentleigh, which are doing the very same
thing in producing material for state ALP
candidates. This also includes providing for
functions such as the one recently attended by
Senator McMullan, a typical ALP function that cost
only $120 a head. It was a very cheap function! It is
clear that some of those people are using the
structures of Parliaments for their own factions'
benefits, which have nothing to do with the taxpayer
and everything to do with the fact that those people
are trying to usurp our system of government by
trying to use it in their best interests.
I shall refer to another example that once again
demonstrates the machinations of the ALP. We all
remember the Nunawading Province re-election Nunagate - and the involvement of the honourable
member for Thomastown. I do not wish to raise it
again here, other than to say it is interesting that
although the Premier was faced with having to pay
a fine to the liquor licensing COmmission, when the
then secretary of the state ALP, the present
honourable member for Thomastown, was involved
in producing what was clearly a fraudulent card - I
was one of those who was interviewed about what
happened as part of the Nunawading police inquiry,
and it was clear that somebody should have been
charged - John Cain, the then Labor Premier, was
not prepared to charge him. I suppose he found it
difficult because no-one was ever sure whether the
person involved was Peter Batchelor, state ALP
secretary, or Peter Batchelor, private person. He
seemed to have a schizophrenic personality
throughout the whole affair. I wonder whether
anything will ever happen about that.
In any case, appendix 5 of the annual report of the
State Electoral Commissioner makes very interesting
reading. It relates to the distribution of those

Wednesday, 5 October 1994

how-t~vote cards by the ALP. They were signed by
Jennifer Beacham, one of those new, 35 per cent
action women who will presumably be elected to
Parliament. At the last state election this particular
lady authorised 15 how-t~vote cards which the
Electoral Commissioner describes in appendix 5 of
his report as deliberately setting out to ensure that
the people who followed them would not realise
they were voting for the ALP. The cards looked as
though they were showing people how to vote for
independents. The same issue that arose in
Nunawading was raised again at the last election.

The interesting thing in all of this, which directed
my attention to it, is that the Batman Links issue of
June 1994 -it is not a Batman comic, the title refers
to the federal seat of Batman, which is held by the
Deputy Prime Minister, Brian Howe - talks about
how Jenny Beacham had been to South Africa and
delivered a talk on 'Women and Democracy: the
South African Experience'. This is what Brian
Howe's newsletter says:
Jenny of course is familiar to us all as the immediate
past secretary of the Victorian ALP. Perhaps not all are
aware however that Jenny assisted the ANC in the
recent elections.

He means the South Africa election; no wonder the
ANCwon!
Jenny provided us with a detailed insight into the
problems associated with organising an election for
39.5 million people when no previous democratic
election had been held and highlighted how the
women of South Africa have had to be, and remain, the
mainstay of that society.
South African society is full of strong political activists
and that includes women but it is also the women who
keep the fabric of society together by ensuring that the
children are fed and the essentials of life are cared for.
Interestingly, Jenny noted that although women have
had a strong presence in establishing democracy in
South Africa, they still need to struggle with male
'supremacy' to gain acceptance in the political arena.

Along with most members of the government I do
not feel anywhere near able to compete with a lady
like that, who, according to the electoral office, is
capable of altering how-t~vote cards! That is clearly
true of this woman, another state secretary of the
Labor Party. We have had two of them in the row,
one of which has become the shadow minister for
transport. The concept of Labor Party propriety in
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opposition means that one of the persons who set
out to defraud voters in a by-election that may have
resulted in a hung Legislative Council is now one of
its leading lights, the shadow minister for transport.
That is the opposition's concept of democracy and they think that's okay.
One of the most offensive things you can come
across in a democracy are people who hold political
office or run party machines - in other words,
people who should know better -and who actively
set out to defraud voters of their rights. That is what
the inquiry in Nunawading established, and that is
clearly what it appears Ms Beacham was doing
during the state election. I will be seeking from the
Attorney-General the release of the 15 how-to-vote
cards and the details of the seats they were
distributed in. I guarantee that all of them will be
seats the ALP thought it may have had a chance of
winning at the last state election.
MI5 Wilson interjected.
Mr LEIGH - The honourable member for
Dandenong North does not have to believe me. I
suggest to members of the opposition that they read
what the Electoral Commissioner has to say.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LEIGH - Or Lyons was appointed by the
Labor Party. The Electoral Commissioner it
appointed is saying that about members of the ALP!
We did not appoint him, you did. He is saying you
are cheats. You want to steal people's votes. That is
an outrageous infringement of the democratic
principles of our society. You have dared to steal
people's votes.
The SPEAKER - Order! Will the honourable
member for Mordialloc cease banging his papers on
the desk. The noise is going through the sound
system - and it has ruptured the Speaker's left ear
drum!

Mr LEIGH - It is clear that the Labor Party has
sought to defraud voters of their rights. I believe the
Attorney-General has a responsibility to release the
names of the seats.
The SPEAKER - Order! the honourable

member's time has expired.
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Flood and drought relief
Ms MARPLE (Altona) - Today I grieve for the
people in the north-east of Victoria, in particular the
farmers of Benalla and Shepparton. It is one year
since the disastrous floods which devastated the
people of Benalla and put enormous strains on the
people of Shepparton and surrounding areas. At
that time I moved an adjournment motion about the
effects of the floods in the north-east, which, I
remind the house, each and every member
supported. Let me read that motion so that members
are aware of what it was we all agreed to, as
reported on page 884 of Hansard of 6 October 1993:
I desire to move the adjournment of the house for the
purpose of discussing a definite matter of urgent public
importance, namely the need for a prompt, effective
and compassionate government response to the
flooding in various parts of Victoria, recognising the
magnificent efforts of emergency service personnel,
volunteers and country people in the face of these
disasters.

On that occasion the opposition supported the
government's commitments to the people suffering
from the shock of having their homes flooded and of
seeing their farms and stocks swept away. At the
time I spoke of the difficulties facing people of all
ages - the youn~ parents and the elderly. I
remember quite clearly, Mr Acting Speaker, that you
also spoke at that time about the needs of the people
you and I know so well.
It is important to remind honourable members of
those points and of the television coverage of homes
in the area, particularly those of the elderly. Many of
the elderly were in shock because huge floods had
gone through places that had never been flooded
before.

I also remind the house of the words contained in
the motion that was carried by the house on 6
October 1993, that there is:
the need for a prompt, effective and compassionate
government response to the flooding in various parts of
Victoria ...

During that debate we discussed the support needed
for the area to return to the prosperity that is well
known in north-eastem Victoria. At the time many
people were able to offer support and they
continued it throughout the year. But what has
occurred over the past 12 months? Everyone
applauded the work that was done immediately, but
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since then we have seen a mean and miserable
government that turned its back on the people in the
north-east, most of whom have been consistent
supporters of the coalition over many years.
Although country people were most grateful for the
government's putting up $28 million for immediate
assistance in dealing with the floods, the
government did not provide additional funding to
trigger the amount the federal government said it
would provide for any national disaster. The state
government was too mean and miserable to provide
the additional few million dollars.
Mr Finn - That's Labor!
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representative in this house of the Murray Valley
electorate, would have witnessed the magnificent
and valiant job that has been done by many people
in that area.
As one who has lived in the area in the past and still
has family in the area I know those people have been
very loyal to the conservative parties in this state.
Year after year they voted for them, but what is
happening now? They hear and read statements
such as those contained in an article headed ' A Cry
from the Country' in the Sunday Age of 3 September:
In Benalla, people make wry jokes about the

'McNamara effect' -

Ms MARPLE - That's life, is it?
MrFmn -No. I said, 'That's Labor'.
Ms MARPLE - This government knows what is
needed. Other state governments do it. State and
federal governments have an agreement about the
amount of money that is required to trigger federal
support. The conservative government, the one that
always gets the support from the people in the
north-east, turned its back on them and said, 'No,
we won't trigger off that amount'. That is what the
government failed to do. That is why I grieve today
for the people in the north-east. The government
knew what amount was required as a trigger for the
federal government to provide funding and it
should have met that target. It required only a few
extra million dollars.
Government members are happy to give such
amounts to their mates. They do not worry about
paying their mates salaries of $8 million, but they
cannot offer similar amounts to farmers and country
people to trigger off additional federal funding.
The people of Shepparton and Benalla have learnt
that drought and flood disasters do not rate highly
with this government, at least not when they are
placed alongside the grand prix and the salaries paid
to its mates. It apparently does not matter that year
after year and generation after generation the people
living in those areas have produced goods that have
made this state the food bowl of Australia. It does
not matter that the area has been a base of great
support for the whole state. Without any trouble at
all the government was able to say, 'Aren't they
wonderful? They are getting on with the job'. Of
course they are wonderful; of course they have got
on with the job. Honourable members are well
aware of the support provided by local people. I am
sure that you, Mr Acting Speaker, as the

I have spoken about the 'McNamara effect' before
but it should be emphaSised.
Their local member is Mr Pat McNamara, the Deputy
Premier and leader of the state National Party. The
McNamara effect, they say, occurs when you have an
invisible member who only answers to his constituents
when the utmost pressure is applied.

That is the view of his constituents. In fact they will
see their local member at a cabaret in Benalla on
Friday night on the anniversary of the floods when
the people will celebrate their achievements in
having got through the past year. I am sure they will
be pleased to see the Deputy Premier. I hope they
will lobby him hard for the things the government
has not done over the past 12 months.
Of course some great things have been done and
many individual people have started to return to the
lifestyles they knew before the floods. I give them
great credit for that. The house is aware of the
immediate rescue work undertaken by the
volunteers and the voluntary support given to
families over the past 12 months as they try to regain
their stability and look to the future. I am well aware
of the work my own family had to do to return their
house to good condition.

Many great stories and pictures have been provided
by people I have met as I have moved around
north-eastem Victoria and across the state. One of
those is The Fabric Shop in the main street of Bena1la
which specialises in woollen fabric. The shop
owners, assisted by the local dry-cleaning company
in Benalla, got out the flood-damaged fabric, washed
it and were able to bring it back to a condition so
that it could be used and sold. Wool is a wonderful
fibre that is both produced and sold in the north-east.
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We should not forget that much maligned group of
people - the public servants. They did a great job
and their efforts were acknowledged by the Minister
for Community Services at the time. The people
were thankful for their quick response and
assistance.
What are these people facing now? The front page of
today' 5 Herald Sun - the only newspaper
government members are allowed to read - has a
photograph of a fanner, Mr Greg Gall, facing
paddocks which 12 months ago were covered by
floodwaters and which are now dry and without
crops. The Galls are well known in the north-east
and one of the Gall family was my son's best man at
his wedding. I am well aware of the problems facing
these fanners.
Those of us who have experienced drought know
what terrible devastation it can cause. Only
12 months ago the paddocks that were swamped by
floods are now experiencing drought. In 1982 when
we were farming in the north-east decisions had to
be made about which animals were able to stay. I
had to give up my beloved horse that had given me
great pleasure over many years. A difficult decision
had to be made then as decisions have to be made
now by people faced with drought problems in the
north-east. It stretches one's ability to cope. It
stretches one's relationships. It imposes a great
strain on all.
What has the government done for the people of the
Benalla and Shepparton regions who are facing
possible disaster? It has established a committee and it is important to have that committee. We also
have a Minister for Agriculture who, during
question time, tells us about the weather. He tells us
what has already happened. I advise him that the
people of the north-east are experts on the weather.
They know that a drought is pending. We do not
want a minister who comes into the house and tells
us those facts. The people of the north-east are
looking for leadership from the minister and the
government, not reports on the weather. They can
find that out themselves - they know that.
Although I am happy to have those reports we could
have been told yesterday what the committee was
actually doing. Is it having meetings behind closed
doors praying for rain? We do not know. The house
was not told anything yesterday. Here we are facing
a drought after the floods in the north-east - Mr W. D. McGrath - You are wishing for
droughts - that is what you are doing.

541

Ms MARPLE - You don't have to wish a
drought on people. The people are worrying about
it. We do not need a minister coming into the house
during question time to tell them what they already
know. The people are looking for leadership from
the minister and from the goverrunent What plans
does the government have in preparation?
Mr W. D. McGrath interjected.
Ms MARPLE - I will tell you - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Ms MARPLE - The minister and other
honourable members know that a drought is
something that seriously affects the people in this
state and throughout the country.
Mr W. D. McGrath interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) -Order!
The Minister for Agriculture will get his
opportunity. I ask him to listen to the honourable
member in silence.
Ms MARPLE - People have to be prepared for
drought because we know that along with floods it
is inevitable that there will be droughts. The people
of the north-east of the state are looking for
leadership but they are not getting it. What the
people in the north-east know they are getting from
this goverrunent is not a government that cares
about them, not a government that cares about the
people who have voted for them generation after
generation; they are getting a goverrunent that cares
about the people in Melbourne. Its members care
about their mates. They care about money and they
care about those mates they talk to in the clubs of
Melbourne.
A year ago we stood here and applauded the work
done by some people in respect of the floods.
Unfortunately the people of the north-east look in
vain for leadership because members of this
government have been centred on the Melbourne
casino and on their mates. They look in vain for the
leadership that they should have in members,
including the Minister for Agriculture. They are
learning through a sad past year's experience that
you can vote for them as much as you like, you can
vote for them through generations, but if you are not
a player in the grand prix, if you are not a mate who
goes to their clubs you can expect little support,
even when you face a disaster such as a drought or a
flood.
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We hope, of course, that there will not be a drought.
We hope the prayers that have been said behind
closed doors will have a good result. In the good
years we know that there will be future droughts.
There was a drought in 1982 and we had to make
decisions accordingly. We may have the same
situation again. Instead of having a minister who
comes in and tells us what the weather is and will be
like, we look to having a minister who will tell us
about the hopes and plans of the government for the
people in the north-east, the ones the government
turned its back on. We look for a minister who will
provide leadership at a time such as these farmers
are facing at the moment in the Benalla and
Shepparton areas.
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Mr W. D. McGRATH - Comments like that are
the reason I have entered the debate. If the
honourable member for Altona wanted to be
constructive rather than destructive, as she has been
time and again, she could take up some of the issues
with Senator Collins, who I might say has been very
supportive, which is different from the honourable
member for Altona.
Mr E. R. Smith - He knows what he is talking
about

Ms Marple interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - I want to get that into
Hansard!

Flood and drought relief
Mr Hamilton interjected.

MrW. D. McGRATH (Ministerfor
Agriculture) - I did not intend to make a
contribution in this debate, but the comments of the
honourable member for Altona - Mr Hamilton - You ought to give some of your
backbenchers a turn!
Mr W. D. McGRATH - The honourable member
for Morwell is absolutely right; I should give the
opportunity to backbenchers, but the allegations that
have been made by the honourable member for
Altona have to be responded to. That she would
come here and try to stir up some hype, create a
feeling that there has to be a drought just to satisfy
an agenda that she is trying to drive - -

MrW. D. McGRATH - I have spoken to Senator
Collins in discussions. On Friday a week ago the
state ministers for agriculture met in Canberra about
this very issue. Senator Bob Collins was out talking
about a national drought policy and so on. It was a
great opportunity for the shadow minister to make
some representation. But there was not a letter, not a
phone call from the shadow minister to the federal
minister.
Ms Marple interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - It is very important to
note that before a drought declaration is made in
Victoria -and 1 hope it is not necessary, because
there have been some reasonable rains across - -

Ms Marple interjected.

Ms Marple interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) - Order!
The honourable member for Altona has made her
contribution. The Minister for Agriculture, in silence.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - This is how the
hOI)ourable member for Altona acts. All she wants to
do is talk about how we can provide people with
social welfare - social welfare and more social
welfare. 1llat is all she is about.

Let's talk about leadership and what it is all about.
Has the honourable member for Altona as shadow
Minister for Agriculture written to Senator Collins?
No. Deafening silence from the honourable member
for Altona indicates that she has not raised anything
with Senator Bob Collins.
Ms Marple - What are you doing?

MrW. D. McGRATH - I told you this yesterday
in question time. There have been some reasonable
rains across the Wimmera and other parts of the
state, but the Mallee is still in a great deal of
difficulty from a yield point of view. What the
shadow minister fails to understand is that it is not
now that they need the financial support but later
on - next March, April, May - when they have to
gear up for the winter planting for next year.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATB - That is a very good
constructive comment from the honourable member
for Morwell. He said, 'Let's hope it doesn't happen'.
We can rectify a lot of the problems of the season if
there are some reasonable rains, particularly over
the northern parts of Victoria, over the next month.
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For a shadow minister to make that irresponsible
contribution to this house, preying on the difficulties
of the fanning community, does little for her
credibility.

government departments and other various
community interest groups, so there is a proper
understanding and realisation of what is needed if it is needed - at the appropriate time.

As I said before, speaking as Minister for
Agriculture through the drought advisory
committee - I will spell it out to the shadow
minister - what we are about in this government is
to encourage the federal government, if it has to
make a drought declaration, to do it in a joint
announcement between Senator Collins and me if
that is achievable. What we need to do is to get a
special circumstances provision which will enable
joint funding to be arranged between the
commonwealth and the state. I will spell it out for
the shadow minister so that she understands: the
interest subsidy arrangements under the special
circumstances provision are that of the first 50 per
cent, 90 per cent is paid by the commonwealth and
10 per cent is paid by the state; and for the
remaining 50 per cent, it is paid on a
dollar-for-dollar basis, if it is necessary to subsidise
farmers with low-interest loans.

When she began her contribution the shadow
minister talked about the lack of support last year by
the Deputy Premier for flood victims. The floods
occurred in Benalla on a Sunday; the Deputy
Premier and I were the first political people to visit
the area. We travelled there on the Monday
afternoon, speaking to particular community groups
and lending our support.

We are working in a constructive way with the
commonwealth government. As I said before, I am
happy with the way Senator Collins is working with
us. As I said also, let's hope we do not have to go
down the path of drought declaration, but if we do a
joint announcement is a proper and sensible way to
approach the problem.
There was no praying behind closed doors but there
were constructive comments made by the people on
the drought advisory committee. That is made up of
representatives of the Department of Conservation
and Natural Resources, the Victorian Farmers
Federation, rural water resources, my department,
regional development bodies and other people who
do not readily come to mind.
Ms Marple interjected.

Mr W. D. McGRATH -lbat is a good comment.
One thing I did make sure of was that there were
representatives of the CWA and a couple of other
groups.
Ms Marple interjected.

Mr W. D. McGRATH - What was that? I think
there was an innuendo in the interjection of the
shadow minister about the CWA. The drought
advisory committee is working in a constructive
way, particularly with the VFF and with the

I shall detail to the house the expenditure for flood
victims in northern Victoria: personal hardship
grants, $6 826 644; community development officers,
$502509; and financial counselling, $116 785. Other
assistance included: material aid, support services,
volunteer coordination, $51905; psychological
counselling, $68 558; additional operating expenses,
$251734; additional funding to community health
centres, $57 000. The assistance totalled $7 875 135.
The anticipated Rural Finance Corporation
low-interest loan subsidies will lead to additional
expenditure of $1.1 million. The Vicroads restoration
and rebuilding of main roads program will cost
$18 million; and Department of Agriculture
additional operating expenditures, not including
salaries, will amount to $25 000. Other assistance
includes: $100 000 for financial counselling and rural
support programs and $20 000 for the disposal of
dead stock. That total will be $145 000. Department
of Education expenditure on repairs to damaged
property will amount to $120 000.
It is wrong for the honourable member for Altona to
say the government was not sympathetic to those
people; it lent tremendous support. I know many in
the fanning community wanted to receive grants;
but if that were to happen, many people would hold
out their hands for grants. How should you
distinguish who should and who should not receive
grants?

The government made a conscious decision to make
available low-interest loans, and those who wished
to make application had the opportunity to do so. As
I have said, over time subsidies totalling $1.1 million
will be supplied by the Rural Finance Corporation.
Then people will be able to make a conscious
business decision about whether they borrow more
money at low-interest rates or try to battle on
without borrowing more. That will be their decision.
Although it may appear a little harsh it is the right
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way to go because it places a fair amount of
responsibility on people to make their own
conscious business decisions.
The honourable member for Altona has come in here
bleating, trying to give the impression that she is
doing something positive on behalf of the people
affected by the floods. That is far from the truth.. She
is doing her credibility little good at all because after
10 years of participating in a government that
brought absolute financial ruin and hardship to so
many people, she is using the forms of this place to
give the impression that she is generating public
sympathy for her cause.
I had not intended to enter the debate, but I felt there
should be a rebuttal of the comments made by the
honourable member. I wish to put the record
straight: I, the Minister for Agriculture, together
with other ministerial colleagues and the federal
Minister for Primary Industries and Energy, Bob
Collins, will manage at the appropriate time and in a
proper and coordinated way the measures that may
be necessary to assist and maintain the farming
community if the already difficult times become
more difficult.
I give a positive message to Victorians rather than
the negative message conveyed by the honourable
member for Altona.
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The community has a great misunderstanding of
Aboriginality, which has nothing to do with the
colour of a person's skin. We should recognise her
Aboriginality and her right to be proud of her rich
heritage. That is a spiritual fact; it is part of the
heritage of the indigenous people, the first owners of
this country. We must recognise the dispossession
and disadvantages suffered by Aborigines and
Torres Strait Islanders during the past 206 years.
We certainly will not know the full facts of the
Colleen Richman case until the coronial inquiry is
complete. However, one thing is certain: Colleen
Richman did not need to die; and because she did
not need to die, a full and independent inquiry as
well as the standard coronial inquiry must be held.
An inquiry must be carried out in accordance with
the relevant recommendations published in 1991 as
a result of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal
Deaths in Custody. That royal commission report
contained 339 recommendations. I direct the
attention of the house to the final recommendation:
That all political leaders and their parties recognise that
reconciliation between the Aboriginal and
non-Aboriginal communities in Australia must be
achieved if community division, discord and injustice
to Aboriginal people are to be avoided. To this end the
commission recommends that political leaders -

and that includes the political leaders in this state-

Death of Colleen Richman
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - I jOin the
grievance debate as shadow minister for Aboriginal
affairs and, of equal importance, as a member of this
house, because I wish to grieve about the death of
Colleen Richman on 23 September last.
This tragic case concerned a young Aboriginal
woman who lived a difficult life. She was separated
from her family at a young age. Given she was 42
when she died, it is almost unbelievable that the
separation of Aboriginal children from their parents
was happening up until only a few short years ago.

use their best endeavours to ensure bipartisan public
support for the process of reconciliation and that the
urgency and necessity of the process be acknowledged.

I trust the government and the opposition take note
of that recommendation because it is critical to the
real and better relations that should exist between
our Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal communities.
The legal representatives of Colleen Richman
contacted the State Coroner on 3 October, the first
working day after this most tragic event. They wrote:
We act for the family of the abovenamed.

Colleen Richman was raised in a white community
that did not understand her heritage and her
complex responses to the difficulties she experienced
throughout her life. She also had a history of illness.
Every honourable member in this house and the
other place should express sincere and deep
sympathy to the family of Colleen Richman - to her
immediate family, to her wider family in the
community of Aboriginal people and to our still
wider white community in Victoria.

The death of Colleen dearly comes within
recommendation 6(c) of the Royal Commission into
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody -

recommendation 6(c) refers to the fact that this was a
death in custody, as defined by that
recommendation -
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and we wish to ascertain whether the coroner will be
conducting the coronial inquiry in accordance with the
recommendations of the RClADIC; specifically:
1.

Please advise as to the date and time of the coronial
inquiry as per recommendation 21 of the RCIADIC.

2.

Would you please provide all statements taken by
police, any post-mortem documents, a copy of the
police brief as it comes to hand and any other
relevant information as provided for by
recommendation 24 of the RClADIC.

To his great credit - as members of the house we
should acknowledge this - the coroner replied on
the next day:
1bank you for your recent letter regarding the death of
Ms Richman and I wish to confirm that our office will
notify you of the date of hearing for the inquest and we
will provide you with a copy of the autopsy report as
soon as it becomes available.
A brief of evidence will be prepared for the coroner by
the Victorian police force and that too will be made
available to you in due course.
U you have any queries please don't hesitate to contact

me ...

The coroner then gives a telephone number. The
process of investigation into this tragic death has
commenced. The legal representatives of the family
of the late CoUeen Richman also wrote to the Chief
Commissioner of Police, with courtesy copies sent to
the Attorney-General and the Director of Public
Prosecutions. The letter states in part
We act for the family of the deceased.
We have received instructions which indicate that the
deceased met her death in circumstances which may
constitute an unlawful homicide. In particular the
homicide was committed in the following
circumstances:
1.

The standard procedures of the Victorian police force
were not followed.

2

The deceased was shot four times, one bullet to the
left chest and three bullets in her back. No doubt if
a person in these objective circumstances were not
a police officer, an extensive investigation would
be conducted as per any homicide investigation.

We would be obliged if you would inform us what
action you propose to take in the prosecution of the
offender, and criminal charges to be laid.
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I refer to other recommendations of the royal
commission. Recommendation 24 states, in part:
All efforts should be made to provide frank and helpful
advice and to do so in a polite and considerate manner.
U requested, all efforts should be made to allow family
members or their respective representatives the
opportunity to inspect the scene of death.

I have no doubt that that was carried out.
Recommendation 4b of the royal commission - and
I trust the government will take note of this
recommendation - states:
Governments should, whenever appropriate, make the
effort to settle claims by negotiation so as to avoid
further distress to families by litigation.

I hope that recommendation is noted and recorded
by the government. Recommendation 5 states:
That governments, recognising the trauma and pain
suffered by relatives, kin and friends of those who died
in custody, give sympathetic support to requests to
provide funds or services to enable counselling to be
offered to these people.

Those of us who are aware of the significance of any
death in the Aboriginal community would be much
aware of the great trauma suffered throughout the
wider Aboriginal community whenever such a
death occurs.
11lis is a terribly serious matter. We urge that the
police commissioner act quickly in responding to the
requests and concern expressed by the family and by
the wider community about this death and the seven
other tragic deaths that have occurred this year.

Colleen Richman had a small axe at the time of the
event She was five feet and one inch tall and
weighed about 8.5 stone. She was shot four times.
The whole community is sad and shocked by that.
I want to record in Parliament some of the
comments made by a witness as recorded in the
transcript that has been provided to me, indicating
that this was a tragic event As I said before, it
should never have happened; Colleen Richman
should never have died. The witness, in explanation
of what he saw, said in reply to a question from the
interviewer:
I stopped a police car up the top of Fitzroy Street and
they sped along Park Lane and I ran after them
thinking that they were passing the building that the
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woman was in, so I followed them into the car park
and the car was at the far end of the car park and when
I got into the car park his car was already empty ...
So what did they actually shout ... what words?

To the best of my knowledge it was 'Put it down', 'Put
it down', just repetition.
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Recommendation 123 states, in part:
Instructions relating to the care of persons in custody
should be in mandatory terms and be both enforceable
and enforced ... Such instructions should be available to
the public.

Recommendation 127d should be noted, certainly by
the government:

And how did she respond?
Her response was to stop hitting the door and focus her
attention on the policeman.

The establishment of locally based protocols between
police, medical and paramedical agencies to facilitate
the provision of medical assistance to all persons in
police custody where the need arises.

So did she turn to face them?

In this case that should have happened and that

Further down it is said:
Eventually she said 'Shoot me', 'Shoot me'; as they
were shouting 'Put it down', 'Put it down' she was
screaming 'Shoot me', 'Shoot me'. Two people shouting
at each other, one was a policeman and the other was a
woman.
In what way was she saying 'Shoot me', 'Shoot me';

was it with defiance or how did you ... What did you
take it to mean?
It's difficult to describe ... defiance or distress. She was
asking them to shoot her.
And were you surprised how quickly the shots were
fired?

Then the transcript goes on to describe the person
shooting.
I have not seen an audit of what has happened in
this state as regards the recommendations of the

Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in
Custody. I believe there is an audit going on, and the
result of that should be laid before the Parliament so
all ,can see it The recommendations refer to
custodial health and safety. Recommendation 122
states, in part:
lbat governments ensure that
a.

Police services, corrective services and authorities in

would have prevented the death.
Recommendation 127 continues:
e.

The establishment of proper systems of liaison
between Aboriginal health services and police so
as to ensure the transfer of information relevant to
the health, tnedical needs and risk status of
Aboriginal persons taken into police custody; and

f.

The development of protocols for the care and
management of Aboriginal prisoners at risk.

It is a genuine disgrace that this woman died in the
manner in which she did. The government and the
police commissioner must act now and particular
police procedures must come under serious and
independent review. We believe that the coronial
inquiry, which is inevitable and proper, should not
be the end of this matter and that there should be an
independent inquiry, because this is something that
our community cannot accept, take for granted and
let pass without notice.

States' rights
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - Before
commencing my grievance contribution, on behalf of
the minister at the table, the Minister responsible for
Aboriginal Affairs, I would like to pass on our
sympathy to the family of Colleen Richman and
express our sorrow at this very tragic event. I share
many of the views expressed by the honourable
member for Morwell and I have a lot of sympathy
for what he said.

charge of juvenile centres recognise that they owe

a legal duty of care to persons in their custody ...
c.

lbat these authorities ensure that such officers are
aware of their responsibilities and trained
appropriately to meet them, both on recruitment
and during their service.

I wish to grieve about the attempts by the
commonwealth government, through very unfair
means, to erode the states' rights in its campaign of
trying to make Australia into a different country
from the one we have all grown up in.
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During the period of the Whitlam government a
great deal was said about the role played by the
Privy Council, which at that stage was the highest
court of appeal under Australian law. At that time
the Prime Minister, Gough Whitlam, said he wanted
to sever that link because he felt that Australians
could and should administer their own law and that
the highest court of appeal in this country should be
the High Court of Australia.
Most Australians felt very comfortable with that
position, but unfortunately during the time of the
Hawke and Keating governments the position
changed radically because both those governments
decided to move away from the position set down
by the Whitlam government and instead to rely on
United Nations committees. The committees they
have turned their attention towards to adjudicate on
these issues for Australia are the United Nations
Human Rights Committee, the United Nations
Committee on the Elimination of Racial
Discrimination and the United Nations Committee
Against Torture.
These three committees are not elected, nor are they
representative of anybody. It is interesting that 19 of
the 46 members of the three committees come from
countries that are classified by Freedom House as
being either not free or partly free. Among the more
interesting appointees of the United Nations racial
discrimination committee is Cuba's Carlos Hevia,
who has been a member of the Cuban diplomatic
corps, a foreign affairs bureaucrat and a general
apparatchik since the revolution. He was the
Political Director for Africa and Asia in the MiniStry
of Foreign Affairs. We do not know what sort of
expertise Senator Evans or Mr Keating think that
Carlos Hevia can bring to human rights disputes in
Australia. 1bis question has been put to Senator
Evans on numerous occasions, but he has never been
able to answer it satisfactorily.
The road down which Australia is going at the
moment is extremely dangerous because the federal
government is entering into relationships with these
United Nations committees, which are not
representative of and not interested in our
common-law background, unlike the Privy Council
that I alluded to before, which adjudicated on
Australian law and the common law position
operating in Australia. To think that we are now
relying to this incredible degree on these United
Nations committees is, to me, a very disturbing
factor.
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To my way of thinking the types of areas that the
federal government is relying on to adopt many of
the proposals and resolutions of these committees
will erode states' rights, and at the same time the
federal government will use those resolutions in a
way that will allow it to fiddle with the constitution.
Already the High Court - the highest court in the
land we thought we had - is upholding the
resolutions of the committees and the treaties that
have been entered into by the commonwealth
government as a result of them.
Three examples come to mind. The first example is
the way the federal government is overruling the
industrial relations legislation in this state that was
enacted by a government that was duly elected and
had the mandate to go ahead and enact such
legislation. This government has been utterly
frustrated by the federal government in this regard.
The second example is the Nauru mining claim; the
federal government has now paid out $60 million of
Australian taxpayers' money as a result of one of
these United Nations agreements. The third example
is the intervention by the commonwealth
government in the Tasmanian anti-gay laws.
Whatever view people take of the attitude of the
Tasmanian government, the bottom line is that it has
been duly elected and the people of Tasmania have
decided what they want. Although many people
disagree with the line taken by the Tasmanian
government, the Victorian government must
support to a very large degree the action being taken
by the Tasmanian government - and I believe also
by the South Australian government - which is
attempting to look not at the issue in question but at
the principle of state rights. State rights are being
overturned.
In South Australia another case of federal
intervention has greatly concerned the community,
particularly the investors that the new government
of South Australia is trying to attract; uncertainties
have been evident to those in the South Australian
business community. I refer to two articles put out
in August this year: one is called Client Alert, by
Finlaysons, one of the big South Australian law
finns, and the other is called Point of View, by
Business South Australia. They refer to the actions of
the Federal Minister for Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander Affairs, Mr Tickner, who has intervened in
a most unbelievable manner in a decision made by
the South Australian government. The articles refer
to the building of a bridge from the mainland at
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Goolwa across to Hindmarsh Island. It was a
decision that the South Australian government
entered into with the Chapman family four years
ago. Work had only begun in May. The South
Australian Labor government had gone through all
the processes and had eventually given approval to
the Chapman family to build the bridge to
Hindmarsh Island. The island has supported
independent farming interests and recently the
Chapman family was also trying to develop holiday
homes and sporting facilities. They wanted to join
the island to the mainland. Until that time the only
means of reaching the island was by a ferry system.
The island had been developed for more than
100 years. It has been an attractive tourist spot for
visitors.
The proposal had been through the full planning
process. The local Aboriginal communities on the
island had been consulted and the full planning
processes had been entered into. I understand the
Chapman family invested $15 million of their own
and borrowed money for the project. Every planning
process that was required by the government had
been satisfied.
Earlier this year the incoming liberal government
resolved to continue the contract and to build the
bridge. I stress that all the proper processes had been
gone through. Suddenly a new group materialised
and sought the assistance of the federal Minister for
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Affairs,
Mr Tickner. As a result of his interpretation of the
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders Heritage
Protection Act 1984 the whole process was put on
hold. As a result Westpac Bank had pressure applied
to it to force the Chapman family into receivership. I
understand the Chapman family is now receiving
the dole, because it has been forced out of its
business.
The point I stress this morning is that states' rights
are.being seriously eroded. When legal firms such as
Finlaysons put out a newsletter such as Client Alert
about this matter it is a real worry for investors in
South Australia because, lilce Victoria, that state
wants investment to help it out of the problems left
by its former government. Finlaysons is an
independent legal firm. Its news-sheet states:
In the case of the Hindmarsh island bridge
development, an otherwise valid state planning
approval was granted to build a bridge between
Goolwa and Hindmarsh Island. The state planning
approval process included consultation with local
Aborigines to determine if there were grounds to refuse
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the application on the basis of the concerns of the
Aboriginal community. No grounds were put forward
to justify refusal of the planning approval.
Four years later, when construction was about to
commence, an application was made to the federal
minister for a declaration pursuant to the federal act to
stop the bridge. An emergency declaration was made
and that was extended for a period of 30 days. Finally,
after a report was submitted to the federal minister by
Professor Cheryl Saunders in accordance with the
federal act, a declaration was made which specifically
prevents the construction of the bridge.

The newsletter goes on to say how this is affecting
investors because of the uncertainties in the
Australian planning procedures and that investment
is now being seriously threatened.
We must all be concerned that the same thing does
not happen in Victoria. If the federal minister
decides to use, or misuse in this particular case, his
powers under the federal act it will send out bad
messages to the investment community. They want
to be certain when they enter into an agreement with
this or any other federal or state government that
they will have certainty.
I again stress that every conceivable planning
requirement, including discussions and complete
briefings with the local Aboriginal community, had
been carried out To think that a secret piece of
paper - I do not have time to bring this into the
debate - can stop this, is outrageous!

Retail tenancies
Mr THOMSON (pascoe Vale) - I grieve about
the plight of retail tenants in Victoria. It is one of the
changing features and patterns of retail shopping in
Victoria - as in every other jurisdiction - that we
are moving increasingly away from the strip
shopping centres and small corner stores that were a
feature of our landscape over years gone by to
massive shopping complexes. The complexes are not
owned by the people who occupy the premises and
carry out retail activities themselves; that is done by
retail tenants.
The shopping centre managements in those
complexes have enormous powers, and it is to be
regretted that they are abusing their powers at the
expense of retail tenants, who in many cases are
losing their life savings. One of the worst examples
is the Box Hill Central shopping centre. I draw to the
attention of the house a number of cases involving
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retail tenants at Box Hill Central. The first involves
Octada Pty Ltd and Ms Clare Hofmann, who said in
correspondence:
Now that the economy and retailing seem to be
improving slightly it would seem that money hungry
landlords have sensed the smell of blood and are now
preparing to sacrifice any small retailer in their
stampede to import large franchises or monopolies ...

She goes on to outline her own situation: her
company has operated a small retail store in the Box
Hill Central shopping centre for the past four years.
At no time has the company contravened the terms
of its lease during that period. In June the lease was
to expire. In January the company entered into a
contract to sell the business to a large company from
South Australia. It signed and exchanged contracts.
The company applied to the landlord to transfer the
lease.
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on time and it was only during the last few months
that they fell behind a little.
Many tenants felt that management was not doing
enough to promote the centre and to win back
customers. They decided that their only option was
to sell up and cut any loses, but that is when the real
nightmares began. When they tried to sell the
business as a fruit shop they were unsuccessful
because there were five fruit shops already in the
centre. They approached the head office but got no
support for the idea of putting in an Asian grocery
store, which they felt would do well on the site. So
they undertook the task themselves, at their own
expense, and had various potential customers
coming through the site. But when centre
management was approached to negotiate a lease
the prospective tenants were all turned away. They
were told they were not allowed to sell frozen foods
and eggs, which was regarded as an important
aspect of the business.

Several weeks later it was advised that the lease had
been refused. They requested negotiation but the

shopping centre management doubled the rent. The
company submitted an offer only to be met with the
statement that 'no further discussion will be entered
into'. Effectively that terminated the contract of sale.
Not only had the livelihood of the owners of the
company been taken from them, but also the
opportunity to repay a substantial sum they had
initially borrowed to purchase the business.
The company went on trying to pursue all available
options. It negotiated a merger with another retailer
but, again, it was refused by the management, which
offered the company relocation. The company
subsequently submitted an offer for an alternative
site but, again, the company's offer was rejected.
This time preference was given to the prospective
purchaser of their business who had apparently
done a side deal with the shopping centre
management. The owners have invested four years
of hard work in the belief that they were establishing
a profitable business and an asset that they could
sell at a later date. The business has been annihilated
overnight. They point out that small business
operators need protection under the Retail Tenancy
Act.
The second example involves Ms Mari Anile who,
with her husband, were also tenants at the Box Hill
Central shopping centre. They operated a fruit shop
until they were forced to close their doors due to the
'unsympathetic and non-negotiable attitude' of
centre management. They are out of pocket by
approximately $300 000. They always paid their rent

Ultimately, the company also had to fold up and go
out of business. Three weeks before they were to
vacate the premises they had a genuine buyer for the
fruit shop. They approached management, which
said it would give them a new lease, totally
contradicting what it had said earlier to the tenants.
Finally they ended up with the situation where they
closed the shop. Their premises were used by an
Asian grocery store that sold eggs and frozen
foods - the very things they were not allowed to
sell. Once again their life-savings are in jeopardy as
a result of their tenancy of Box Hill Central.
The same fate befell George Papadopoulos and his
company Hamset Pty, which trades as Station
Take-A-Way. He operated a small business from Box
Hill Central shopping centre for 10 years. When the
lease expired in November 1993 it was not renewed.
He had approached centre management some
12 months prior to the expiry of the lease with a
view to purchasing a new lease and had been told
there would be no problem. However, in November
of last year the company was given four weeks'
notice to quit, with no explanation.
The company took out an injunction seeking the
right to trade for another six months. It got its
injunction, but any prospective purchasers were told
by centre management 'not to participate or
negotiate further with us as there is legal action
pending'. So each purchaser was effectively turned
away and the business, goodwill and livelihood of
that enterprise was completely lost. After expending
some $15 000 in legal fees it ended up having to
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walk out of what was a $200 000 property, accepting
some $35 000 and suffering what were massive
losses in the process. TItat is another example of
poor treatment of the tenants.
The matter has also been concern to a Ms Jean
Sietzema-Dickson, who has commented that she
sees one business after another closing at Box Hill
Central and that the management seems to be out to
push the small traders out of business and replace
them with big businesses. She expresses the hope
that Box Hill Central can remain full of small shops
rather than becoming a mini-replica of other more
vast centres that have no heart.
Other tenants at Box Hill Central have also been
treated very poorly. Some of them have been so
intimidated and are so reluctant to come forward
that they are prepared to provide information only
anonymously. In one of those cases people who
entered into a tenancy agreement at Box Hill Central
found that the income from their establishment was
much less than they had been led to believe. They
have been unable to negotiate a lower rent. As a
result, their debt has continued to mount steadily; it
is now in the order of $150 000. Having basically
been sold a lemon, they have tried to sell out; but
Box Hill Central does not want them to sell because
it is doing very nicely out of their rent. It does not
seem to matter to the centre whether they are
ultimately forced to sell their property and lose their
life savings in the process.
I am told that Box Hill Central management has not
been prepared to provide information about that
lease to other prospective buyers, which has acted as
a substantial deterrent to any prospective buyers.
Nevertheless, the owners have sought to find other
buyers on the basis that the rent will be substantially
reduced, but centre management is refusing to
accept this. This is effectively sucking these people
dry, just as it has sucked dry other tenants before
them.
Many tenants at the centre have been treated in the
same way, so much so that they have got together
with solicitors and written to the Box Hill Central
shopping centre management asking for discussions
and negotiations on a without-prejudice basis. They
have pointed out that there was an average increase
in rental of more than 20 per cent from 1990 to 1993,
at the same time as they were suffering a decrease in
turnover and there was no evidence that costs were
rising. The next day they received a reply saying that
centre management was unaware of any dispute or
difference that required compromise and that it was
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not prepared to discuss the matters with tenants
collectively. Centre management said it was
prepared to deal with tenants only individually and the way in which it has dealt with tenants
individually has been little short of disgraceful!
There is a need for steps to protect the rights of
tenants. The existing three-month notice to tenants is
too short. Given the investments that tenants make
in their properties we ought to be looking at longer
periods such as 12 months. There is an absence of
any disclosure provisions, and it is on that basis that
centre management can persuade a tenant to go into
what turns out to be a lemon. We need to have better
disclosure provisions; we need to have accurate
disclosures on amenities and outgoings.1bat
includes such things as cleaning contracts, because
there is evidence that the profits from cleaning
contracts can be pocketed by centre managements.
There is no accountability regarding advertising
funds, so you can have the situation where tenants
have their advertising funds collected but not used.
Inflation has been running at around about 2 per
cent yet outgoings in shopping centres are now up
to around 26 per cent per annum. In my view retail
tenants need the legal right to collective
representation and freedom of association so that
they can approach management collectively rather
than being faced with the present situation where
intimidation is common and people are picked off
individually. I understand that at Market Square
shopping centre in Geelong tenants have been told
that they cannot fonn a traders association.
Returning to the Box Hill Central situation, I was
concerned to find that two different statements were
issued for outgoings for the period 1 July 1991 to
30 June 1992. One showed the proportion being paid
by the Met while the other did not show the
proportion being paid by the Met. I believe the
government needs to investigate why the first
statement was retracted, what amount the Met paid
and whether centre management has been keeping
the difference or exploiting retail tenants. I believe
this issue and the whole issue of retail tenancies
require more action from the government than we
have seen so far.
The tenants have been writing to the Minister for
Small Business and to the Premier. However, the
government has taken no action on these issues. It
has sat on its hands while retail tenants have gone
down the drain through no fault of their own. They
need better protection from the Retail Tenancies Act
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and from the government than they are presently
receiving.

North-western suburbs
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - At the outset I must
say how much I dislike speaking after the
honourable member for Pascoe Vale. Inevitably, he
leaves me without an audience. As usual, he has
pretty much cleared the house, and the public
gallery as well, but I shall battle on regardless.
I grieve for the people of the north-western suburbs
of Melbourne. As a long-time resident of the
north-western suburbs it has annoyed me
enormously to see that our needs have long been
ignored. Year after year the Labor Party has taken us
for granted. When in government - the whole dark
decade - it took us for granted and gave us
precious little. Successive Labor representatives in
Melbourne's north-west used and abused the people
of the north-west for their own political agenda, and
when they finished they dumped us. That has
happened in Broadmeadows, Williamstown,
Coburg, in Doutta Galla twice, and it is about to
happen in Pascoe Vale.
The honourable member for Pascoe Vale has
decided that he would like to go federal. I do not
know what the federal parliamentary Labor Party
thinks about that. H I were in its position I would not
be so enthusiastic, I must say. But, having used the
people of Pascoe Vale, the honourable member has
decided it is now time to move on to greener
pastures.
Mr Kennett - Just in time to go into opposition!

Mr FINN - Indeed, he must enjoy opposition a
great deal. Just last week this appalling neglect
continued. We have seen local Labor members of
Parliament at the ALP national conference in Hobart
knocking on the head exciting opportunities for the
north-western suburbs. I refer specifically to the
privatisation of Melbourne International Airport. By
refusing to privatise the airports, the federal Labor
government has kicked the people of the north-west
of Melbourne in the teeth with size 12 boots. The
tragedy is that a number of local Labor MPs in the
north-west have been responsible for tying the boot
laces. Instead of the north-west going ahead and
reaping the benefits of Melbourne Airport becoming
the no. i airport in Australia, we just do not get the
deal. We have been told by the federal Labor
government and our local Labor Party
representatives that that is not on - that the 35 000
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jobs that have been suggested would result from
that proposal are just not on.
I can only say to the people of the north-western
suburbs, many of whom have been unemployed for
a very long time, that the next time they go down to
the CES or the social security office to check in, they
can thank the Labor Party. They can thank Paul
Keating, they can thank the Socialist Left and they
can thank their local Labor members of Parliament,
because they are the ones who have condemned
them to continue in the unemployment queues.
They are the ones who have said to the people of the
north-western suburbs, 'We don't give a damn what
happens to you because our ideology comes first.
We are socialists first and foremost. And if that hurts
you, stiff. We don't care'.
We should not be surprised because that is what we
have come to expect from the Labor Party in the
north-west. It just follows along the path that the
Labor Party has been setting for many, many years.
Another example is the education area. Earlier today
the honourable member for Carrurn basically had a
good whinge about where he believed education
was falling down. Let me tell him where education
is falling down. Let me tell him the state of some of
the schools in my electorate after 10 long, dark,
miserable years of Labor. Let me tell the honourable
member about the Gladstone Park and Gladstone
Views primary schools.
After 25 years the Gladstone Park Primary School
has not had one scintilla of cyclical maintenance. As
a result the school council is now faced with a bill
for painting the interior and exterior of the school. It
urgently needs to upgrade the heating system from
oil to gas. Obviously, that is more economical. The
school - and I must say this is nothing new - has a
leaking roof. It needs repairs and replacement of
downpipes and spouting. The carpets in at least
16 classrooms need replacing. The linoleum has
worn through and is dangerous both to staff and to
children, to say nothing of parents and other visitors.
Repairs to the fire service, which is located under the
school play area, are urgently needed. The surface of
the play area keeps collapsing. Apart from the fact
that the play area is now largely unsafe for the
children, there is considerable concern about what
will happen if ever a fire occurs at the school. There
is no guarantee that the fire service will work. That
is an example of what teachers, children and parents
have to put up with after 10 long years of Labor
government. The asphalt largely needs replacing.
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Concrete paths are cracked and broken. They need
replacing. Some of the toilets at the school are
nothing short of disgraceful. They have not been
touched by government in years.
I understand that a rough estimate of the cost of full
maintenance is in the vicinity of $143 000. If, when it
was in government supposedly representing that
area, the Labor government had done its job the
needs of the children and teachers at the school
would be nowhere near as great as they are today.
The children at the school would not be in so much
danger.
Recently I attended a rock musical at Gladstone
Views Primary School - an excellent production it
was, too -and they sat me in a specific spot. After
welcoming me to the production, the principal said,
'We have sat you there because if it rains that is
where the roof leaks the most'. At that school the
entire roof of the building needs replacing. It will
cost hundreds of thousands of dollars and it has
happened because Labor ignored these people.
Labor did nothing.
Mr Tanner - A $600 million black hole!
Mr FINN - As the honourable member for
Caulfield says, there was a $600 million black hole.
The former Labor government did nothing in its
supposed heartland. Who can blame the people of
Gladstone Park for turning to the Liberals at the last
election? I have no doubt that they will return a
Liberal member - I hope this Liberal member - at
the next election as well.
Of comse things are not all bad because the coalition
government has been in power now for two years.
Under this government, with strong representation
in the electorates of Essendon and Tullamarine, the
north-west of Melbourne, too, is on the move. Some
$650 000 was recently allocated to the Gladstone
Park Secondary College. When I visited the college
after the election I was shocked at the state of the
school, especially when I learned that it had not
received any money for maintenance for many a
long year. This government saw fit to allocate
$650 000 for that school's refurbishment.
A new security system has been provided for
Sunbury Heights Primary School. Staff amenities
upgrade funding has been made available for the
Greenvale, Kismet Park, Shields Street, Bulla and
Tullamarine primary schools.
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There is ongoing consultation between every school
council and me at every school in the electorate. We
have also heard about the establishment of a
university in Sunbury: the Victoria University of
Technology will open a campus there in February of
next year.
It is interesting to recall that the day before the last
state election the then responsible minister, Tom
Roper, made the statement that there would never
be a university at Caloola. Clearly, if the Labor Party
had been re-elected there would not have been an
university on the site. The people of Sunbury would
have been told to go and jump; the people of the
north-west would have been ignored again, brushed
aside again. It took this government to take all that
on board and to give the people of Sunbury and the
people of the north-west of Melbourne their own
university campus.

Sunbury has been given the Sprinter trains, and a
Nightrider bus service has been established in
Sunbury, Gladstone Park and Tullamarine. That is
something I am very pleased about, because the
service has worked wonders for the large number of
young people in my electorate. We have extended
bus services in Greenvale after Labor cut services in
the early 1990s. After years of the Labor
government's ignoring the state of the Sunbury
railway station, early in the first term of this
government the station was given a complete
upgrade. Now it is really a sight to behold.
With two Liberal members in the area greater
attention is being given to the needs of the
constituents in the north-west. The house might be
interested to know that of all the predominantly
Labor federal and state members who represent the
City of Broadmeadows, only one member of
Parliament actually lives in the city. The house
might also be interested to know that that member
of Parliament is a Liberal - me.
Before the Broadmeadows by-election the Leader of
the Opposition promised that he would move into
his new electorate, but of comse he did not. One has
to wonder whether he can keep his word. Again, he
is just following the Labor tradition of not only
ignoring the people of the north-west but treating
them like dirt.
Government ministers are now taking a far greater
interest in the people of the north-west; at last they
are taking the north-west of Melbourne seriously.
Recently the duplication of the Calder Highway
from Diggers Rest to Gisbome has been announced.
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The Labor government would not come to the party
on that issue. The Kennett government - after, I
must say, strenuous representations by the Minister
for Sport, Recreation and Racing and me - took on
board local pleas that had been ignored for years by
the Labor Party. Under its Better Roads program this
government has put the :H:ent-a-litre petrol levy to
work, and very soon we will have the duplication,
which the area has needed for so long.
The Minister responsible for Youth Affairs certainly
deserves the congratulations and thanks of
everybody in the north-western suburbs because he
has put in an enonnous amount of work to make
sure that the young people of the north-west get the
deal they deserve.
There was enonnous concern about library funding.
We have changed that and fixed the problem by
increasing funding to libraries in the north-west.
Sunbury is about to realise its tourism potential as
the birthplace of the Ashes. The Minister for
Tourism and many others interested in cricketing
history have worked hard to achieve that
recognition. Melbourne's parks and waterways
program have given my electorate almost $250 000.
The people of the north-west are no longer being
ignored. This government cares about them, and
they know we care about them. They are grateful for
that because for 10 long years under Labor they
were ignored; they were used; they were abused.
When the Labor Party had finished with them it just
pushed them aside.

Government advertising
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) - I will
address the fact that on the one hand this
government has money to burn if it means
promoting itself through party political advertising
and the production of party politiC'alleaflets using
taxpayers' money while on the other hand it tells
Victorians they have to put up with school closures,
fewer teachers and fewer services. As Kenneth
Davidson wrote in last Saturday's Age, over the past
two years Victorian government revenues have
increased by 32 per cent while there has been an
increase of more than $1000 million in taxes and

charges.
On the one hand we have a government that says
yes if it means using taxpayers' money to promote
the government's supposedly doing something
good; but on the other hand, if it means improving
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services for taxpayers the government says it cannot
do so.
I want to show how this government is an
advertiser's dream of a government. Honourable
members know we have a Premier with an
advertising history. The only difference is that when
the Premier and his family ran KNF they basically
got private company advertising - except for a bit
of Urban Land Authority advertising after he
became Premier. Now the Premier is using
taxpayers' money to continue his own
self-promotion.
Before the government came to office it must have
decided education was going to be one of those
areas with which it would have considerable
difficulty because it was one of the areas about
which it did not spell out any detail. Before the
election it did not tell people about the number of
schools it intended to close or the number of
teachers who would be lost to the system or the
programs that would disappear.
We were told it would produce Education News, a
newspaper that has so far cost Victorian taxpayers
half a million dollars. Apart from criticisms about its
content and quality, an analysis shows it is basically
a newspaper to promote the Minister for Education.
We know what the public's perception is of his
perfonnance as a minister and this government's
plans for public education.
When the publication was put out to tender, the
government decided not to take up the lowest bid. It
decided it wanted something a bit more glossy and
attractive. The newspaper is distributed to every
school council and to parents. Part of the constant
criticism I am hearing as the opposition waste watch
spokesperson concerns people saying they are
irritated by the government's clear waste of money.
After the government passed its infamous and now
failed Employee Relations Act it contracted a
company to produce media advertisements and
brochures supporting the act -another flop, at a
cost of $800 000. Detail Printing was contracted and
produced liberal Party leaflets before the 1992
election. It is interesting to note that some of these
brochures and leaflets are printed with titles such as
'The liberal National Coalition Caring for
Victorians'. What a joke; what a failure! It printed
promises including 'Giving students a chance'. As I
said, $800 000 has been wasted on brochures and
other advertising material in support of the failed
Employee Relations Act.
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Some $150 ()()() was spent on advertisements,
pamphlets and videos promoting the government's
1993 economic statement. Many honourable
members will recall the boxes of leaflets that were
printed urging Victorians to 'Do the Right Thing'.
Members of the Labor Party did the right thing: we
dumped the leaflets in front of the Premier's office.
Honourable members will be aware that 'Do the
Right Thing' is part of the Keep Australia Beautiful
campaign against litter.
In December 1993 the government obviously

thought, 'We are still not going too well. We should
spend taxpayers' money on more self-promotion'. It
produced a 'Proudly Victoria' insert which cost
$150 000. That 24-page supplement was inserted in
local suburban and country newspapers. The
government became more economical with its
expenditure. It decided not to distribute that
advertisement to everyone because on page 2 it lists
the newspapers in which it was distributed - in
particular marginal seats held by the coalition! That
was a more effective means of advertising than also
distributing it throughout Labor Party electorates.
According to my information, the Department of the
Premier and Cabinet - the Premier being the big ad
man - has spent about $100 000 on little gimmicks
including a full-page advertisement headed
'Victoria, we are back in business', which says
nothing - although it contains a lovely photograph
of Jeffrey!
Of course, the Premier went on his now
well-publicised country visits. The government ran
small advertisements in country newspapers saying
the Premier would be accompanied by other
members, including the Minister for Local
Government in the other place and the honourable
member for Portland -a free plug for the local
members, funded through the Premier's office. Yet
the government says there is no money for the Grey
Sisters and that $3S 000 is not available for the
stillborn and anti-natal support group.
Last night, Mr Speaker, you hosted the Maralinga
Primary School band which perfonned in Queen's
Hall. Maralinga primary, which is in my electorate,
is a very good school. Last year it lost its music
teacher. It had a very good music program, but the
funding cuts led to the loss of the teacher. Although
the government spends vast amounts of money on
advertising programs, it cannot find the funds to
pay a music teacher for Maralinga Primary School.
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In 1993 the government produced the Report of the

Victorian Commission of Audit. The government
mailed 1.5 million copies of this 16-page colour
magazine to every Victorian household. Leaving
aside its inaccurades and its focus on promoting the
government rather than on telling Victorians about
the real state of Victoria's finances, its production
cost $3 million.
The Department of Education has done a great job
on advertisements placed in newspapers. It has
spent about $900 000 promoting the government's
Schools of the Future program and the quality
provision task force - in other words, school
closure programs! Victorians have seen many' open
letters to the community' about quality provision
task forces by the Minister.
Advertisements have been placed attempting to
justify why teachers have been sacked. A letter to
the people of Victoria from the minister spoke about
the reasons why schools should close. Full-page
advertisements, not just small ones, have included
'We promise to improve schools in Victoria' - not
that the community did not already know about
funding or about the fact that infonnation was
contained in school newsletters! It appears that the
government has money to bum. The advertisement
'The school report that every parent should read'
was only about the schools that were to close, a
misleading advertisement. Another advertisement
was entitled 'We promise to improve schools in
Victoria'. Obviously there is money to bum, yet the
government tells Victorians there is no money out
there to meet the real needs of people.
We are aware of the $400 000 production of
advertisements, including leaflets mailed to
company directors in opposition to the federal
industrial relations laws. A letter, which was mailed
at taxpayers' expense, makes interesting reading,
because it has created confusion about federal
industrial relations laws. Now a number of Victorian
employers are so confused about the changes to the
laws, particularly those regarding unfair dismissals,
that many are reluctant to engage new staff - all
because of the state government's misinformation
program, which was part of its $400 000 advertising
campaign.
The government produced full-page advertisements
in the daily suburban press claiming it was
concerned about attacks on small business. A glossy
brochure was mailed to all company directors. lbat
campaign cost $400 000, but it has led to fewer jobs
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in Victoria because of added confusion about
industrial relations laws.
The Australian Federation of Radio Broadcasters
deemed the advertisements to be party political;
radio station 3AW was so concerned about
breaching industry regulations on party political
advertising that it removed the advertisement from
the air. Obviously, advertisements such as those
should be paid for by the Uberal and National
parties, not by Victorian taxpayers.
Also, we have seen the incredibly outrageous
Workcover advertisements, which have cost
$8 million. When injured workers see those
advertisements they regard them as a slap in the face
from the government. Workcover is not working;
that $8 million advertising campaign is part of a
government gimmick designed to promote the belief
that injured workers in the system are okay.
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press - United Energy will be the first to be
privatised in March - not to mention its -television
advertising during the grand final. Imagine how
much that would have cost.
From the few items we have been able to track, we
know $25 million has been spent on what we deem
to be party political advertising - advertising
promoting the government, advertising that is not
about providing information but about trying to
improve the standing of the government in the
community.

Of course the government is wasting money in
many other ways as well. There have been heaps of
other publications, but we do not have access to all
that information. The Victorian public certainly has
a right to know how much money the government is
wasting on self-promotion.

City of Footscray: local law no. 14
One of the most outrageous advertisements on
television refers to employers sprucing up their
workplaces to improve health and safety. Perhaps
that is why the Premier is spending $9 million on his
and his Treasurer's offices - to improve health and
safety, not necessarily to renovate them! They are
also spending another $30 million in the budget for
other ministerial office renovations!
In the next couple of weeks $4 million will be spent
to mail out the 3O-page colour report on the second
year of the Kennett government. Some 1.5 million
copies will go to every Victorian household. The
report is twice the size of the audit commission
report. Certainly it will help Victorians get to sleep
while trying to read the 30 pages of the
government's own report card - not an
independent card - about its performance. When I
raised the issue in the press, the Premier claimed the
government had the right to spend the money
because it had promised to communicate with
Victorians. So far as the Premier is concerned,
communication with Victorians is one-way traffic: it
is about communicating what the Premier and the
government want Victorians to know - not the
information they need.
In recent days I have received a number of phone
calls from people concerned about the latest
gimmick, that is, the advertising campaign being
conducted by the new electricity authorities, the five
bodies being carved up. There have been newspaper
advertisements by CitiPower and by United Energy.
United Energy has gone one better than CitiPower.
It had a two-page colour advertisement in the daily

Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - Following the
honourable member for Dandenong, it is
worthwhile noting that two years ago the
government declared that Victoria was again open
for business. It is interesting and pleasing to see that
in most places in Victoria people, businesses and
various levels of government have accepted the
challenge to get on with things and start recreating a
bit of wealth and some jobs, acting in ways that will
benefit all Victorians. That seems to be the
widespread attitude in Victoria now except in a
couple of limited places.
I draw the attention of the house particularly to the
notable case of the City of Footscray. The City of
Footscray does not want to be open for business. It
does not want people coming into the area and
doing business. I refer to a City of Footscray
ordinance, local law no. 14. This law on its books
effectively prevents anybody who does not occupy
land within the City of Footscray from trading in
goods in the City of Footscray.
There is no doubt that local government has the
power to make local laws. That is clearly laid down
in the Local Government Act. The powers of
municipalities and the boundaries to those powers
are outlined. Section 111 (2) of the Local Government
Act provides that a local law must not be
inconsistent with any act or regulation, and
section 111(3) provides that a local law is inoperative
to the extent that it is inconsistent with any act or
regulation. Further, section 111(4) provides that any
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local law must not either duplicate or contravene the
planning scheme in force at the time.
Local law no. 14 of the City of Footscray provides
that:
A person must not, without first obtaining a permit nor
otherwise than in accordance with the conditions of
any such permit, deal in goods in or within any:
(a) street;

(b) road;

(c) vacant land;
(d) land which he or she does not ordinarily occupy; or
(e)

public place

within the municipal disbict.

Just what does that local law mean? It goes on to
define a range of terms in the local law . 'Public
place' is defined within the local law to include a
bridge, footway, footpath, court, alley, passage or
thoroughfare even when it is formed on private
land; a park, garden, reserve or other place of public
recreation or resort; a wharf, pier or jetty; a place of
public resort; or an open place to which members of
the public have or are permitted to have access.
It is pretty clear what a public place is within the

City of Footscray. The definitions of street and road
are clearly accepted and most people would be fairly
clear in their minds about what is meant by trading
on or from a street or a road and similarly from
vacant land. Trading from land not ordinarily
occupied by the seller may be a little harder to
define.
The thing that 1 am most interested in concerning
this law is 'goods'. The law states that:
a person must not, without first obtaining a permit nor
otherwise ... deal in goods'.

1 rang the City of Footscray this morning to see just
what it is seeking to restrict people from dealing in.
Mr Baker - You would not know where
Footscray is.
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So 1 consulted the Concise Oxford Dictionary. 'Goods'
is defined as 'moveable property; merchandise,
wares'. A 'piece of goods' is further defined as
'things for transmission by rail'. 'Goods' are also
defined as 'objects ... one has undertaken to supply'.
According to the superintendent of by-laws in the
City of Footscray, goods have a pretty wide
definition, covering anything meeting the definitions
in the Concise Oxford Dictionary. Virtually anything
that a person trades in, supplies or delivers
anywhere can be defined as a good for the purpose
of local law no. 14 in the City of Footscray.
I wonder what the superintendent at Footscray,
Mr Tom Lindsay, tells his inspectors when they go
out: 'If you find anybody trading in Footscray and
they are not on the land that they ordinarily occupy
or own, book them because we don't want anybody
buying or selling in Footscray'. God forbid that we
should have any commercial transactions in the City
of Footscray! People make a living from trading,
buying and selling goods. We don't want that to
happen in the City of Footscray.
What are they on about? This state is supposed to
provide for and encourage commerce, to provide for
and encourage wealth and job creation for the
benefit of not only those selling the goods but also
those employed in manufacturing, packing and
delivering them. The honourable member for
Sunshine might not like any business being
transacted in Sunshine either, but most people in
Victoria would like to see a little competition, a little
growth in commerce and in the economy; they
would like to see increased opportunities for their
children to get jobs, to create a little wealth and to do
something of value - but not in the City of
Footscray. People are not allowed to trade there.
1 understand that this local law was aimed at a
particular group of people, who operate what are
known as lunch vans. They prepare food in a
commercial kitchen somewhere or other and then
pack it in vans which deliver the food to premises
around the metropolitan area and regional and
provincial centres, providing lunch to employees of
factories and businesses.

TIlis matter was brought to my attention by one
Mr McARTHUR - Go back to SWlShine. I spoke
to Mr Tom Undsay, the superintendent of traffic and
local laws of the City of Footscray. 1 asked him how
the word' goods' was defined for the purposes of
that local law. He said, '1 don't really know, actually.
1 guess it's the definition in the Oxford dictionary'.

business that operates some 32 vans throughout the
metropolitan area. It supplies about 10 000 lunches
every day in metropolitan Melbourne. That
company is welcome almost everywhere in
Melbourne except in the City of Footscray; it is not
welcome there. The company has received about

GRIEVANCES
Wednesday. 5 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

200 infringement notices within the City of
Footscray for going on to private property occupied
by businesses in Footscray at the express invitation
of the management of those businesses to sell
lunches to employees.
In going on to those private premises, the company
has been given about 200 infringement notices from
the by-laws office of the City of Footscray. What is
the penalty? The penalty is up to $500 for each
infringement notice. The honourable member for
Sunshine is a pretty clever fellow. He was the
shadow Treasurer at one stage; he can probably add
up. That comes to a fairly substantial amount of
money. Such fines would put most small businesses
out of business. It is ridiculous that a profitable,
thriving, competitive and creative small business
can be put out of operation because some tin-pot
council says, 'We don't want you trading within our
boundaries' .
It brings local government into disrepute. No
wonder there has been widespread discontent
throughout Victoria for many years with some of the
activities of local government, and this is a particular
case in point. It does no good to the image of local
government anywhere. That people should seek to
unnecessarily restrict business or trade within any
municipal area is a ludicrous situation.

I ask the Minister for Industry and Employment to
look at this matter because there are some serious
concerns with this local law. In the first place, I
believe it goes far beyond the powers that were
envisaged in the Local Government Act when it
prescribed that municipalities should have the
power to make local laws. I think it extends that
power wmecessarily. In the second place, this is an
unduly restrictive law in that it unfairly limits trade
and unfairly restricts competition within the
municipality of Footscray.
After all, the businesses providing these lunches
through their lunch vans have commercial kitchens,
health permits from the Department of Health and
Community Services and planning permits from
their own municipalities; they have passed all the
hurdles to get licences for their businesses. There is
no question about the quality of the products they
supply. They are on these premises at the express
invitation of the management of the premises, yet
they are persecuted by council officers in the area.
To me that is a ludicrous restriction of commerce
and competition.
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If you read - and I suggest that the honourable
member for Sunshine does - the wording of the
local law, you see that not only does it restrict
people selling sandwiches and hot lunches from a
lunch van but it prevents anybody from dealing in
any goods on premises that he or she does not
ordinarily occupy. In other words, if you lived in the
City of Footscray and you rang a dial-a-pizza shop
of whatever variety and a pizza was delivered to
your door, the dial-a-pizza shop might be
transgressing local law no. 14 of the City of
Footscray and might get a fine of up to $500 for
delivering a pizza to your door. That is crazy absolutely ridiculous. It goes further than that and
says that:
A person must not, without first obtaining a permit ...
deal in goods -

any goodson land which he or she does not ordinarily occupy.

Let US just imagine for a moment that the
honourable member for Yan Yean had a real job and
was a shop fitter or something like that who
constructed or supplied office furniture or
equipment. Let us imagine that he trotted up to ABC
Enterprises within the City of Footscray and said,
'Yes, I can supply you with office desks for your
staff, with a fax machine for your office and with
some computer equipment' and they sat down and
negotiated a price, terms of delivery and signed on
the dotted line within the premises of ABC
Enterprises in the City of Footscray. In my view that
would be transgressing the local law of the City of
Footscray.
In this sort of hypothetical situation the honourable
member for Yan Yean might have found himself
landed with a fine of $500 for carrying out his
ordinary business. To me that seems to be a
ludicrous situation. I imagine that it is probably far
beyond the reach of local law no. 14 that the good
burghers of the City of Footscray anticipated when
they introduced it. Even so, it is a reasonable
interpretation of the wording of the law. In my view
it represents a completely tmreasonable restriction
on trade and competition.
It is an attempt to say that within the City of
Footscray the only people who are allowed to carry
out business are those who occupy land within the
municipality. That is an unnecessary protection that
may be in breach of a whole range of conventions
and conditions that we, as members of the
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community, have come to expect - the Trade
Practices Act for one.
I urge the Minister for Business and Employment to
take up this issue on behalf of not only the mobile
lunch providers but business generally to see that
this loca11aw does not breach state or federal law
and that there are no similar local laws in other
municipalities that exceed the test of fairness and
reasonableness or that excessively restrict
competition or trade. It is not in the interests of the
wider community in Victoria to have tin-pot
municipalities unfairly restricting trade within their
boundaries.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.
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With each one of these shootings the minister has
defended police procedures and training. It took
until about the fourth shooting before the minister
announced any action at all. We repeatedly had
headlines like the one contained in the Herald Sun of
Thursday 19 May: 'Minister backs police attitude'.
These are the sorts of comments we have been
getting from the minister after each shooting.
After the fourth shooting we started to receive a
series of knee-jerk, piecemeal inquiries or simple
panaceas, simple placebo-type measures to manage
the media on this issue. Unfortunately it seems that
the main preoccupation the minister has had with
this issue has been how to get it off the front pages
of the newspapers rather than how to deal with the
problem. His response has been entirely reactive
rather than pro-active.

Police shootings
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - The matter I
wish to grieve about is the fact that last week
Victoria had its eighth police shooting this year. It
also represents the 26th police shooting in this state
since 1988. That is a very sad and chilling statistic
which I believe all honourable members ought to be
duly concerned about.

What is Significant about the eight shootings that
have occurred this year is that six of them have
involved people who have had a psychological or
emotional disturbance. These were not people who
might be described as criminals, people engaged in
the acts of crimes. What these people have done
wrong is that they were mentally ill.
On 2 January there was Allison Tully; on 3 January,
Edward Hulsman; on 26 March, Brian MacI<ay; on
28 March, Jason SoutheYi on 18 May, Gerard
McGrath and of course last week the very sad
shooting of Colleen Richman.

What is notable about this statistic of eight shootings
this year is that it compares deplorably with the
situation in New South Wales where there have
been only four shootings over the past six years. We
have doubled that number in less than one year.
Quite clearly the difference between the police
shootings of this year and of previous years is the
high preponderance of people with some sort of
psychological or emotional instability. That is
something that we really need to look at seriously.
Unfortunately this year there has been a tendency on
the part of the government to try to skim over the
role of psychological and mental instability in police
shootings.

Since the fourth shooting five different inquiries
have been announced. We have brought in the
mounties and the FBI. We have a problem with
shootings in this state and we bring in the police
force that sent the tanks into Waco! We have also
brought in the Institute of Criminology. In addition,
there have been a number of internal police
inquiries, all of which have been too narrowly
focused: nearly all are preoccupied with issues of
firearms training and police procedures. While I do
not doubt for a moment that those issues have some
relevance, I think there are a large number of
broader issues that have not been considered.
This approach has been totally piecemeal. It has not
sought to look at the full dimensions of the problem

and has ignored many significant factors that may
be contributing factors to the high incidence of
police shootings in this state.
This approach has skimmed over the issue of

resourcing for psychologically or emotionally
disturbed people. I shall go into that issue in greater
detail a little later. It has also refused to look at the
ability and training of police to deal with people
whose behaviours are unpredictable in some way.
It is generally the case that the police are trained to
deal with a criminal psychology or mentality that is
more or less predictable compared with people who
are suffering from some sort of psychological
disturbance. Also, the confidence that the police
have in using alternative measures to deal with
these types of situations is at issue. It is not only a
matter of whether police are trained to talk through
a situation or to physically disarm somebody it is
also an issue of whether the police feel confident in
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their own ability to do so. That issue should be
examined in more detail than it has been.
The suitability of the firearms and ammunition that
is issued by police should also be examined. A
number of people have pointed out to me that
members of the Victoria Police Force use a calibre of
hollow-point ammunition that is similar to
ammunition used by police in all Australian states.
However, I understand it is banned by the Geneva
military convention. I am told that the reason the
police use hollow-point ammunition is because it
does not pass through the person who has been shot,
nor does it ricochet. Therefore, there is less chance of
collateral damage - in other words, hitting an
innocent bystander. Although those arguments have
some validity, the issue deserves some investigation.
I understand Victoria Police uses a higher calibre
than that used by police forces in other states.
Although I do not profess to be a ballistics expert,
this issue should be examined.
Victoria has a police force of approximately 10000
officers. When a shooting occurs a great deal of
trauma is suffered. Often the police themselves
require counselling to get over the incident.
However, we have only three police psychologists to
deal with a police force of some 10 000 officers.
An important factor that has been overlooked in all
of the inquiries that have been announced by the
minister is the impact of the Walsh Street shootings
on police culture. The point was made by John
Silvester in an article in the Sunday Age of 3 April in
which he quoted a comment by the then Deputy
Commissioner (Operations), Mr Bob Falconer, in
reference to the Walsh Street shootings:
It created an enormous change. Police found there were
people out there who were prepared to kill them even
if they did not know them personally. 'We lost

something and I don't think we will ever go back,' he
said.
'The expectation of operational police is that they could
be placed in life-threatening situations on any day and

on any shift.'

Obviously that has created a culture or an attitude
among the police force that possibly may be one of
the contributing factors to the incidence of police
shootings in Victoria. Another issue is the imbalance
of experienced officers to inexperienced officers. We
have a high proportion of crews with relatively
young and inexperienced officers going out
together. We need to look at that issue. Perhaps an
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investigation of the age criteria for the Victoria
Police Force should be made so that people can be
recruited from an older age group than is currently
the case. A number of benefits may flow from the
balancing of experience with inexperience and
recruiting people who have had life experiences
other than police experience. They may perhaps
bring other skills with them. That area deserves
investigation.
As I said earlier, these issues have been ignored by
the inquiries announced by the government to date.
On each occasion a different panacea has been
found. Although each inquiry was supposed to
solve the problem, we have had more shootings. The
problem has not gone away.
It is about time the minister acknowledged that he
does not have the answers. I do not profess to have
the answers and I do not believe anybody has the
right to claim they have all the answers. However,
we need to ask the right questions before we can get
the right answers. The approach that has been taken
is one of trial and error. The lives of people,
particularly the mentally ill, are far too important to
be left to trial and error. The shootings have caused
enormous grief to the victims' families and loved
ones. They have also created a high level of trauma
for the police officers who were involved in the
shootings. Unfortunately, it is beginning to erode the
confidence the Victorian public rightly has in the
police force, something it has earned over a long
period. This issue needs to be dealt with
immediately. We need a full diagnosis of the
problem rather than trying a treatment to see
whether it works and then trying something else
when it fails.
Along with a number of other people in the
community, the opposition has called for a
comprehensive inquiry to examine all the issues
involved in police shootings. We have not called for
a royal commission which tends to be cumbersome
and takes years to make recommendations. They
might start off looking into the painters and dockers
and end up examining organised crime in Australia.
That is not what we are talking about. We suggest
that a board of inquiry be established under the
Evidence Act. Before arriving at a conclusion, it
should have the power to subpoena witnesses, grant
immunity and call together the necessary expertise.
That would provide a greater degree of flexibility
than a royal commission. It is necessary to have an
inquiry to obtain a full appreciation of the
dimensions of the problem and get a handle on the
causes. I do not believe there is only one cause: a
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number of causes probably interact in some way.
We need to gain an appreciation of them.
On 24 September I wrote to the minister saying that
if he was prepared to meet with me and consider an
independent inquiry I would adopt a bipartisan
approach to the issue. To this day the minister has
not done me the courtesy of replying by telephone,
by word of mouth or in any other way. The
government has buried its head in the sand. The
minister is paralysed by indecision and inaction. He
has taken a han~ff approach because he hopes
the problem will go away. Clearly it will not go
away until the minister is prepared to take a more
comprehensive approach to the issue. Yesterday, the
Leader of the Opposition asked the Premier:
How many more police shootings will it take before the
Premier agrees to conduct a full ... inquiry into ... the
issues ...

The answer from the Premier was about the
separation of powers; it had nothing to do with the
issue. The setting up of a process to examine the
causes of police shootings is not an intervention or
interference in police matters. It is rather rich for the
Premier of a government which interferes in the
appointment of a police commissioner and which
demands political compliance in the employment
contracts it puts before senior police commissioners
to take that position.
That is an absolutely appalling situation. The
shootings in this state must stop. I want to know
how many more shootings it will take before this
government decides to resolve the issue, take it by
the scruff of the neck and deal with it squarely. The
longer we take to address this issue the more lives
will be lost.

Natural gas pipeline
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) -Over the years I
have been in Parliament I have worked on a number
of development issues in my electorate of Murray
Valley. A few of those include police stations,
schools, hospitals, and housing projects. But one
issue which I have been working on for a number of
years and for which I have not been able to achieve a
positive result is the extension of the natural gas
pipeline to service various areas of my electorate.

Honourable members may be aware that in the late
1970s and early 1980s the federal government
provided funds to the Gas and Fuel Corporation to
extend natural gas pipelines across the country to
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serve rural areas in particular. However, during the
1980s the federal government pulled out of the deal
to provide funding and left the Gas and Fuel
Corporation to fund independently the extension of
the natural gas pipeline into country Victoria.
During the latter part of the 1980s and into the 1990s
I have made broad representations to officers of the
Gas and Fuel Corporation - to board members and
to the chief general manager - as well as to earlier
ministers responsible for the corporation. I believe
natural gas should be provided to all areas in my
electorate because of the economic importance of the
Murray Valley region. The Gas and Fuel
Corporation has cooperated in investigating the
possibility of extending the natural gas pipeline to
service other areas of the Murray Valley electorate.
At present we have the extension of the pipeline
from Melbourne through to Wodonga, as well as a
line through to Shepparton, which will service the
Goulbourn Valley. There is a proposal to extend the
natural gas pipeline from Chiltern to service the
eastern areas of the Murray Valley electorate, going
across into New South Wales to the Rutherglen and
Corowa areas and then along the Murray Valley
region to service Yarrawonga and Mulwala. It is also
proposed to extend the natural gas pipeline from
Shepparton to service Numurkah and Cobram,
going across into New South Wales where required.
Initial investigations undertaken by the Gas and
Fuel Corporation, including a number of
investigations into the possible load resulting from
use by industry and private individuals, fOWld that
it was not an economic proposition.
The Gas and Fuel Corporation had been looking at
the whole project - including usage, as I have
said, and the amortisation or depreciation of the
capital cost of the extension of the natural gas
pipeline over an initial10-year period. I made
representations to the Gas and Fuel Corporation on
the basis that the corporation should consider a
much longer period for the depreciation of the
capital cost of this extension. Indeed, I suggested
that the corporation should be looking at a SO-year
amortisation of the capital cost.
To its credit the Gas and Fuel Corporation looked at
amortising the capital cost over 20 years, and after
my representations they extended it further to
30 years. During the representations I made and in
the responses I received from the Gas and Fuel
Corporation it was again indicated clearly that it did
not appear to be an economic proposition.
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I have certainly been supported in my
representations by the Minister for Energy and
Minerals. I have welcomed his support in seeking
the cooperation of the Gas and Fuel Corporation to
again look at the proposal. That is also true of the
municipalities across my electorate of Murray
Valley, as well as industry representatives and
individuals who want to have the option of using
natural gas. In fact, earlier this year the Gas and Fuel
Corporation, at the direction of the minister,
undertook a further investigation.

I arranged a meeting at Yarrawonga on 4 July, which
was attended by industry and municipal
representatives. A presentation was made by the
Gas and Fuel Corporation. At that time
consideration was given to the project in total- that
is, supplying gas to all the other areas of the Murray
Valley electorate, including nine towns and
extending across the municipalities of Numurkah,
Cobram, Yarrawonga and Rutherglen and back into
Chiltern. The corporation also presented information
on options, including a staged development or
extension of the natural gas pipeline to service the
Rutherglen, Wahgunyah and Corowa areas. That
was to be followed by an extension to service
Yarrawonga and Mulwala, then followed by an
extension from Shepparton to service the Cobram,
Barooga, Strathmerton and Numurkah areas. In its
presentation the Gas and Fuel Corporation pointed
out that although the proposition was looking better
it was still not economical.
Beyond that, we are trying to get funding from the
federal government under its 'Growth through our
regions' program for country areas. The federal
government is proposing to spend $150 million on
major projects in rural Australia.
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the New South Wales Shire of Corowa, and the
major Australian Defence Industries development
down the river at Mulwala. I have also had
discussions with dairy developments such as
Murray Goulbum at Cobram and Kraft at
Strathmerton. Those industries have indicated quite
clearly that they would be able to utilise and greatly
benefit from natural gas. A large number of other
industries believe they would benefit from having
the option to use natural gas. Of course, all the
towns through the Murray Valley electorate believe
they would benefit from the option to use natural
gas at a cheaper price.
There is no doubt that in recent years the Gas and
Fuel Corporation has investigated this project
extensively. There is no doubt that it is closer than
ever to coming to fruition, particularly given the
staged development and the extension of the first
stage from Chiltern to Rutherglen and Corowa. I
believe that stage of the project is nearing a
successful conclusion. But it will need cooperation
from all the industries involved.
I seek the minister's strong support of the
submission that is being made to the federal
government. U we get funding support from the

federal government for the capital works, it will
certainly ensure that the project will quickly come to
fruition, which will benefit the whole region. As I
said, this is an important economic region, not only
for Victoria but also for the whole of Australia. The
Murray Valley region needs the option of natural
gas. I trust that the representations we have been
making and the work that has been undertaken will
result in a positive and successful development in
my electorate of Murray Valley.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.05 p.m.

A further meeting was held on Thursday,
22 September, at which we discussed the possibility
of seeking federal government funding. A
committee has been formed to put a submission to
the federal government to seek its support by way of
a capital funding grant. I am looking for continued
cooperation from the Minister for Energy and
Minerals and the Gas and Fuel Corporation. I want
the corporation to continue its investigations into
this project. We hope to get federal government
assistance for the capital cost of extending the
natural gas pipeline to service these other areas of
the Murray Valley electorate.
I have had discussions with major industries across
and adjacent to my electorate, which include the
Uncle Toby's company, Bunge Australia, which is in

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

Question agreed to.
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have given permission for still photographs to be
taken during question time today. No additional
lighting or flashlights will be used.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Australian Grand Prix Corporation
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to the conflict of interest between
Mr Ron Walker's private interests as a director and
shareholder of Crown Casino and his public duties
as Chainnan of the Melbourne Major Events
Company and Melbourne Grand Prix (promotions).
Will the Premier give a commibnent that Mr Walker
will not be appointed to the Australian Grand Prix
Corporation?
Mr KENNElT (premier) - I suppose this is part
of the honourable member's denigration in this
chamber of citizens of this state. It continues his
dismal performance over the past few days. In the
public arena last week he said by 1996 a number of
businessmen and women in this state - in fact I
don't think he said women; I think he said
'businessmen' - will be in gaol. Yesterday he was
given the opportunity, and later on today - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier should
address the question.
Mr KENNElT - Right after question time we
will continue with the debate to give the opposition
the opportwUty of finding any evidence it was
unable to find yesterday. In answer to the
honourable member's question, which carries with it
the typical sort of slur that he tries to impose on men
and women in this community who happen to have
more than just one involvement, Mr Walker was first
appointed to public office in this state by the Labor
Party.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNElT - The honourable gentleman
interjects, 'We didn't have the casino then, you fool;
we didn't have the casino then, you foo!!'. We know
that because the former government also started the
casino process.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNElT - He now says, 'And you didn't
have the licence then'. He is unbelievable, this man.
Mr No Evidence!
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When the casino concept was launched by the
previOUS Labor government it called for tenders. The
Laborgove.nunent-notour government-caUed
for tenders. I think around 20 tenders came - -

Mr Haermeyer - Who rorted the process?
Mr KENNE'IT - I beg your pardon?
Mr Haermeyer - Who rorted the process?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Chair cannot allow
question time to continue with the barrage of
interjections and the noise. If it means interrupting
every 2 or 3 minutes the Chair intends to do just that.

Mr KENNElT - The Labor government decided
on a casino. The Labor government called for
tenders from people in Australia and internationally.
And the Labor Party selected the personnel for the
Victorian Casino Control Authority and gave - Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has already asked his question. I ask him
to remain silent.

Mr KENNE'IT - The former gove.nunent then
put into place the fundamental processes that were
to be followed. It was under the former Labor
government's authority that the Casino Control
Authority then reduced the number of people who
had originally submitted to be considered for
selection as the preferred tenderer. So the process
had started. The Labor government had not only
decided on a casino, had not only decided on the
personnel on the Casino Control Authority who are
fundamentally still there today - Mr Brumby interjected.

Mr KENNE'IT - I beg your pardon?
Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will remain silent

Mr KENNE'IT - No, we are not sensitive.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier will ignore
interjections.
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Mr KENNETr - We happen to be terribly proud
of the processes that have been followed, that were
started--

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I indicate to the Leader
of the Opposition that he has already asked his
question. He may not ask supplementary questions
by way of interjection.
Mr KENNETr - The Leader of the Opposition is
like a bit of flotsam in a big sea. He has tried to enter
a major game; he has made allegations against
people absolutely unfairly. He has been given the
opportunity to provide evidence and has done
nothing. Today he has asked me a question and I am
trying to give a detailed response, against the
understandable injections of opposition members,
because they don't like the answer.

The reality of the situation is that after the final
tenders it came down to three; the Casino Control
Authority selected the preferred tenderer and they
had the runner-up.
Mr Thwaites interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! Will the Premier please
ignore interjections. The honourable member for
Albert Park will remain silent.
Mr Gude - He is just an accident waiting to
happen.
Mr KENNETr - He is an accident.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETr - They operate a body that I
think initially started off with a budget of about
$170000 under the Labor government; it has grown
to about $300 000. It is a very small organisation
compared to those that exist in Western Australia
and South Australia, where their budget is now
$10 million.

As part of the changes now that we have secured the
grand prix -and 1 suggest that there is probably
no-one else in this state who could have secured the
grand prix for Victoria because of Mr Walker's own
perseverance over many years to get it and his
personal--

Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr KENNETr - You're a little grub, you really
are!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier used an
unparliamentary expression. I ask him to withdraw
it.
Mr KENNETr - 1 withdraw. The honourable
member interjected and said, '1 am sure he will be
well rewarded', which is a grubby remark when in
fact Mr Walker, in pursuit of the grand prix - -

Mr MicalIef interjected.
Mr KENNElT - You wouldn't know what love
was all about, and if you did you'd only try it once!

Honourable members interjecting.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Will the Premier please
resume his seat. I indicate to the house once again
that I will not allow question time to proceed with a
barrage of interjection. I ask the Leader of the
Opposition again to remain silent.
Mr KENNETr - The major events company that
the honourable member referred to in his question
was, as I said, set up by the Labor government, and
it appointed Mr Walker to that board. He has served
this state and its people well. I have to say that he
runs an operation - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETr - You appointed him!

Mr KENNElT - Mr Walker in his role as
chairman of the board travelled the world - not at
the taxpayers' expense but at his own expense - in
pursuit of an activity for this state which is going to
generate employment, is going to generate positions
for this state overseas.
As we now pass legislation to set up the new
authority to run the grand prix, I can say without
equivocation that Mr Walker will remain a member
of that body and will continue to chair it.
Mr Speaker, we have no intention of allowing the
disgraceful performance of the opposition and the
opposition leader in unsubstantiated claims to deny
the people of Victoria, those individuals who work
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hard on our behalf to add to both our economic and
social development - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETI - I find it very interesting - The SPEAKER - Order! 1 ask the Premier to
conclude his answer.

Mr KENNETI - 1am trying, Mr Speaker, as you
can appreciate. Can I just refer you to the comment
of the state secretary, John Lenders, in the September
issue of the Labor Star under the heading 'Head
Office':
As part of the campaign for the next state election, we
have just completed a mail out to 4500 businesses with
a copy of the first Brumby report to the business

community.
This is relevant. We have checked with the business
community; no-one has received a copy of this
document that is said to have been sent out!

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETI - That is probably just as well
because all Mr Brumby could say in any report to
any genuine businessman or woman in this
community is: by 1996 you could be in gaol.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier is now
debating the question. 1 ask him to conclude his
answer.
Mr KENNETI - Let me just conclude on the
very strong issue here in this house right now. If the
Leader of the Opposition has one scintilla of
evidence against any Victorian businessman or
woman that will leave them in gaol by 1996, then he
should put up or shut up.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETI - For the honourable member to
come into this house day after day and imply
through questions or comments that people are
behaving inappropriately is not a reflection on them,
Sir; it is a reflection on the failure of this individual.

Wednesday, 5 October 1994

Police shootings
Mr McLELLAN (Frankston East) - Will the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services inform
the house what steps the Victoria Police are taking in
response to police shootings?
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) -1 am pleased to report to the
house that last Friday with the Acting Chief
Commissioner of Police, Mal Hyde, I announced
new operational safety procedures. The new
program is codenamed Project Beacon and
commenced last Monday, 3 October. Members of
police command will be travelling all over Victoria,
meeting as many operational officers as possible and
describing the framework and the procedures for the
change and the need for the new training procedures.
In essence the new training schedule is based. on the
philosophy that the success of an operation will be
primarily judged by the extent to which the use of
force is avoided or minimised.

One of the key points that will come out of the
training program that will be developed by
Assistant Commissioner Ray Shuey is that it will be
based. on safety first. The safety of the police, the
public and offenders or suspects will certainly be
paramount
A proper risk assessment of all situations will be
applied to all incidents. We will also reinforce a
policy that was established earlier this year, one of
cordoning off and containing an incident, also again
reinforcing the need in all circumstances to avoid
confrontation and force and to use minimum force
where necessary. Forced entry searches are to be
used only as a last resort.
It is accepted that the safety first principle may
require the deployment of more resources. 1 point
out that we have been having some calls from the
opposition for public inquiries and royal
commissions. 1 want to make it clear that we are not
having any further inquiries. We have had a range of
inquiries: external inquiries with expertise from
outside this country, internal inquiries conducted by
the police department, and also inquiries conducted
by the institute of criminology, plus the reports that
we have had from the coroner.

1 should point out that the opposition is now clearly
out of step with organisations such as the Victorian
Council for Civil Liberties, which also previously

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday. 5 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

called for a public inquiry but which has now said a
public inquiry is not necessary.
I point out that Alan Goldberg has made it clear he

believes the measures we have taken are positive.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The level of
interjections is far too high. I ask the opposition
benches to come to order.
Mr McNAMARA - It is only a matter of a few

weeks ago that the opposition was using the calls
from organisations such as the Victorian Council for
Civil Uberties to substantiate its own call for a
public inquiry. Now those organisations are saying
that we are getting it right.
The Council for Civil Liberties welcomes the police
force's and the minister's recognition of a problem in
the force and the positive steps taken to deal with it.

This week two incidents have been satisfactorily

resolved.
Earlier today there was an incident involving a
woman who was suffering from a mental
disturbance - she had slashed her wrists in a
bathroom in a Preston home. The police who
attended were able to disarm her.
In a second incident today in Ulydale - -

Mr HAEIlMEYER (Yan Yean) - On a point of
order, Mr Speaker, the minister was asked a
question that obviously came from his office about
any new measures the government has taken to deal
with police shootings. We have not heard of one
single new measure. I ask you to draw the minister
back to the question.
The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order. I judge the minister to be relevant, and I ask
him to conclude his answer.
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - Perhaps the honourable
member can get some peroxide and wash out his
ears because he is not picking up some of the
announcements I have made.

The second incident today, which concerned a man
in Iilydale who was wielding a knife, demonstrated
that the procedures are operating well. When police
officers arrived he requested them to shoot him.
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They cordoned off the area and negotiated with him
for 90 minutes. With the assistance of his girlfriend
who arrived at the scene, they convinced him to
surrender the weapon and surrender himself into
their custody.
The police sought assistance from the Chief
Psychiatrist, and I thank the Minister for Health for
the cooperative way in which the system is
operating.
At the end of the day, these measures will lead to
major retraining. The assistant commissioner has
made it clear that any operational officer who has
not completed his course at the end of six months
will not be carrying a firearm. Police command will
define what is an operational officer in order to
determine an officer's eligibility to carry a firearm in
the first place.
The SPEAKER - Order! Will the minister
conclude his answer.
Mr McNAMARA - I hope the opposition will
take this matter seriously and support the
government in a very important initiative for all
Victorians.

Tabcorp: Mr Ross Wilson
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Treasurer to his refusal to make available to
the house a transcript of evidence from the
Sandridge case. Is this because the transcript
confirms the long-standing business relationship
between Mr Michael Tilley and Mr Ross Wilson
including Mr Tilley's advising Mr Wilson and South
Australian Brewing Holdings on the sale of shares
into--

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member can ask only one question, not a series of
questions.
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - The answer is
no. I am not concerned about all this trivia that the
Leader of the Opposition is dredging up. He has
been engaged now virtually since he became
leader--

Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - Isn't it a shame you cannot
be on television when you behave like that? You are
a scandal. Your behaviour in the house today would
not be acceptable in a kindergarten.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Question time cannot
proceed in an orderly fashion if the Leader of the
Opposition interjects and if the Treasurer picks up
those interjections.

Mr STOCKDALE - The Leader of the
Opposition has been involved in nothing more and
nothing less than a character assassination with
smear and innuendo. It is interesting that when the
Leader of the Opposition was on the radio this
morning -doing it yet again and at the same time
tap dancing around the extravagant allegations he
made last week - Neil Mitchell, in common with
other radio and press commentators, was pinning
him to the wall. He has not come up with one fact.
The SPEAKER -Order! the Treasurer should
concentrate on the question.

Mr STOCKDALE - He has not come up with
one fact to substantiate any allegations of
impropriety. The house and all Victorians should be
aware that this morning he repeatedly stated on
radio that he is not alleging any impropriety against
any of the people he has named. What, then, is he
alleging if he is not alleging - -
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Mr STOCKDALE - Every time he is challenged
to produce evidence of impropriety, his answer is
the same: 'Give us the documents'. In other words,
he does not have one shred of evidence to back up
his allegations against the government, any more
than he has against the private sector. The only
difference is that the people of Victoria will have to
draw their own conclusions, because he is incapable
of facing up to or even understanding the
consequences of his actions. He has not one shred of
evidence to back up these extravagant and
inaccurate accusations. Put the camera on him, look
at him!
The SPEAKER - Order! The Treasurer is out of
order.
Mr STOCKDALE - He has not one shred of
evidence because there is no evidence. This
government behaves with a propriety that the
oppOSition, the Labor Party and the Leader of the
Opposition simply cannot understand.
Mr Micallef - The over-the-top Treasurer!
The SPEAKER - Order! I will call the next
question when the house comes to order.

Labor government publicity agents
Mr Brumby interjected.

Mr STOCKDALE - I take up the substance of
that interjection because it is interesting. Firstly, it
confirms he is not alleging any impropriety against
any of the people he has named in the private
sector - that should be remarked on by the
house - and he is not alleging any impropriety
against any people in the house. His criticism is that
the government is guilty of impropriety, but he
acknowledges he does not have any evidence to
back that up. Every time he is challenged - -

Mr JENKINS (Ballarat West) - Will the Minister
for Industry Services advise the house of the effect
on his department of and the details surrounding
the appointment of Scali, McCabe, Sloves Pty Ltd as
publicity agents for the then Department of Labour
under the Cain and Kimer governments?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I point out to the house
that questions are restricted to a limited amount of
time and the house is now wasting it.

Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - He is doing it again! This
man is so dumb he does not even understand the
significance of his own actions.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Again I appeal to the
house to come to order. I ask the Treasurer to
endeavour to ignore interjections and to concentrate
on the answer to the question.

Mr PESCOTT (Minister for Industry Services) I thank the honourable member for his question and
for his interest in probity of government. Members
on the other side of the house simply do not
understand probity. Yesterday the Leader of the
Opposition gave a list of names of people who he
said were cronies and mates of the current
government. In so doing he was casting a slur on
those people, but what he did not do was take the
opportunity to apologise or put up some
information to substantiate his allegations.
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Last year it was revealed that the Australian Labor
Party election publicity agent, Scali, McCabe, Sloves
Pty Ud, in the elections of 1985 and 1988, was
awarded a contract by the then Minister for Labour,
Steve Crabb, and that it had been awarded this
contract for $525 000 without going to tender.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will pause
until the house comes to order. I would have
expected that the honourable member for Carrum,
with his long experience in this place, would
recognise the Chair.
Mr PESCOTT -lhis contract was awarded to
the group that had been dealing with the Labor
government as its political adviser during two
election campaigns; it was awarded to it by the
Honourable Steve Crabb without the contract going
to tender. When this became known I went to look at
the files in my ministry to see what had occurred in
the case of that tender worth $525 000.

This was the file in my department. In it are three
sheets of paper relating to an FOI request from the
then opposition. Members of the opposition laugh,
but they should just sit and listen. The fact is that the
then minister, the Honourable Steve Crabb, took that
file from the ministry with him.
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that was a gift to people who were a part of the
labour movement.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is sitting there
quietly because he remembers his association with
the Australian-Greek media cooperative. He
remembers the $180 000 given to cronies and mates
of the Labor Party, because his family was involved.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister is now
debating the question. I ask him to come back to his
answer and conclude it.
Mr PESCOlT - I repeat what the Premier and
the Treasurer have said today: the Leader of the
Opposition should apologise to the people who have
been working well for this state and to the
businesses that have been working to create
employment and wealth for the state. He should
either apologise or produce some sort of
evidence. Evidence is clearly available of what
happened under the previous government evidence that shows that the sorts of activities the
then Labor government participated in are the sorts
of activities that the Labor Party assumes other
governments are involved in; but that is not the case
with this government. The Leader of the Opposition
should put up or apologise.
The SPEAKER - Order! The time for questions
without notice has expired.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PESCOTT - The Leader of the Opposition
laughs because he thinks he has been very clever in

recent times, raising the issue of probity. But the
minister at that time, the Honourable Steve Crabb, in
the way of Labor ministers, treated that as his
private file. He took the file from the ministry to the
Department of Police and Emergency Services, and
nobody has been able to find one document to
substantiate the work that was done. We have been
unable to find information on that contract.

EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) introduced a bill to amend
the Emergency Management Act 1986 and the
Victorian State Emergency Service Act 1987 and for
other purposes.
Read first time.

We looked to see whether any other work was given
to that organisation. We are talking about a publicity
organisation that ran political campaigns for the
ALP in 1985 and 1988. We found that, in addition to
the $525 000, a contract was let in 1987 for a further
$500 000. The note on the document which came
from the State Tender Board said that future
publicity should be settled as a result of public
tenders being invited. In other words, over a million
dollars was given to this publicity organisation, to
mates of the Labor Party, without going to tender;

ESTATE AGENTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
amend the Estate Agents Act 1980, to
consequentially amend the Auction Sales Act 1958
and the Stamps Act 1958 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (AMENDMENT) BILL
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first rtmIing
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Local
Government Act 1989, the Environment Protection Act
1970 and the Transport Act 1983 and to repeal the Local
Government (Miscellaneous) Act 1958 and the Prahran
Market Act 1979 and for other purposes.

Wednesday. 5 October 1994

done by a digital process so that your photograph is
reproduced on the spot at the time via a machine
that is now available. That is the main purpose of
this bill. There are a couple of very minor
amendments.
Motion agreed to.

Read first time.

THERAPEUTIC GOODS (VICTORIA)
BILL
Introduction and first reading

Mr rnOMSON (pascoe Vale) - I ask the
minister to give a brief description of the contents of
the bill.
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning)(By
leave) - The bill is a bill on behalf of the Minister for
Local Government. I will have to reveal the
information the honourable member seeks in the
second-reading speech, but I will arrange for a
briefing for him in the meantime if I can.
Motion agreed to.

Read first time.

ROAD SAFETY (FURTHER
AMENDMENT) BILL

Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Health) - I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill relating to
therapeutic goods, to make consequential amendments
to certain acts and for other purposes.

Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - May I ask the
minister for a description of the bill?
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Health)(By leave) - It
is a bill that complements commonwealth legislation
in relation to therapeutic goods. The commonwealth
has prime responsibility for the manufacture and
sale of therapeutic goods, but it is restricted under
the constitution in terms of individuals and
intrastate sales. This is complementary legislation
agreed to between commonwealth and state offices.

Introduction and first muling
Motion agreed to.

Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) - I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Road
Safety Act 1986 and for other purposes.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - May
I ask the minister for a brief description of the
outline and the purpose of this bill?
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport)(By
leave) - Yes; it is a very small bill containing a
couple of amendments. The main one is to bring in a
process for digital photographs to become law and
for photo points and agents throughout the state to
be used. People would be aware that when they get
a licence and it is renewed - and it can be renewed
now for up to 10 years at one time - a photograph
is necessary. At present you can wait several weeks
after your photograph is taken at an agent such as a
chemist before you receive your licence back. With
the increase in technology now available, this can be

Read first time.

TRANSPORT ACCIDENT (GENERAL
AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first rtmIing
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the
Transport Accident Act 1986, the Road Safety Act 1986,
the Evidence Act 1958 and the Accident Compensation
(WorkCover Insurance) Act 1993, to consequentially
amend the Accident Compensation Act 1985 and for
other purposes.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I ask
the Treasurer for a brief description of the intent of
the changes in the bill.

VALUATION OF LAND (AMENDMENT) BILL
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Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer)(By leave) - I
welcome this tmaccustomed interest. Certainly this
bill contains a large number of amendments, most of
which are technical in nature. The scheme has been
in operation for some time now and a number of
instances have been brought to light, sometimes as a
result of court decisions, of the scheme not operating
technically exactly as intended. Therefore there are
some improvements and benefits brought about as a
result of the bill.
There is some clarification of the original intention;
for example, in relation to the question of who is an
earner for the purposes of the act. There are some
updates requested by the board in relation to the
corporate governance of the corporation and there
are other issues such as, for example, ensuring that it
is beyond doubt that the corporation has the ability
to realise on its intellectual property and its other
assets by interstate trade. As the house would be
aware, there is interest in other states - and indeed
internationally - in using the advertising
campaigns and other intellectual property that the
corporation has developed, and a provision is to be
included to make it beyond doubt that the
corporation is acting within power when it takes up
those opportunities.

Motion agreed to.
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PROPERTY LAW (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
MI5 WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This is a very short bill with the simple purpose of
making minor amendments to fix a number of
spelling errors in the Property Law Act 1958. I
commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr BRUMBY
(Leader of the Opposition).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 19 October.

DENTISTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Health) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this bill is to enhance the capacity of
the Dental Board of Victoria to deal with problems
associated with unclean or unhygienic dental
practices.

Read first time.

VALUAnON OF LAND
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr I. W. SMITH (Minister for Finance) - I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the
Valuation of Land Act 1960, the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal Act 1984, the Local Government Act
1989 and certain other acts and for other purposes.

By way of a brief explanation to the house I point
out that this piece of legislation will deregulate the
valuing profession and will also cope with
consequential amendments to other acts.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Honourable members will be aware that, in recent
years, there has been great deal of public concern
about the possible risk of transmission of the human
immuno-deficiency virus (HIV) and other infectious
diseases through surgical procedures.
Because dentistry is inherently an invasive
procedure, dentists who fail to observe guidelines
for the prevention of the spread of infectious disease
pose a particular threat to the health of the
community.
Ukewise, a dentist who neglects to take appropriate
precautions is himself or herself at risk from any
patient who is infected with an infectious disease.
Since its inception in 1888, the Dental Board has
played, and continues to play, an important role, not
only in determining the competence and training of
dentists, but also in protecting the public from
dental disease.
The legislation which both establishes the board and
governs the practice of dentistry in Victoria is the
Dentists Act 1972. Section 9 of that act gives the

EMERALD TOURIST RAILWAY (AMENDMENT) BILL
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Governor in Council power to make regulations
with respect to the practice of dental surgery or
dentistry by dentists and the conduct of such
practice.

premises, it has been unable to investigate fully
complaints about illegal or unsafe dental practices or
to obtain necessary evidence to establish that an
offence had been committed.

Regulations which have been made in exercise of
this power require a dentist to ensure that:

The provisions proposed in the bill are modelled on
corresponding provisions enacted by this Parliament
in what is now the Nurses Act 1993 and the Medical
Practice Act 1994. In essence, they will give the
board the right to apply to a magistrate for the issue
of a search warrant where there are reasonable
grounds for believing that a breach of the act or the
regula tions has occurred.

(a) the premises at which he or she practises are kept in
a clean and hygienic state; and
(b) in attending a patient, he or she takes such steps as

are practicable to prevent the spread of infectious
disease.

The weakness in section 9 is that it does not contain

a provision enabling standards,. guidelines, c~es
and the like to be incorporated mto the regulations.
Several national standards have now been .
developed to minimise the risk of infection through
dental procedures including the Guidelines for the
Prevention ojViral Infection in Dentistry published by
the National Health and Medical Research Council.
The board has adopted the NHMRC guidelines as its
policy on the procedures which should be followed
by members of the profession. However, without an
incorporation power, these guidelines cannot be
enforced by the board.
The main aim of this bill is to establish in the act a
clear power to incorporate into the regulations
under the act the current national guidelines or other
recognised standards relating to infection control at
dental surgeries.
As a result of this legislation, the Dental Board will
be able to take appropriate action against the small
minority of dentists who are not prepared to
conduct their practice in a way which promotes safe
dental procedures.
The opportunity of the bill is being taken to also
bring Victorian legislation into line with that of other
states by providing the board with a capacity to
enter dental surgeries and other premises for the
purposes of enforcing the provisions of the act.
The Dentists Act creates a number of offences and
contemplates proceedings for these offences being
initiated by the board. However, while the board is
capable of initiating prosecutions, it does not have
an ability to enter and search the premises where a
dentist carries on his or her practice, or the premises
of an unregistered person who may be practising
dentistry illegally. 'This lack of power has meant
that, unless the board has been invited on to the

With some necessary modifications, the bill will
otherwise apply the provisions of the Magistrates
Court Act 1989 to the execution of the warrant.
The changes to the Dentists Act which I have
outlined are important initiatives, not only in
protecting the health of the community, but also in
enhancing public confidence in the integrity of the
dental profession.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr BRUMBY
(Leader of the Opposition).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 19 October.

EMERALD TOURIST RAILWAY
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Tourism) - I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Since its establishment in 1955 the Puffing Billy
railway has grown to be one of Victoria's premier
tourist attractions, in 1992-93 making a net profit of
$324351 and carrying 210864 passengers.

In 1977 the Emerald Tourist Railway Act established
the Emerald Tourist Railway Board to preserve and
manage the operations of the railway. Given its
importance as a tourist attraction and with the
growth of the Puffing Billy operation since the act
was proclaimed, it is now appropriate to amend the
act to provide the board with the flexibility to
manage the continuing development of the railway.
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Consistent with the government's policy of freeing
up statutory authorities from unnecessary
government intervention, the bill will:
redefine the responsibilities of the Emerald
Tourist Railway Board to ensure that it is able to
pursue wider business objectives consistent with
the development of the railway as a major tourist
attraction;
ensure that the board can appoint to its
membership those with the experience and
expertise necessary to assist in the management
and development of the railway; and
provide the board with increased autonomy to
manage and regulate its affairs.
Consistent with recent amendments to the Transport
Act 1983 the bill will also extend the board's
exemption from the provisions of the Fences Act
1968. Specifically, the board will no longer be liable
for damage caused as a result of the railway's land
not being fenced in accordance with its current
exemptions from the Fences Act.
As a result, I make the following statement under
section 85 (5) of the Constitution Act 1975 as to the
reasons why it is necessary to alter section 85 of the
constitution. Section 48A of the bill provides for the
limitation of the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court to
prevent it from entertaining actions relating to
damages caused by reason of the Emerald Tourist
Railway not being fenced in or fenced off. It is
essential that the board is able to proceed with the
enhancement of the operations of the railway
without being impeded by such claims for
compensation.
The bill demonstrates the government's
commitment to the growth and enhancement of
Victoria's tourism industry by acknowledging that
the Emerald Tourist Railway Board has managed
the Puffing Billy railway with dedication and skill
and has pOSitioned it as one of this state's most
popular and irmovative attractions. The provisions
in this bill will ensure that this continues and the
Puffing Billy railway grows strongly into the 21st
century.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr BRUMBY
<Leader of the Opposition).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 19 October.
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ROYAL AGRICULTURAL
SHOW-GROUNDS (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - On behalf of the Minister for
Agriculture, I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

TItis bill will assist the Royal Agricultural Society of

Victoria in its corporate restructure to be better
placed to successfully undertake its business
responsibilities.
The bill has three major purposes. The first is to
transfer the benefit of the Crown grant land from the
Royal Agricultural Society of Victoria to a company
limited by guarantee called RASV Ltd. The second
purpose is to remove certain prohibitions on the use
of the Crown grant land which forms part of the
show grounds. The third purpose is to enable the
land for which the prohibitions have been removed
to be subject to planning controls.
I shall provide some background on the bill and
then deal briefly with its major purposes. The site of
the agricultural show grounds at Ascot Vale has been
used for holding shows under the auspices of the
Royal Agricultural Society of Victoria since 1883.
The showgrounds comprise an area of nearly
30 hectares, of which about 12 hectares is Crown
grant land subject to permanent reservation. The
Crown grant land covers the central portion of the
show grounds, which includes the main arena and
the south-east corner of the showgrounds. This land
is held in trust for the Royal Agricultural Society of
Victoria. The Royal Agricultural Show-grounds Act
1931 provides for the profits arising from the Crown
grant land to be used by the society for its benefit
and particularly for effecting improvements to the
entire showgrounds.
The government believes the continued use of the
profits from the Crown grant land for use by the
Royal Agricultural Society of Victoria is quite
appropriate. However, holding the Royal Melbourne
Show each year is a major business undertaking and
improved business and strategic planning will be
necessary to ensure the show's ongoing success. The
showgrounds is also one of Melbourne's Significant
public events facilities which should be better
utilised outside the two weeks of show time to

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

572

Wednesday, 5 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

provide improved entertainment and greater
business opportunities within the City of Melbourne.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program

The Royal Agricultural Society of Victoria
acknowledges the challenges it faces to turn around
the flagging popularity of the Royal Show and to
ensure the better use of the showgrounds as one of
Melbourne's major public events facilities. To
address these challenges the society has restructured
its organisation, employed a new chief executive
from the business sectorJ will soon become a
company under the Corporations Law of Victoria
and will develop within this financial year detailed
business and strategic plans.
To enable the profits from the Crown grant land at
the showgrounds to be used by the society under its
future company status, the Royal Agricultural
Show-grounds Act 1931 will need to be ameRded as
proposed in this bill.
The other purposes of the bill impact on the control
of the use of the Crown grant land at the
showgrounds, which may generally be used for
recreation, entertainment and amusement. However,
the Royal Agricultural Show-grounds Act 1931
specifically prohibits horseraces, pony races, motor
car races, motorcycle races and coursing such as
greyhound racing. The prohibition on various forms
of racing at the showgrounds is no longer
appropriate given the contemporary planning
schemes which are now in place. The showgrounds
are currently covered by Melbourne Planning
Scheme Amendment 1..60, which is consistent with
the existing prohibitions on use under the 1931 Act.
The bill will remove the specific prohibitions and
ensure that the showgrounds, including the Crown
grant land, are subject to planning controls where
there is prOvision for amending the relevant
planning scheme following public review.
The bill will allow the Royal Agricultural Society of
Victoria to better operate under an appropriate
company structure and enable a wider range of
activities to be considered for the showgrounds
subject to an approved planning scheme.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr BRUMBY
(Leader of the Opposition).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 19 October.

Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I move:
That consideration of orders of the day nos 5 to 8 be
postponed until later this day.

Mr THOMSON (pascoe Vale) - The opposition
will not oppose the postponement but notes that it
reinforces the opposition's concerns about the way
Parliament was managed yesterday. There was
absolutely no reason why debate on the
Appropriation (1994-95, No. 1) Bill needed to be
commenced last night. It was a defrauding of the
rights of the opposition and, in particular, the
Leader of the Opposition, just to enable the
government to avoid having the appropriation
debate during prime parliamentary time. I might
add that the motion will have the same general
effect.
The government is not anxious to have the Leader of
the Opposition's appropriation speech heard at an
appropriate time, and given past parliamentary
practice that is entirely regrettable. Nevertheless, we
have indicated in the house before that we welcome
resumption of the debate on the motion for which
we gave leave yesterday. We opposed debate on it
being adjourned then, and we continue to welcome
the opportunity to debate important matters
affecting Victorians. Therefore we will not oppose
the motion.
Motion agreed to.

LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION:
ALLEGATIONS
Debate resumed from 4 October; motion of
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment).
Mr I. W. SMITH (Minister for Finance) - I am
amazed that although we are on the second day of
this debate we have heard absolutely no utterance
from the Leader of the Opposition, on the one hand
apologising to those people in the community whom
he has slurred or, on the other hand, bringing
forward any evidence to support the outrageous
claims he made at the ALP conference in Tasmania
and in the newspapers.
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I should have thought that a man of the calibre of
the Leader of the Opposition would have sufficient
honour to rise above the sort of gutter tactics he has
employed and instead come clean and say, 'Look, in
the heat of the moment I said these things; but it is
true, I don't have any evidence. I might think there
is some there, but I do not have any. I am sorry I
made those comments'. The sorts of slurs he has put
around have had the effect of making the business
community think, 'Well, why the heck should we
stay here in Victoria when we have to put up with
this rubbish? We are welcome around the world and
in other states, yet we have to put up with a peanut
like the Leader of the Opposition making these sorts
of slurs'.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr I. W. SMITH - Wait on, we will deal with
you; you'll keep. Instead of coming clean he has
decided to put a cloud over the entire business
community. Many hundreds of people in the
business community do business both directly and
indirectly with the govenunent and, for that matter,
with the federal government. It is utterly
irresponsible of the Leader of the Opposition to hang
a cloud such as this over the business community
without having the ability to substantiate any of his
claims.
As the Leader of the Opposition leaves the chamber
I say to him that I can understand why his
frustrations have come out in this way. He is one of
these Western District silvertails who thinks he is
born to rule but who, because he has not lived in the
area long enough, does not realise that in order to
rule you have to do some work, you have to
substantiate your facts and you have to have some
decency and honour. When you make a mistake you
must admit it. Yet this man has mucked up all the
opportunities that have fallen into his lap.
He has been spoon-fed during his political lifetime.
He had a couple of terms in the federal seat of
Bendigo. The people of Bendigo, being kindly folk,
put up with him through the first tenn and
re~lected him for a second. But they woke up to him
after that and flung him out. The next thing that
happened - this goes right to the heart of the
Leader of the Opposition's deceit -was that he,
himself, has been a recipient of cronyism. He has
been on the take from a Labor mate, the fonner
federal industry minister, Alan Griffiths. The minute
the Leader of the Opposition was deposed as the
member for the federal seat of Bendigo, he was
given a plum job by his federal crony, Alan Griffiths.
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What did he do in that job? Goodness only knows,
but he could not run a sandwich shop. So the very
man who has made these allegations of cronyism
has been on the take under the mates and cronies
syndrome. Just as the people of Bendigo saw
through him, so increasing numbers of people in the
community are seeing through the Leader of the
Opposi tion.
What a wonderful two days it has been for the
honourable member for Sunshine. The honourable
member has been beaming away on the back bench.
Now he cannot contain himself: he is down in his
burrow having a little gloat over the damage the
Leader of the Opposition has been doing to himself
by making wild and irresponsible allegations
without any evidence to substantiate them.
What a high price the Leader of the Opposition has
paid for his political career! He has been caught out
on cronyism as a result of being employed by the
former federal industry minister, Alan Griffiths. He
has been caught out doing deals with the left wing
of the Labor Party. What could you possibly want
badly enough to have to put up with the honourable
member for Richmond and the honourable member
for Springvale, for Heaven's sake?
The price this man has paid is clearly evident in the
statements he made about the privatisation of the
Totalizator Agency Board, when he ridiculously
stated that on the return to govenunent of the Labor
Party he would again nationalise the gambling
industry and the TAB.
He took a further step by saying he would
nationalise the electricity industry after it had been
privatised. Of course anyone with an ounce of sense
knows that is not possible. It is not possible because
of the wide variety of shareholders who would be
involved and the Significant number of employment
agreements arranged through diverse privatised
companies and their employees, who would not
want to go again under the banner of socialism and
nationalism. Of course it is not possible, but the
Leader of the Opposition will never have to deliver.
He will never be in such a position. His credibility is
absolutely zero.
In any event, in Canberra when he was supposed to
be serving Alan Griffiths, who was then the Minister
for Industry, Technology and Regional
Development, what was this highly paid ministerial
adviser saying about the privatisation of the
Commonwealth Bank, Qantas, the Australian
National Line and airports around the country? Was
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he saying to Alan Griffiths, 'No, you can't and
shouldn't do that'? Absolutely not, because that
would have gone against what the Prime Minister
wanted. The Prime Minister is Australia's leading
advocate and has the lead role of responsibility for
privatisation in this nation, and is moving ahead
quickly to do it. Look at what has happened with the
Commonwealth Bank. Where does the loony left of
the Labor Party stand on that? What advice was the
Leader of the Opposition giving to Alan Griffiths in
Canberra? Was he asking his boss to go to Paul
Keating and say, 'Hey, we shouldn't do this'?
Absolutely not. Where does he stand? He is
absolutely and utterly two faced. It happens to be
convenient for the leopard to change his spots. He
has jumped out from his cronyism in Canberra to
come to Victoria. He did a deal with the left wing of
the Labor Party and is forced to sing its tune,
knowing in his own heart he will never have to
deliver on it. What a two-faced gutless wonder this
man is.
Recently the Leader of the Opposition visited the
Polwarth electorate to make a hero of himself. He
attended a public meeting of 400 local residents at
Usmore. They had assembled because of their
concern about the state of the Lismore and District
Hospital. Because the Leader of the OppOSition
could never organise a meeting of 400 people
anywhere, the meeting had to be organised on the
basis of dealing with another issue. No-one said the
Leader of the Opposition is coming; therefore we
must have 400 people present. If they had said that
no-one would have attended. However, because the
hospital was the issue, people attended. To make a
hero of himself the Leader of the Opposition got up
and said, 'Of course the Lismore hospital should
keep going. Of course you need help from the state
government. What a wicked state government we
have.' Although there were claps and cheers all
around, the Leader of the Opposition did not tell the
people that 60 per cent of the funding problems of
the Usmore hospital can be laid right at the feet of
the commonwealth government because of nursing
home subsidies. Did the Leader of the Opposition
mention that? Did he offer to go to the federal
Minister for Human Services and Health, Carmen
Lawrence? Yes, he did when he came under
pressure from a questioner. Has he organised it? No.
Can the Lismore hospital even get through to him?
No, of course not. He had his heroic night at Lismore
making a good fellow of himself, promising things
that he knows he will never have to deliver.
When the good folk of Usmore seek his help - the
help he said he would give them - they cannot
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even get through his switchboard to make contact
with him. What a fraud! The Leader of the
Opposition ought to be painted right across the state
for what he is. He is two faced, gutless and he won't
put up or shut up. He will rattle his way to the next
election with WlSubstantiated allegations and a loss
of credibility, much to the delight of the honourable
member for SWlShine who, after the next election,
will take over a ragtag party that will have even
fewer seats.
On the cronyism issue, I point out that the Leader of
the Opposition could not wait until the previous
honourable member for Williamstown, Mrs Kirner,
got out of this place. He was delighted at the
thought of coming down from the upper house and
costing the taxpayers $250 000 in a by-election so
that he could grab the plum blue-ribbon seat of
Broadmeadows. He did not say to Mrs Kirner, 'Have
you got a job teed up?'. He knew that the mates
syndrome to which he is a party and from which he
had been bloodsucking would look after Mrs Kimer.
After she left this place she feigned ill health to try to
diddle the taxpayers out of more money through the
superannuation scheme. She did that with the full
knowledge that she would be looked after by Simon
Crean with a couple of plum jobs that would pay
her more than sitting on the back bench for the rest
of her parliamentary career. Mrs Kirner is chair of
the Centenary of Federation Advisory Committee
and full-time chairman of the Employment Services
Regulatory AuthOrity. Both jobs were handed out
through the cronyism and mateship syndrome, but
who is the beneficiary? The Leader of the Opposition
is the beneficiary. He would not be sitting in that
chair if the honourable member for Williamstown
had not got out and taken those jobs on the drip feed.

The Leader of the OppOSition is in it up to his
eyeballs. The evidence that 1 put forward today is
precise and factual. What evidence has he put
forward? Absolutely none. He has gone on a fishing
trip by attempting to move a motion. Yesterday he
showed how inept he is by trying to stick onto the
motion moved by the Leader of the House an
amendment that someone had been cooking up for
him. It is filled with mistakes and cross outs. It
commences, 'I desire to move by leave' - and he
tried to tack it onto a motion. Now that he has
moved it, he has gone on a fishing expedition
seeking information. He is really saying, 'Hey folks
in Victoria, 1 have made some silly allegations. I
have smeared the business community. 1 have
smeared the government. Wait a minute, 1 don't
have any evidence so 1 had better get the
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government to go on a fishing trip for me and toss
me up some evidence'.

coalition came to power, the Leader of the Victorian
Opposition, Mr Kennett, said .,.

You have to be joking. How can he make those
comments without evidence? It is totally
irresponsible. All he has demonstrated to the
citizenry of Victoria is his incapacity to lead. He
cannot hold his tongue. I can understand his
frustration. Of course he must be frustrated leading
a Dad's Army of clowns on the other side. They are
split and divided, and dominated by the Socialist
Left. Of course he must be frustrated. When we are
frustrated we all make statements that we live to
regret. But there are those of us, particularly those
who come from the silvertail Western District
background of the Leader of the Opposition, who
have the honour to apologise. Is there any honour or
intent to be honourable in the Leader of the
Opposition? Absolutely none.

He accused some members of the business community
of 'going to bed' with the government in its dying days
to gain a short-term profit or commission.

I conclude on the note that the government again
calls on the Leader of the Opposition to apologise. It
calls on him to substitute his two-faced drivel with
policies. This debate is no substitute for policies.
Where has he been? For all the time that he has been
a member of the Victorian Parliament where has the
Labor Party been? Not one policy has been
produced over the past two years except that it
intends to nationalise the TAB and the electricity
industry when it comes into government. The Labor
Party will never deliver because it will never be in
government. The Leader of the Opposition should
have the honour and grace to apologise for his
stupidity.
Mr THOMSON (pascoe Vale) - This is a very
important debate and I am pleased to have the
opportunity of participating in it. The first
thing--

Mr Leigh interjected.
Mr THOMSON - You have just listened to the
Minister for Finance and you want to talk to me
about smearing. Goodness gracious! The first matter
I direct to the attention of the house goes back to
14 May 1992. A headline in the Australian stated
'Kennett to get back at ALP-linked businesses'. The
report is about remarks of the Premier, who now
says we cannot possibly criticise any business
persons in Victoria because it would be outrageous,
would damage the economy, would damage
confidence and so on. The article says:
Businesses which had 'immoral' dealings with the
'thieving' Kirner government would be ostracised if the

His remarks were apparently directed at companies
involved in the government's asset sales program.
What a dreadful thing an asset sale program is! The
article continues:
... Mr Kennett directed his ultimatum to the wider
community.

It sounds like him, too. It goes on:
I have got to say to the broader community, if you are
willing to go to bed with this government in the last
few months, in their dying days of government ... then
you cannot expect to work with the next government ...

That was said by the Premier about businesses in
Victoria while he was Leader of the Opposition. He
was threa tening those businesses.
Mr W. D. McGrath interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will
remain silent.
Mr THOMSON - I am pleased to have the
interjection from the Minister for Agriculture. The
article continues:
While he later refused to nominate specific companies
or organisations, Mr Kennett said he was 'worried'
about some of the property deals involved in the
government's property sales program.

Let me repeat that:
While he later refused to nominate specific companies
or organisations ...

That was how the Premier conducted himself when
he was Leader of the Opposition. Yet he has the
temerity to come into the house and say to the
Leader of the Opposition, 'Put up or shut up'. The
Premier is exhibiting an appalling set of double
standards.
The second point I direct to the attention of the
house is the deep irony in this motion being moved
by the Leader of the House, who is also the Minister
for Industry and Employment. One of the most
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serious examples of cronyism has occurred in his
own department. He is the one who says to the
opposition, 'Put or shut up'. I hope he listens to this
one!
Last year, the Department of Business and
Employment advertised for a general manager,
employment, with a remuneration package of
$103 6(jJ to $109 067 - not a bad package by any
yardstick, Mr Speaker. The advertisement for the
position appeared in the Age of 24 July, and
applications were to close by the close of business on
9 August.
Mr W. D. McGrath - At least he advertised it!
MrTHOMSON - That's right. We wonder what
applications the minister received. We wonder what
kind of process the minister went through in
considering the applications he received. Some
months later, long after the closing time for
applications, we find a handwritten note from
George Brouwer - I am almost tempted to say the
late George Brouwer - saying:
I received a phone call from a Ms I<aren Synon
inquiring whether an appointment had been made to
the position of director, employment branch, and, if
not, whether she could still put in an application.
I explained that we had not yet been able to find a
suitable applicant and that she would be welcome to
put in an application.

Under the Freedom of Information Act we have
obtained a copy of a letter from Karen Synon dated
Thursday, 21 October, months after the close of
applications, indicating that she wished to apply for
the position of director, employment, and saying:
I am excited about the opportunities the position offers
to contribute to the development of joint
govemment-<:ommunity projects.

Given that she was managing a Footscray
employment project with a package of around
$45 000, no doubt we she was excited by the move
up to $103 ()()()!
We have no evidence of what occurred following the
period when applications closed, and we have no
record of her suitability judged against the selection
criteria provided for the job. We have no evidence of
the proper processing of her interview and no
evidence of the strength of her claim compared with
those of the other applicants.
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We later learnt that she was appointed to the
position. In fact, when she was offered the position
on 2 December she was offered a one-year contract,
which was extended only a short time later to a
three-year contract. So we fOWld a 10 February 1994
reference back to the letter of 2 December, which
constituted the department'S offer of employment
and stated that the appointment was to be for a
period of 12 months. On 9 December Ms Synon
accepted the offer in the terms outlined in Mr Greg
John's letter. Soon afterwards on 10 February
Mr John Uoyd recommended that Ms Synon's
employment agreement term be three years. This
position was filled without any evidence of proper
process.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! If the honourable
member for Warrandyte wants to join the debate, I
will call him at the appropriate time. Meanwhile, I
ask. him to remain silent.

Mr THOMSON - The position was filled
without any proper process at all. The reason for this
becomes clearer if you have the opportunity to
study, as I have had, the minutes of the Liberal
Party's Williamstown branch meeting of May 1994,
together with papers relating to the May 1994
meeting of the Liberal Party of Australia (Victorian
Division) Williamstown Branch and the Nor'West
Metro Area Conference of SWlday,29 May 1994.
Present among those at the very small meeting of
some seven people at the Williamstown branch was
Karen Synon, who is reported as noting that
planning for the Nor'West Metro Area Conference
was going well. Later the minutes report her noting
that Peter Costello would be speaking at the area
conference and offering to look into organising the
attendance of David Jarmin, vice-president of the
Liberal Party, at the JWle 1994 meeting. She further
offered to photocopy the fliers. You have to wonder
where she offered to photocopy them! She is
reported at other places in the minutes.
The agenda for the Nor'West Metro Area
Conference is recorded as follows:
10.00 a.m. National Anthem and Welcome - Karen
Synon.

And again:
Agenda published by Karen Synon, Chairman
Nor'West Metro Area Conference.
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This is the background against which a position
offering more than $100 000 was filled after
applications closed with no evidence of process and
no evidence of suitability judged against the
selection criteria. The contract that was offered for
one year was extended, Ms Synon being boosted
from the management of a small Footscray
employment project to a position as one of the
government's key public service advisers on the
whole of its employment programs. That, of course,
is a major responsibility in a state where
unemployment in the past month has increased
from 10.2 per cent to 11 per cent.

That handwritten, undated note from George
Brouwer has all the hallmarks of someone who has
been instructed to make an appointment and who is
simply putting in a retrospective justification, a most
unsatisfactory situation. It requires a lot more
answers, and it suggests that it is pretty poor form
for the Leader of the House to come into this place
with a motion talking about cronyism telling the
opposition to put up or shut up. It is a case of people
who live in glasshouses - Mr Cooper interjected.

Mr THOMSON - This particular example is
only one of many the opposition has pointed to in
response to the invitation to put up or shut up.
Leonie Burke, the head of the Local Government
Board, has recently announced her candidature for
Kooyong. That is absolutely disgraceful. The job that
Leonie Burke has been charged to do is to draw
up--

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Will the honourable
member please resume his seat. I ask the honourable
member for Momington and others on the
government benches to remain silent.
Mr THOMSON - Leonie Burke has been
charged with the responsibility of drawing up local
government boundaries throughout Victoria, which
presumably will take local government into the
21st century. The suggestion that she is a liberal
Party candidate for preselection for the federal seat
of Kooyong means that people in those areas where
boundaries have changed - for example,
Camberwell and Malvern - will not be confident
that the changes have not been made on political
grounds to suit the liberal Party. It is as simple as
that. You cannot have confidence in a person who
has put herself forward in that way.
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As we all know, any candidate for preselection is
subject to the wishes of the people in that party who
act in various capacities. That means we can have no
confidence in her capacity to do her job as the chair
of the Local Government Board. She should not
continue in that capacity.

Tom Austin is now the Chairperson of the Victorian
Dairy Industry AuthOrity and Chairman of the
Greyhound Racing Grounds Development Board, as
well as Chairman of the Race Courses licenses
Board - that is, the racing and harness racing
divisions. He was the numbers man for the Premier
throughout the 1980s.
Russell Broadbent, a member of the Local
Government Board, is a former federal member for
Corinella. Also, a prominent liberal Party supporter
and former partner in Sly and Weigall, Don Cooper,
was appointed - Mr McArthur - What is John Button doing these
days?

Mr THOMSON - I know him; I am sure he is
doing well.
Mr Cooper - You talk about people living in

glass houses!
Mr THOMSON - That is right. The government
has moved a motion telling the opposition to put up
or shut up.

Mr McArthur interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Monbulk should restrain himself;
otherwise, I suggest he leave the chamber.
Mr THOMSON - Simply saying there are
examples on the other side is no answer. Look at
your motion: it says, 'Put up or shut up'. We hear
the government complain about unsubstantiated
accusations of cronyism; yet when we go out and
substantiate them, supplying the names and
descnbing the perks, you say, 'What about the other
side? ' That does not go to the motion, which says to
the Leader of the Opposition and the opposition
collectively, 'Put up or shut up'. That is what we are

doing.
Then we have Ron Walker - Premier Ron, as some
call him - the federal treasurer of the liberal Party
and the Chairman of the Melbourne Major Events
Company Ltd and Melbourne (Grand Prix)
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Promotions Pty Ltd. The opposition has made dear
the massive conflict of interest between his public
responsibilities through the Melbourne Major Events
Company and his private interests as the deputy
chairman of the Crown Casino consortium - Mr Cooper interjected.
Mr THOMSON -1 have outlined to the house
on previOUS occasions the variations made to the
contract involving Crown Casino consortium after
the casino tender had been awarded to Crown.
Mr Cooper interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! I will call the
honourable member for MOmington later in the
debate. In the meantime, 1 ask him to remain silent.
Mr THOMSON -1 say to the honourable
member for Momington and to the rest of the house,
members of the opposition and 1 remain very
concerned about the probity and integrity of the
casino process, given that the inside knowledge
about the bids that was available to Ron Walker was
not available to m Sheraton and given the number
of changes made to the Crown Casino arrangements
after Crown became the successful bidder arrangements so substantial in their scope that
m Sheraton called for the bidding to be reopened.

That was a legitimate call to make given the
dramatic changes in the casino project approved by
the government after tenders had dosed. That
showed up the impropriety of the process and is
also why Ron Walker was involved in a conflict of
interest. 1herefore, he should not continue to play
his present public role. In addition, he is the federal
treasurer of the Liberal Party and a Liberal Party
bagman. Those three roles conflict and represent an
example of cronyism that the opposition considers
most unsatisfactory.
Mr Cooper interjected.

Mr THOMSON - He is doing very well out of
the system.
Mr McArthur - You will not say that outside the
house; there is no phone.
Mr THOMSON - What about Greg Craven,
ministerial adviser and Crown counsel? What about
Peter Ross-Edwards, who 1 understand is reported
in today's media as saying, 'How could 1 be
involved in cronyism?'. He seems to have forgotten
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his past as a former National Party leader and a local
government commissioner for Bendigo. What about
Digby Crozier, a former member of Parliament, and
Saul Eslake: a former Kennett staffer and head of the
audit commission?

What about Peter Bennett, formerly of DDB
Needham and now the head of communications for
the Department of Premier and Cabinet, who also
did the advertisements for the Liberal Party?
The government and media advertising involving
Peter Bennett and Paul Leeds is of great concern to
the opposition because of the cronyism it represents
and the potential for corruption if offers. These
people have been involved in Liberal Party
advertising; they have become successful through
government advertiSing work. We are as concerned
about that as we were about the operations of KNF
Advertising.
The government says to the opposition, 'Put up or
shut up'. We put up about KNF. We took the
Premier to the Supreme Court. Then he came in here
with a section 61 motion and said,'1 don't have to go
to court; 1 can overrule you and the party'. So the
Premier would not face the music; he would not put
up or shut up in the Supreme Court. The honourable
member for Mordialloc gave the game away when
he said, 'We cannot have a discovery of documents;
that can ruin reputations'. Depending on the nature
of the deal with the Premier, a disclosure may well
ruin reputations!
A potential area of corruption exists in advertiSing,
where people put business with certain companies
in return for government favours. That is an
unsavoury area. The opposition is concerned about
Leeds Media and Communications Pty Ltd and the
way government advertising is handled.
I also direct the attention of the house to Peter
Hargreaves, a former press secretary to the National
Party, who was given contracts for Workcover
advertisements, and to Paul Leeds and David
Nettlefold, who did advertising work for the Liberal
Party prior to the 1992 election and who have been
given contracts for advertiSing on the Tullamarine
Freeway.
That is most unsatisfactory, because I understand
Vicroads does not support advertising on freeways.
Vicroads regards it as inherently unsafe and
inconsistent with its road safety objectives. You do
not need to be Einstein to know what sort of
advertisements on the Tullamarine Freeway we will
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see from Mr Nettlefold in the lead-up to the next
election.
Roger Graham is involved in a case being heard now
in the AAT about the privatisation of Met buses. The
government will be hearing a lot more about that
matter.
Then there is the case of Nick Papas, who assisted
the government in restructuring the Office of the
Director of Public Prosecutions and has now been
appointed chief magistrate. Ken Crompton was the
head of the Australian Chamber of Manufactures
and is a prominent liberal Party identity. He was
appointed the Agent-General in London. Hundreds
of thousands of taxpayers' dollars have provided
him with a high level of comfort. Greg Johns, the
former deputy head of the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, a prominent
liberal Party personality, was appointed Deputy
Secretary to the Department of Business and
Employment. He got a BMW with the job but left
when he realised the Employee Relations Act and
the minister were a total disaster and is now heading
Crown Casino industrial relations. Tania Price, the
manager of the executive coordination unit in
Toutism Victoria and fonner press secretary to the
Premier--
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sweeping powers. The Fitzgerald Royal Commission
and the so-<alled W A Inc. royal commission
subsequently led to criminal convictions and
exposed corruption.
We must get to the bottom of some of the deals that
have been going on in Victoria involving Leeds
Media and Communication Services Pty Ltd,
ambulance contracts, the National Bus Company
and the Chung Corporation. The government cannot
even tell us who the majority shareholder is in the
Chung Corporation. I find it extraordinary that
many months after having raised this issue the
government either does not know or will not say
with whom we, through the TAB, have entered into
a contract to carry out the Vanuatu operation of the
TAB.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Mr THOMSON - Bob Hawke is in the syndicate
that the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Racing is
so keen to knock off. He was so keen to knock off
that syndicate that he was prepared to get hold of
confidential police information and leak it to the
ACT liberal Party -not the ACT government,
which a proper minister would have done. So much
for this government's attitude to confidential
information and police records.

Mr Honeywood interjected.
Mr THOMSON - Let's talk about the Ethnic
Affairs Commission. The honourable member for
Warrandyte is involved with the Ethnic Affairs
Commission. I am told that he walks around saying,
'1 have the money. If you want some money come
and see me'. Out of eight members of the Ethnic
Affairs Commission, five members have Liberal
Party connections: Professor Trang Thomas, the
Chair of the Ethnic Affairs Commission; Regina
Fuster; Prlscilla Steel; Carlo Furletti; and Colin
Rubinstein.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
MrTHOMSON - You want to make allegations.
When the government comes in here and tells the
opposition to put up or shut up, we are happy to do
that. The allegations reflect a very unsavoury
climate developing in Victoria; it has something of a
stench about it In Queensland and Western
Australia the opposition and others in the
community were concerned about such matters,
raising many issues and managing to establish a
prima facie case of impropriety. That was followed
up with a royal commission, which has strong and

Mr Heffeman - You would do the same thing if
you could, but you cannot find anything. That is
what you are so hurt about.
Mr THOMSON - 1 am hurt that in Victoria
standards of conduct are in decline. If a person is a
mate of the Premier, the Treasurer or the
government, contracts can come his way. The
government's enthusiasm for privatisation and
contracting out makes the potential for corruption a
great deal higher than it has been under previous
governments and administrations. Victoria and most
other states operate under what is referred to as the
Westminster system of administration and public
service ethics.
Mr Heffeman - Everybody reckoned you
should have been in gaol.
Mr THOMSON -If you have any evidence that
members of the Labor Party ought to be in gaol, you
ought to put up; you say put up or shut up - you
should put up. There was a royal commission into
the State Bank of Victoria. That did not go far
enough. I have a few names that if I had been
commissioner I would have had a closer look at. The
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opposition is concerned that the climate that has
been created in Victoria, with privatisations,
consultandes and contracting out on a massive
scale, a much greater scale than has been seen in
Victoria before - Mr Honeywood - Who sold Loy Yang B?
Mr THOMSON - We sold Loy Yang B under an
arrangement that required the agreement of the
Legislative Coundl and involved the provision of
money to the liberal Party so that it could carry out
its own independent assessment and so that
consultants could look at that. Now this government
can sell assets because it has a tame-cat Legislative
Assembly and a tame-cat Legislative Council. It can
sell assets to its mates without any independent
checks or balances.
The amount of money going to consultants,
accountants and so on under this government is
without precedent. The potential for corruption is
without precedent. At the same time as these
unsavoury relationships have evolved, independent
checks and balances have been. pulled out from
under us. There have been attacks on bodies such as
the Director of Public Prosecutions; attacks on media
scrutiny, including attacks on the 7.30 Report and the
Sunday Age. The Acddent Compensation Tribunal
was just knocked off. There have been all sorts of
attacks on any independent source of scrutiny or
criticism, including attacks on the Commissioner for
Equal Opportunity.
The climate set by the government is one of being
sacked or attacked if a person criticises the
government. If someone is prepared to be a mate of
the government, that person will get on. The
examples I and the Leader of the Opposition have
given and that other speakers will provide indicate
that if someone is a mate of the government, he can
do very well in this community. He could have an
$8 million salary package approved, as did Ross
Wilson, or a 53 million contract, as did Michael
Tilley. All sorts of other good things can come your
way, but someone more concerned about process,
propriety and integrity in Victoria is likely to be
ostracised, sacked or attacked by the government.

This government is led by a Premier who was not
prepared to have his own business dealings subject
to the scrutiny of the Supreme Court - that is what
it came down to. We were prepared to take this
matter to the Supreme Court and to have his
business dealings scrutinised, but the government
said, 'No, we will not have that. We will come into
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the Parliament; 61 beats 27, so there will be no
independent scrutiny'. The road the government has
been going down with Leeds Media, the casino and
ambulance contracts takes us straight down the
same path as Queensland and Western Australia
took. This debate is important because we must not
go down that path. The Leader of the Opposition is
to be congratulated on having the courage to take up
these matters in the climate that exists today.
Mr COOPER (Momington) - The
disappointment of this debate is that the
put-up-or-shut-up challenge to the Leader of the
Opposition and to the people behind him has not
been answered.
We need to get back to the reasons we are having
this debate. Those reasons started in an article in the
Herald Sun of 29 September about an interview with
the Leader of the Opposition. That article stated that
Mc Brumby also lashed out at some of the state's

business leaders claiming that some would be 'in gaol'
by late 1996.

He is quoted as saying:
If there are clear cases where processes have not been

followed or have been rorted for the benefit of
particular individuals, it (Royal Commission), would
be one option.

The shock waves that were sent through the
business community by that statement do not have
to be imagined. Anyone who is in the business
community and is out there trying to do what is best
for his or her company - and in Victoria what is
best for the state is trying to rebuild it after the
disastrous 10 years of Labor government - would
feel very affronted by such a broad-brush statement
that anybody who is doing business with this
government could be in gaol by 1996, when the
Leader of the Opposition apparently has some faint
hope that he might be Premier.
The Leader of the Opposition has now been
challenged in this house to either:
publicly withdraw the totally unsubstantiated claims of
aonyism, personal benefit of particular individuals,
including his assertion of clear cases where processes
have not been followed or have been rorted for the
benefit of particular individuals and his statement that
he won't work with Victorian businessmen because he
truly believes some will be in gaol by the end of 1996
and calls upon him to either apologise to the
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government, Victorian businessmen and the public
servants he has slandered or provide full substantiation
of his claims to the house.

That is the guts of the whole issue. We are saying to
the Leader of the OppOSition, 'You have made the
claims; now we will give you the opportunity to
stand up in Parliament and substantiate them'.
Yesterday when this motion was moved the Leader
of the Opposition said he welcomed the opportunity
and that he would stand in this house for hour upon
hour and reel off, one after the other, all of the
claims and substantiations that he has to back up the
statements he made to the Herald Sun. What did we
get from the Leader of the Opposition? We got an
hour of waffle, the same old empty stuff: no
substantiation, just a repeat, a repeat, a repeat -like
a broken record -of the sorts of claims that he has
made and has never been able to back up. As we all
know - and as the honourable member for Pascoe
Vale knows only too well - it is the easiest thing in
the world to make empty allegations. He has been
doing it ever since he came into Parliament, and
obviously the Leader of the OppOSition believes this
is a good way to go.
We all know that professing loyalty is the last
bastion of the scoundrel. I would suggest tha t in the
case of the Leader of the OppOSition accusations are
the last gasp of a desperate politician, a man who
has nothing. He has no poliCies and no loyalty from
the people behind him; they know he is a temporary
leader. This is a man who is fighting desperately for
his survival and is therefore prepared to say
anything, do anything, go anywhere and be
anything as long as he stays in his position. He
hopes the people of Victoria might forget some of
the statements he has made that are so vile in their
slander against people who are Simply trying to do
the best for their companies and the best for this
state by achieving greater throughput, greater
turnover and, through that, greater employment
opportunities.
What have we had from the Leader of the
Opposition, not only since he made those claims, but
in the past 24 hours? It appears that again the same
old mixed signals have been coming out. The Leader
of the Opposition has been interviewed all over the
place, because of course the media is very interested
in what he has to say. For example, he was
interviewed yesterday, 4 October, by Paul Barber on
3AW. In that interview he said:
I have never said that this government is corrupt...
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That was from a transcript of an interview with the
Leader of the Opposition on the Paul Barber show
on 3AW yesterday afternoon, not even 24 hours ago.
I will quote from another interview of the Leader of
the Opposition on the 7.30 Report of last night,
4 October, by Mary Delahunty. He said:
Now let me make this clear, I never said that business
people are doing the wrong thing, I have said the
government is doing the wrong thing. This is, no this is
a government -

and Mary Delahunty said:
No; you are reported as saying that when you get into
government ... you will set up a royal commission into
Vic Inc ...

The Leader of the OppOSition said:
I never said that ... I never said ... what I have said is
that there may be. I was asked will we set up a Vic Inc,
a royal commission, I said well, we might, we will have

a look at that ...

Here we are getting the mixed signal. Let us look at
a few more mixed signals. This morning the Leader
of the Opposition was interviewed by Neil Mitchell
on 3AW. Talk about a man who is not in possession
of his facts! On the Neil Mitchell show this morning,
Ron Walker was the big target of the Leader of the
Opposition. Neil Mitchell asked:
Who appointed Ron Walker to the Melbourne
committee?

The Leader of the Opposition answered:
I don't know.

Neil Mitchell asked:
Wasn't it the previous government?

The Leader of the Opposition replied:
I don't know.

Neil Mitchell asked:
It's fairly basic.

The Leader of the Opposition replied:
Well I wasn't part of the previous government ...
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Not part of the previous government - he already
knew! By that remark he showed that he already
knew who had appointed Mr Walker to the
Melbourne committee. He showed it, but he did not
have the guts to admit it. He preferred to leave that
thing hanging out there - that innuendo, that
unspoken slur that he is so good at, that slimy slur;
he preferred to let it sit out there like some kind of a
bad smell - that Ron Walker had been appointed to
the Melbourne committee by this government! The
reality is that Ron Walker was appointed to the
Melbourne committee by the Kirner government, by
Joan Kirner when she was the Premier of this state!
No, he was not prepared to admit that. He knew it,
but he did not even have the guts to stand up and
say, 'Well, yes, he was appointed to the Melbourne
committee by the political party of which I am a
member'. No; he preferred to let the false innuendo
hang out there.
This is the kind of thing that the Leader of the
Opposition has been doing. He has been going out
there and throwing out the line with a bit of smelly
cheese on the end of it in the hope that people will
sniff around. The reality now for the Leader of the
Opposition is that he has been caught out; all the
media now know that he is an empty suit and that
this Gerry Gee of Victorian politics is not the person
talking, just the mouthpiece. What we would like to
know is: who has a hand up the back of his jumper
pulling the strings? That is what he is: a cardboard
cut~ut, a Gerry Gee. He is not his own man. We
think that in actual fact the guy who sits next to him
in question time is the man who really controls him,
the Leader of the Socialist Left in the Labor Party
here, the honourable member for Richmond. We
think it is him because he is the guy who delivered
the numbers to keep the Leader of the Opposition in
his job when the honourable member for SWlSrune
threw out the challenge.

It is well worth while for this house to consider the
question of cronyism. It is not a bad sort of debate to
have, on cronyism; we on this side of the house do
not mind having it at all. As Neil Mitchell said on
3AW this morning, we believe cronyism has been
rife for years, right throughout business, right
throughout the political system, not only in
Australia, but right around the world.
You have to say more than just that cronyism is bad;
you have to say that cronyism is corrupt. That is
what opposition members have not proved. They
have not even proved that there is cronyism,let
alone that there is corrupt cronyism. They just waffle
on.
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When we look at the record of this party in
government both here and in Canberra we can see
where cronyism and corruption come in. You cannot
get a better example of cronyism than the mass
cronyism that was indulged in in the middle of the
last month by the Labor federal government. Talk
about mass cronyism and mass corruption! Talk
about insulting the people of Australia! All the ships
right around Australia were tied up in ports;
members of the Maritime Union of Australia
stopped work and closed Australia's ports at an
estimated cost of $10 million a day.
How did our beautiful, wonderful, lovely
non-corrupt federal government, led by that great
guy, Paul Keating, respond to this? Did he respond
the same way as Bob Hawke responded to the pilot
strike when he called in the services? No, he went
into a backroom with these boys and said, 'Listen
fellows, go back to work and if you do we will
exempt all of your members from the income tax
system'. Do you want a better example of cronyism
and corruption than that? He exempted more than
1000 maritime employees from Australia's tax
system. That will cost Australian taxpayers about
$20 million a year. Why did he do it? Because this
union pays large sums of money into ALP election
funds. That is a pretty good reason for the ALP to
dish out some benefits like this, isn't it!
If we want to go a little further on cronyism, let us
talk about Paul's good friends, Neville Wran and
Malcolm Turnbull. They were appointed directors to
try to breath some life into that sinking ship, the
ANL, at a cost of $300 000 for six months work. lbat
is what you call cronyism, boys! Tha t is big stuff'
The Labor government does not muck around in
Canberra! It gets into the big stuff! It gave 1000 of its
mates an exemption from income tax. Don't worry
about the rest of the community who have to pay
more. Don't worry about the pensioners and
everybody else. That is okay because our mates will
get a free ride and in return they will kick the
shekels into the ALP election funds. That is okay
because the Labor government did it. It is defensible.
Do you defend 1000 people being given an
exemption from the income tax system? You must
stand up and defend it because they are your mates.
I am still interested to know when the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition will jOin the debate,
because we are all very interested to hear about the
famous wedding. I want to know when the deputy
leader was best man at Senator Bolkus's wedding
and whether he wore a tux? Did he buy it or did he
hire it? He must have looked like the Michelin man.
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He was having a great time at the wedding and, as a
result of being best man for Senator Bolkus, he got a
bit of a payoff didn't he? Well, his wife got a
pay-off; she was given a $90 000 job on the
Commonwealth Immigration Review TribWlal. He
has not come in to deny it? The matter was raised
yesterday by the Leader of the House but the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition has still not
responded to the allegation. I want to know what is
going on.
There are a few other things we want to talk about
such as another member of the Immigration Review
Tribunal, Joe Italiano. I am sure if the honourable
member for Werribee was in the chamber he would
be interested in raising the question of Mr ltaliano. It
is a good example of what you call jobs for the boys
or cronyism. In 1989 Senator Robert Ray - there is a
bit of a mover and shaker in the old ALP machine old Roberty Ray came along puffing his pipe and set
up the Immigration Review Tribwtal. And, of
course, all the boys got a job, including Mr Joe
ltaliano. Guess what? Mr ltaliano was prese1ected as
an ALP candidate for Werribee. He tipped over our
good friend Kenny, the former Speaker. The poor
honourable member for Werribee is going out on his
backside and, according to the ALP, he will be
replaced by Mr Joe ltaliano. In August, Mr ltaliano
was not only preselected as the ALP candidate for
Werribee he was also reappointed to the
Immigration Review Tribunal by Senator Bolkus.
Here we go; Senator Bolkus rears his head again!
The house will be interested to know that
Mr ltaliano is a member of the Labor Unity faction.
He has been closely associated with Senator Ray for
quite a few years. We believe his activities on the
tribunal deserve close scrutiny by those who do not
have a bias one way or the other. We believe
Mr Italiano has been using his position to, what you
might call, feather his own nest. Allegations have
been made internally in the ALP about his branch
stacking, but that is nothing new to the ALP. It is
also alleged that he has been accepting money to
assist what he likes to call friendly migrants -they
are prospective ALP voters in real language - to
remain in the country under the family reunion
program. Allegations have been made and they
deserve to be investigated. H you want to have an
investigation into corruption and cronyism - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! I understand the passion but I would like less
noise.
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Mr Lupton interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER - Order! There is no
need for impertinence from people on my right.
Mr COOPER - H we are to have the
investigation that is continually being demanded by
the ALP into corruption and cronyism why not start
with Mr ltaliano before he gets in here because these
are pretty serious allegations? Do you know where
they came from? They came from your lot!

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr COOPER - They did! There are people in the
ALP who have a story to tell about one of your
candidates. They want a federal government review
to tell their story. So why don't you go out there and
tell Senator Bolkus to set up an inquiry instead of
just sitting there like an idiot?

The ACTING SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Momington will address the
Chair.
Mr COOPER - I certainly was not referring to
you as an idiot, Mr Acting Speaker. The question of
Mr ltaliano is a smell that hangs over this lot. The
honourable member for Pascoe Vale said, 'People in
glasshouses shouldn't throw stones'. Who was the
person who threw the stone? It was the Leader of
the Opposition. He made allegations that business
people and the government in this state are corrupt,
but when confronted in Parliament he denies it and
backs away from it.
At question time today he backed away from it. It is
on the record. When the Treasurer was responding
to a question from the Leader of the Opposition, the
Leader of the Opposition said by way of
interjection - the Treasurer made sure it got on the
record - that he did not believe any of the business
people were corrupt. He said on the record - in two
transcripts of radio and television interviews - that
he does not believe the government is corrupt. Who
does he believe is corrupt? What is he going on
about? He cannot even come up with a standard
line. He shifts and moves his ground all over the
place. He is totally unbelievable. The guy doesn't
have any credibility!
During the debate we have had one side saying,
'Your lot are crooks' and the other side saying, 'You
are crooks'. I have a file of names of ALP members
who got jobs during the Cain and Kirner
governments. I could run through them. They are
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not minor positions; they are top-level jobs. I could
run through them if you like but, frankly, I do not
know whether that will achieve anything.
Mr Andrianopoulos interjected.
Mr COOPER - You would like me to run
through a few names, would you?
Mr Andrianopoulos - There is nothing!

Mr COOPER - I love a challenge. I cannot resist
a challenge. I still have 12 minutes in which to speak.
I was going to give honourable members opposite
an opportunity for extra time but I will rise to the
challenge of the honourable member for Mill Park.
The first person I shall talk about is Mike Arnold. He
was the ALP member for Templestowe Province in
the Legislative Council between 1982 and 1988. He
was defeated in 1988 and between that time and
early 1990 - Mr ANDRIANOPOULOS (Mill Park) - On a
point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, the honourable
member for Mornington appears to be quoting from
a document. In line with the customs of the house I
ask that the honourable member identify the
document and make it available to the house.
Mr COOPER (Mornington) - The document
from which I am quoting consists of notes. If the
honourable member for Mill Park would like to have
my notes to include in his speech I shall be happy to
give them to him.
The ACTING SPEAKER - Order! I believe the
point of order has been addressed.
Mr COOPER - Let me get back to Mr Arnold.
Having given me the challenge, it now appears that
the honourable member for Mill Park is not too keen
on hearing me respond to it. There is nothing new
about Mr Amold, because it has all been said before.
But I will have to say it again because the
honourable member for Mill Park has demanded
that I do over one of his former colleagues. All right,
I will do it, but let it be on your head.
Following his defeat in 1988 - I bet you won't get a
beer from old Mikey at the next Labor Party turn Mr Arnold was given a number of consultancies by
the government just to keep him ticking along.

Opposition members interjecting.
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Mr COOPER - Sorry, it was the Cain
government. It finally got around to doing the right
thing by old Mikey because, after all, he had had a
distinguished career, spending six years as a Labor
Party backbencher. They gave him a job as deputy
president of the Accident Compensation Tribunal he was highly qualified, of course. It paid only a
little drop, $105 000 a year!
Before he got that job he had to have a couple of jobs
to keep the old bank balance ticking along and to
put the groceries on the table, so he was given a job
by the health department to advise the then minister
on the development and implementation of the state
plan for the development of intellectual disability
services. That job lasted from February 1989 until
April 1990; all in all, he did 112 days work and got
paid $36 000. He did so well that they gave him
another one. The Department of Industry and
Economic Planning, which I think was being run by
a guy called - don't coach me - White, gave him a
job for two days a week from 31 October 1988, just
after he got the axe, to 23 December 1988, overseeing
the production of the green options paper on the
Mines Act. From 1 January 1989 to 7 May 1990 he
was contracted as the chairperson of the ministerial
working group on the Mines Act. The total payment
for those two was $81 600. Here was a man who hit
the jackpot! Who wants to be a member of
Parliament when you can get jobs like that' They
were just handed out to him. He was a guy whose
qualifications were simply that he had sat on the
back bench of the Upper House for six years.
Let me turn to Russell Badham, who was a
ministerial adviser to Frank Wilkes, the Minister for
Local Government between 1982 and 1985. He is a
former councillor and Mayor of the City of
Northcote. He was, as the Leader of the House
described him yesterday, Tony Sheehan's closest
friend. What happened to good old Russell' Good
old Russell was banged onto the former Local
Government Commission, where he sa t there for a
few months until the skids were put under Stuart
Morris, the then chairman of the commission.
Everybody remembers Stuart Morris. He was the
non-partisan guy who headed up the Local
Government Commission for the Labor government.
He was a member of the Labor Party, so of course he
was non-partisan!

Opposition members interjecting.
Mr COOPER - But you slander Leonie Burke. I
have never ever said that anything Stuart Morris did
in his role as Chairman of the Local Government
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Commission was politically motivated - and
nobody on this side has ever said it. I have said he
did his job with all the skill he had available to him,
which was considerable. The fact that Stuart Morris
was sold out by the then Premier had nothing to do
with his abilities.
Nevertheless, he had the skids put under him by
John Cain. He was replaced by Russell Badham, a
man who has nowhere near the intellect or the skills
of Stuart Morris. He was put into the job and paid
$118 ()()() a year. 'That was a great deal for a guy
whose only qualifications were that he had spent a
bit of time as a ministerial adviser to Frank Wilkes,
the then Minister for Local Government, was a close
mate of Tony Sheehan and had been a Northcote city
councillor.
Following that he had other jobs as well, including
some part-time work with the Department of the
Treasury when Mr Sheehan become the Treasurer of
this state. As soon as Tony Sheehan become
Treasurer Russell Badham not only had his snout in
the trough but had his trotters in there as well! He
was getting it right, left and centre - so there is
another one.
Let me talk about Mr Phillip Bentley, who has
suffered a recent demise so as far as employment
with this state is concerned. Until very recently he
was the Chief Executive Officer of the Alpine
Resorts Commission, and did he not cover himself
with glory in that role? Steve Crabb brought him
over here from his employment as a public servant
in South Australia. He was the Director-General of
the Department of Labour until Mr Crabb was
replaced as labour minister by the Honourable Neil
Pope. Mr Crabb, who was then Minister for
Tourism, picked him up again when Neil Pope
sacked him and installed him as the head of the
Alpine Resorts Commission.
He was brought over here as a CE 1 - a chief
executive level 1. He was being paid $120000, but he
also received maintenance up to the chief executive
level 3 of $138 000 because he was a mate of Steve
Crabb's. So although his proper level was $120 000
he had another $18 ()()() a year put in his pay packet
because he happened to be a friend of the Labor
Party. His was a definite political appointment; and
if he was not a member of the Labor Party, he was
about the closest thing you could get to being one.
Here is a name that will ring a bell with you,
Mr Acting Speaker - Mr Rob Carter, who was the
director-general of the planning and housing
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department. He got the job because, as was very
well exposed in this house by the honourable
member for Forrest Hill during a grievance debate a
few years ago, he had an extremely dose
relationship with both his minister of the time,
Mr Andrew McCutcheon, and Mrs Caroline Hogg. It
has been alleged that he shares the ownership of a
holiday house with those two people.
Now, those are the sorts of things that went on. I can
give you chapter after chapter after chapter.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr COOPER -It includes Mr Hill, the
magistrate. We have dozens of others, as the
honourable member for Knox informs me. The
former member for Warrandyte, who was defeated
in 1988 by the present member for Warrandyte and
who, after some consultancy work with the
Attorney-General's Department, was appointed
within months of his defeat as a magistrate, a
position he will hold until he is about 70 years of
age. Nobody is querying Mr Hill's qualifications for
that job, but it seems remarkable that after being
tossed out of Parliament by the electors of
Warrandyte he suddenly became a magistrate. I
happen to like Lou Hill; I always got along well with
him. But his was definitely a questionable
appointment.
As I said when I began, the Leader of the OppOSition
was asked by the Leader of the House to put up or
shut up, to substantiate the appalling claims he has
made against the business community and this
government in the Herald Sun. Since then he has
backed away from them, shifting his ground and
clearly showing that he cannot substantiate any of
his claims. 'That is why this house should support
this motion.
It is clear that the Leader of the Opposition is not
going to take up the request made of him by the
Leader of the House that he apologise to the house
and withdraw, which is why the house should
censure him. He is a Leader of the Opposition who
clearly deserves censure, not only by government
members but also by his own side. Members of the
Labor Party should dearly understand that the
muck now being worn by the Leader of the
Opposition because of his appalling and awful
performance is dripping onto their shoulders as
well. If they do not want to be tainted by the kind of
smear the Leader of the Opposition is now being
tainted with, they should walk away from him.
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Mr LONEY (Geelong North) - I welcome the
opportunity to get into this great mates debate that
we have been having for the past day or so.
Yesterday, when things did not run too well for it,
the government tried to nul away from the debate. It
was interesting to listen to the honourable member
for Momington asking, 'Where is the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition in this debate?'. What we on this
side would like to know is: where is the Premier, the
man who ran around the state for two days telling
everyone what he was going to do in the
Parliament? This is a replay of his big
superannuation blunder. When he gets the chance,
where is he? He has disappeared. He has wimped it;
he has squibbed it and gone!
During this debate the soft underbelly of the
government has been exposed. It has been opened
right up. It has shown up just what the government
is on about. Cronyism has been the way of every
Liberal government we have had anywhere in this
country. It does not take them long to get into it. We
remember the last time when the Liberals were in
power. We had the land deals in this state. We
remember those, and so do the people of Victoria.
Isn't it interesting that quite a few of the people
sitting at the top of this government now were there
in the land deals government. They were sitting
where they are sitting now. No wonder it has taken
them the shortest time of all to bring the same
attitudes back into government.
This debate is about a matter of importance. It is
about probity and integrity in government. There is
increasing concern in the Victorian community
about this government and its practices. There is
concern across all sectors of the community: the
young, the elderly, workers, business and people in
the city and the country. There is concern
everywhere about the way this government goes
about its business. There is widespread recognition
in the community that it is not a government of
fairness and equity. It can find plenty when it comes
to looking after its mates but cannot find anything
for the community. The government takes money
away from health, education and community
services; it winds down neighbourhood houses and
the like, but money for crony contracts and excessive
salaries for mates can be found anywhere. There is
no problem about that.
Mr Elder interjected.
Mr LONEY - People such as Karen Synon there is one. What about Greg Craven? He is another
good one. He was not even qualified for the job and
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the government had to rort the pay system to bump
up his salary. Great stuff!
The opposition is regularly contacted by businesses
in this state complaining that this government does
not treat all equally. That is the fundamental
complaint: this government does not treat all
equally. The names Walker, Williams and Wilson
are on the lips of every Victorian at the moment.
Why? Because of their close and improper
connection with this government.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LONEY - There is a belief in the community
that whenever 'Premier' Walker wants something, a
telephone call to Premier Kennett is all that is
required to get it. So he gets a casino licence, a public
underwriting of the grand prix and a retrospective
planning permit if he wants it. No worries at all. All
Ron has to do is say, 'I want' and Ron gets. It is as
simple as that.
Mr Andrianopoulos - And Ron asks a lot of
times!
Mr LONEY - He certainly asks a lot. He knows
how to ask. Even m Sheraton, a hotel chain of
international repute, cannot receive the same
favourable treatment in this state as Premier
Walker's companies get. It was not told about the
grand prix when it put in its tender for the casino. It
did not know the government would allow massive
changes to the proposal after awarding the tender. It
did not know that was going to happen. It did not
know that the casino that will now be built has little
similarity at all to the proposal that was adopted at
the end of the tender process.
The government closes schools and Ron Walker's
company, Hudson Conway, buys the sites. The
question is: what is the valuation? That is a simple
enough question: what is the valuation of the sites
purchased by Hudson Conway? The government
will not answer it. It will not tell us the
Valuer~eral's valuation.
The Minister for Finance comes into the chamber
and for 30 minutes expounds on all sorts of
questions. Although he is responsible for the
Valuer-General's valuations, he will not stand up in
the house and tell us the valuations that have been
put on sites purchased by Hudson Conway. They
are public properties. The people of Victoria are
entitled to know whether they got a fair deal, but
this government will not tell them anything. Of
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course Ron Walker gets a grand prix. The
government steps in and says, 'We will indemnify
your losses'. What a great way to run a business. We
would all like to have one like that.
Ross Wilson is another mate. There has been no
disclosure by the Treasurer of how he got the job.
The Treasurer said his $8 million salary is all right,
but he will not tell us how he got the job. Ross
Wilson came to the job with huge business losses
having occurred in the companies he ran previously.
Evidently that is his qualification. There is extreme
secrecy about the way he got the job. How did he get
the job?
We know the consultants were paid to produce a
short list of the most suitable people to be appointed
to the Tabcorp job. Ross Wilson was not on it. The
short list was ignored and Wilson was appointed on
the recommendation of a person the Treasurer will
not name. Why can't the Treasurer open up and tell
us the process used in the appointment of Ross
Wilson?
These sorts of issues, these fuzzy appointments of
people that are going on all the time with this
government, have become so common place that
now the appointment of an unqualified,
inexperienced mate on an excessive salary is known
throughout the Victorian business community as a
'Stockdale'. If you appoint a crony and give him or
her an inflated salary, that is a Stockie.
The temerity of the government in using the
Treasurer in this debate is beyond belief. How could
it allow him to speak on this debate of all debates?
The Treasurer stood up and complained about
so-called accusations of slurring individuals. How
can he of all people say that? Do honourable
members recall the name Bill Gurry? The Treasurer
should certainly recall it He stood up in this place
and vilified Bill Gurry, but on what basis? Bill
Gurry's crime was that he bought an ice-cream in
the same shop as the then Premier, John Cain. That
was his crime. For that the Treasurer stood up in this
place and absolutely vilified Bill Gurry. That was
enough for the Treasurer.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LONEY - The Treasurer stood up in this
house and slandered Mr Gurry. His gross slanders
affected Mr Gurry's business reputation, his family
and his life. The allegations were categorically
proven wrong. The accusations made by the
Treasurer, when in opposition - Mr Heffeman - What did he do? He apolOgised.
Mr LONEY - The Treasurer would not
withdraw, and you know it. What happened? It took
the threat of Supreme Court action and the passage
of two years for him to stand up in the house and
make the most grudging retraction.
It was the action of a real gutless wonder! Those
actions of the Treasurer are the real standard applied
by members of the government both individually
and collectively. The motion is not about getting at
the truth but about running up a smokescreen to
protect the mates. That's what it is about.

The Leader of the Opposition's proposed
amendment that was disallowed went to the real
issues of probity in government. TItis is clearly a
government whose probity is in question. It is
clearly a government that does not act in accordance
with the time-honoured tradition under the
Westminster system of without fear or favour. TIlis
is a government that acts very much on the
principles of fear and favour.
Critics are attacked no matter who they are or how
strong the validity of their criticisms. The
government attacks judges, church leaders,
community organisations and business
organisations. Only a short time ago we heard and
read that remarkable attack by the Premier on
business organisations at the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry summit stop
your whingeing; stop your complaining; get behind
us and support us. It was quite clear. It was more
intimidation, more threats: if you are not behind us,
you are against us. The Premier attacks public
servants; he attacks ethnic leaders - anyone is fair
game for this government.

Mr Spry - He shouldn't buy ice-creams!
Mr LONEY - That is the sort of fatuous reply
you get from the people opposite. They don't care.
The debate is not because they care about people.
Fatuous remarks like that reveal what they really
think. According to them, it is all right to do that;
that is their standard in government.

Unprecedented bans have been placed by the
Premier on the media of the state. Not over some
alleged grievance; that is not the real reason: it is to
maintain secrecy, to stop a questioning media. That
is what it is about.
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Radio station managers are not left out, either. They
are in there in the Premier's firing line as well. They
get frogmarched physically into their own offices
and told the way they will run their stations.
Mr Perrin - Name names.
Mr Finn interjected.

Mr LONEY - Intimidation and secrecy are the
hallmarks of the Kennett government. It is in this
climate that cronyism is best able to flourish.
Cronyism today leads to corruption tomorrow and
to criminality the day after. That is what we are on
the road to here. The Leader of the Opposition set
out a clear prima facie case of cronyism endemic in
this government, a case that the government has not
put up a speaker prepared to answer. Not one
government speaker has been prepared to answer
the charges.
The circumstances outlined by the Leader of the
Opposition constitute extreme and endemic
cronyism. That is the precise situation that was
outlined by Fitzgerald in Queensland. Secrecy,
Mr Fitzgerald said, is intrinsic to cronyism. Without
fear or favour is the basic principle that counters
cronyism and it is that phrase, 'without fear or
favour', that is missing entirely from the lexicon of
this government.

It is interesting to look at Fitzgerald and his report
because if you go to that report you find what
Fitzgerald does is outline precisely what is necessary
to provide honest government, free of cronyism, free
of corruption, free of criminality. It is interesting to
look at Fitzgerald and what he had to say on a
number of things.
Chapter ill of the Fitzgerald report deals with what
he calls the political context. His remarks are very
pertinent to what we are talking about today. He
starts off with the role of Parliament, and some of his
comments there are:
It is much less likely that a pattern of misconduct will
occur in the government's public administration if the
political processes of public debate and opposition are
allowed to operate, and the objectives of the
parliamentary system are honestly pursued.

We have seen within the past 24 hours this
government's commitment to honestly pursuing a
parliamentary system. It Simply has no commitment
at all to the parliamentary system.
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Mr Finn interjected.
Mr LONEY - Mc Fitzgerald goes on:
Non-government party members must be provided
with appropriate resources and detailed information to
enable them to supervise and criticise, just as
governments naturally are well equipped and staffed.
This is completely outside anything that this
government wants to do. He then says:
It follows that in an atmosphere of secrecy or

inadequate information, corruption flourishes.
Wherever secrecy exists, there will be people who will
be prepared to manipulate it.
This is Fitzgerald, and it is the situation we face
today because this government is a government of
extreme secrecy. If you want an example, take one
Roger Graham who drew up the tender documents
for the Metbus proposal, and 10 and behold, became
the successful tenderer! The Auditor-General looked
at that and said that there was an appearance of
impropriety about it. This morning when the
Auditor-General was finally summonsed to appear
at a tribunal hearing and was put under questioning
what was ascertained was that the Auditor-General
was not told the whole truth. He did not know, he
said, that Mr Graham was working for Westbus at
the time that he was writing the tender, yet even
without that knowledge he said there was an
appearance of impropriety. What would he have
said if this government had told the
Auditor-General the truth?

Fitzgerald goes on to say:
It is essential that the government is not able to claim
that secrecy is necessary when the only thing at risk is

the exposure of a blunder or a crime.
That is an important principle and it applies and is
very relevant again to what we are talking about
here. This government lets nothing go, completely
contrary to what Fitzgerald found in his report. In
fact, as you read Fitzgerald you get the distinct
impresSion that the leading figures in this
government read Fitzgerald and said: we will do the
exact opposite; that's the way to keep everything
tied up, to look after that. If we take Fitzgerald and
reverse it, we will be able to hush up everything.
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functioning of the political process. Worse, they are the
hallmarks of a diversion of power from the Parliament.

Unless politicians are forced to carefully consider the
ramifications (including the political consequences) of
their actions, they may easily overlook the distinction,
and the implementation of policy can be influenced by
loyalties to political parties and to those who provide
support, including financial support, for political
objectives.
Does the name Ron Walker spring to mind when

you hear that, Mr Acting Speaker?

Again, a dear hallmark of this government is its
removing power from the Parliament - removing
Parliament's right to scrutinise or criticise, removing
Parliament's right to information and removing
Parliament's right to participate - in the same way
as other rights have been removed. Is not the grand
prix issue a microcosm of all that is wrong with this
government? It has the lot mates, secrecy, the
financing of the private sector, the alienation of
people and trampling on rights.

Mr Fitzgerald further states:
Once such a pattern is established, similar
considerations are likely to affect the decisions made by
departmental officials.

In other words, he says that once you get cronyism
at the top level, public servants and the bureaucracy
will see it as the standard set by the government and
will start to modify their actions accordingly. So it
reaches down and down, until you have a whole
structure of cronyism and corruption throughout the
entire bureaucracy.

Mr Fitzgerald talks further about secrecy:
A government can deliberately obscure the processes of
public administration and hide or disguise its motives.
If not discovered there are no constraints on the
exercise of political power.

Again we find the same situation here - the hiding
or disguising of goverrunent motives and the
government's hope that it will not be discovered so
it can exercise unfettered power and control. He
further states:
As matters progress and the government stays in

power, support will probably be attracted from
ambitious people in the public service and the
community. Positions of authority and influence and
other benefits can be allocated to the wrong people for
the wrong reasons. If those who succeed unfairly are
encouraged by their success to extend their
misbehaviour, their example will set the pattern which
is imitated by their subordinates and competitors.

In other words, you end up with endemic
institutionalised cronyism. Fitzgerald also says:
Secrecy and propaganda are major impediments to
accountability, which is a prerequisite for the proper

The words of Mr Fitzgerald remind us of the climate
which flourished in Queensland and which the
Fitzgerald commission was established to fight. We
know the Premier says he admired that government.
Mr Finn - He did a helluva better job than your
lot, with their snouts in the trough!
Mr LONEY - The honourable member for
Tullamarine talks about putting snouts in the
trough. Here it is not just a matter of putting your
snout in the trough - get your mates to build the
trough before you put your snout in it! This
government's cronyism knows no end.
The report talks about administrative review, how a
government should behave in allowing the people to
scrutinise its actions and the importance of people
having the ability to go to court to challenge the
actions of their government. Fitzgerald talks at some
length about that being one of the great checks and
balances. The principles underlying the separation
of powers are such that the court system acts as a
very important check and balance.
Nearly every piece of legislation introduced by this
government has removed the rights of people to take
court action. That is a key feature of this
government: it continuously removes people's
rights, pulling them away and trimming them back,
making sure that no-one can criticise and nobody
can take action.
What about government control over the careers of
public servants? That is another aspect picked up by
Fitzgerald, who was concerned about undue control
over the careers of public servants. Fitzgerald states:
A system which provides the executive government
with control over careers of public officials adds
enormously to the pressures upon those who are even
moderately ambitious. Merit can be ignored, perceived
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disloyalty punished and personal or political loyalties
rewarded. Once there are signs that a government
prefers its favourites -

and there are certainly signs of that with this lot -
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in Victoria but more importantly on the serious
allegations made from time to time by the Leader of
the Opposition and members of his front bench of
inappropriate and inadequate arrangements for
contracts, dealings and negotiations between the
government and the people it does business with.

(or that a particular minister-

or perhaps a Premier does so) when vacancies occur or other opportunities
arise, the pressure upon those within the system
becomes immense. More junior public servants rapidly
become aware of the need to please politicians and
senior officials who can help or damage their careers
and not to provoke displeasure by making
embarrassing disclosures. The advantages of
cooperation and discretion and the disadvantages of
any other course are manifest.

That is a very clear statement, and that is precisely
what we are examining.
Fitzgerald talks at length about all those things.
Every statement is completely applicable and
relevant to Victoria today. We are at the start of the
path that in Queensland led to criminality,
Fitzgerald and a huge royal commission. Yet the
government will not even address the issue; it will
not open up. It claims to be honest, but it will not
open up. The Victorian gravy train just rolls on for
any Liberal who wants to get on il Outside this
house people in the street say that the new tender
process in Victoria is Simply that you fill out a
membership form for the Liberal Party! They are all
coming back before the gravy train stops.
What about the former federal member for
Kooyong? He has bolted back because he knows that
if you are a Liberal there is more money to be made
here than anywhere else in Australia. He has come
back to join Premier Walker and his crew on the
gravy train. I guarantee it will not be long before he
gets a job, before the colt gets a handout.
We also know about the bloke who would not
replace him, the crook from Camperdown,
Mr Kroger. Why? There is too much money to be
made in Victoria. Not enough money can be made in
Canberra; it is all here in Victoria!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham) Order! The honourable member's time has expired.
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Health) - I jOin the
debate on the proposal that there has been cronyism

The statement by the Leader of the Opposition that
by 1996 people in the business community will be in
gaol is one of the most serious allegations ever made
towards a group in this community: I take offence at
not only the allegations against the larger business
community; questions put in the house and
allegations made both within and outside the house
leave no doubt that the Leader of the Opposition
believes there is corruption and cronyism in the
general business community. It has even been
suggested that in particular service areas deals are
being done between government officials and
management.
I refer specifically to the contribution last night by
the honourable member for Albert Park. In a long
diatribe of allegations he said that
multimillion-dollar ambulance contracts were being
handed out without any proper tendering process.
This is totally wrong; it is unfair and it is unfounded.

Just as the Premier called on the Leader of the
Opposition either to support his allegations with
evidence or to apologise, so I call on the Leader of
the Opposition and the honourable member for
Albert Park to substantiate that allegation and tell
the house what multimillion dollar contracts are
being handed out without any proper tendering
process. I ask him similarly to substantiate in the
house allegations of cronyism and continuing
suggestions that there is something improper and
untoward in dealings within the broader business
community, particularly in the provision of services
in the Metropolitan Ambulance Service area.
Opposition members should be totally ashamed at
the lack of precision, accuracy and appropriateness
of opposition debate.
The Leader of the Opposition and, again, the
honourable member for Albert Park spoke about
people dying while waiting for ambulances. That
reflects their sheer desperation and lack of
understanding of the role our ambulance services
play. They play politics at every conceivable
opportunity. They have no understanding of the
truth and cannot substantiate their allegations. I feel
it unbecoming of the honourable member for Albert
Park to use the house to make assertions that reflect
on the integrity of people delivering services, people
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in the business community and anybody else that he
seeks to slur or slander.
A classic example of this occurred in the autumn
session when the honourable member for Albert
Park used the Parliament to suggest that patients
had been sent home from the Ballarat Base Hospital,
one of our major hospitals, bleeding. That would
have affected the professional reputation of the
Ballarat hospital.

If members on the government side had not been
listening and were not aware and alert enough to
indicate that that had not happened in Ballarat, there
would have been no explanation from the
honourable member that it was the hospital at
Bendigo. So a city, an establishment, a whole part of
the health service in one part of Victoria was
slandered. The honourable member may not have
been called to account. Unless it became apparent
that this was a serious mistake, the matter would
have been sent to the appropriate authorities for
further consideration.
A personal explanation was made and it was
suggested that it was a Bendigo hospital that was
sending patients home bleeding from the abdomen.
Inquiries were made through the local member at
Bendigo and again the honourable member's claims
were repudiated, refuted and seen to be totally
wrong. The reputation of the Bendigo hospital, the
people who work in it and the board of management
and the confidence of the people of Bendigo who use
the hospital were cut asunder by those broad,
unsubstantiated allegations.
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In addition to core business, there is a need for the
non-emergency transport of patients - patients
going from one hospital to another to have X-rays or
to see specialists, or people with serious disabilities
or chronic illnesses being taken from their homes to
a hospital and then returned home. The needs of
people in that non-emergency sector are quite
different from and separate to the demands of
people requiring emergency transport.
In order to better organise those two services within
the Metropolitan Ambulance Service the decision
was taken to have business units or quality people
working for themselves to provide non-emergency
services. That idea was new to this state. It was
appropriate that from about October 1993 private
contractors be given an opportunity to pilot the
provision of non-emergency services.
Those in the private sector providing services have
to be qualified ambulance officers. It was
appropriate that people who had been ambulance
officers, people still employed by the ambulance
service or people who had had training and had
moved away from the provision of ambulance
services be able to form themselves into small
groups to see how the system worked. It worked
extremely well, despite the best efforts of the
opposition to slander, criticise and judge by way of
broad statements with no affinity with the facts and
showing no regard for the truth. Despite opposition
allegations, there is a much improved system of
service delivery to non-emergency patients within
the Metropolitan Ambulance Service area.

This is debate in its lowest form. In the media, the
press and the house absolutely unfounded
allegations about the health system have been made
by both the Leader of the Opposition and the
honourable member for Albert Park.

In fact the pilot has been so satisfactory and the
business units established have worked so well that
it was indicated at the conclusion of those original
contracts, three of which concluded in October 1994
and three on 30 June 1994, that the pilot studies
would be put on a more permanent and broad basis.

In the last sessional period there were suggestions of
impropriety, no doubt cronyism, no doubt
corruption, all no doubt leading to gaol terms for
people working in the private non-emergency
ambulance service. The provision of a
non-emergency service within the ambulance
structure is one of the reforms introduced under the
new management of Jack Firman over the past two
or three years. 1lUs was introduced so that the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service could focus on its
core bUSiness, which is to provide emergency
services as and when needed -24 hours a day,
7 days a week, 365 days a year.

Tenders were called for in the normal way of
seeking tenders for a business that had preViously
been a government business. Not only was the
ambulance doing what was in the best interests of
the patients and the people of Melbourne in giving
improved services, but the way it provided those
services was totally consistent with the
government's philosophy that governments do not
have to provide direct services: they have to be
responsible for the provision of services. It is far
more effective that in many instances - in fact I
would say in most instances and certainly in the
sector of non-emergency ambulances - the services
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can be, are and will be provided most effectively by
private business units.
The allegations made by the opposition in the house
yesterday and printed in the Sunday Age on Sunday,
through the besmirched mud-throwing method that
has been the basis of all the allegations made in
parallel to the general business community by the
Leader of the Opposition, have indicated that there
has been an inappropriate tendering process. The
honourable member for Albert Park suggested that
these multimillion dollar contracts were being
handed out without any proper tendering process.
That is wrong, it is inaccurate, it is defamatory and it
is against the interests of people who use those
services. A proper tendering process has taken place
and new contracts have been let. The tendering
process consisted of two independent consultants,
who were employed to oversee it. The main
consultant was to manage the process and the other
was to provide an independent view and accounting
expertise. Two independent contractors were
brought in to provide a surety, a certainty and a
confidence within the tendering process. Both
consultants engaged are people with excellent
reputations in the skills that they brought to the
process. One is Hendersons Consulting Group, with
expertise in the transport and distribution
industries, and the second is Ernst and Young,
employed as cocontractor and one of the most
distinguished accounting and consulting finns not
only in this state and in this country but across the
world.
To suggest that the tendering process that has just
been completed by the Metropolitan Ambulance
Service involving those two consultants was without
a proper process shows gross ignorance and
desperation by the Leader of the Opposition and the
shadow Minister for Health; they were absolutely
clutching at any piece of mud that they could throw
which would suggest that there was something
sinister, wrong and inappropriate in the process. As
I said, and will continue to say, it is a disgrace, it is
politics at its absolute worst; it is wrong and should
be apologised for.
Men and women are out there making a living,
providing a service and doing everything they can
to ensure that we have services in this state, but they
are constantly being denigrated by the Leader of the
Opposition and the honourable member for Albert
Park by suggestions of impropriety and cronyism even corruption - and that business people will end
up in gaol. I think the allegations of the Leader of the
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Opposition were directed predominantly at the
leaders of larger businesses, but the allegations have
spread to small business operators providing
services. That is indicative of the total lack of
integrity, lack of knowledge, lack of substance, lack
of facts and lack of regard for truth that is the
hallmark of the honourable member who has just
entered the chamber, the honourable member for
Albert Park, and his - for the time being -leader,
the Leader of the Opposition.
I assure the house that the evaluation processes
within this tendering process just completed are as
good as any that could be got in this state and that
the success of the four tenderers was the outcome of
a process that is as adequate and as appropriate as
can be found.
The suggestion that there were government favours
and ambulance favours in those contracts is totally
wrong and should be apologised for. The
government had no role whatsoever in those
contracts.
An honourable member interjected.
Mrs TEHAN - As my colleague said, it was
deliberately misleading. It is just like getting a great
load of mud and throwing it in the hope that it will
stick somewhere. If that is as far and as hard as the
honourable member for Albert Park can take the
debate on health in this place, by making broad,
sweeping allegations of corruption, it is obvious that
he will have no standing within the health system
and that the people to whom he would normally be
able to go for advice and assistance in providing
appropriate and proper debate on health services in
this state will be very wary of having any dealings
with him.

We have had nothing from the honourable member
for Albert Park; he is assisted whenever possibleon radio, in the press, or whenever a chance
comes - by allegations from the Leader of the
Opposition. The public is tired of it and is seeing the
opposition for what it is. It sees that the opposition
has no policies, no contribution to make and no real
information, just a reputation for slander, innuendo
and attack because of a vacuum; it has nothing
positive to say in any policy debate to be entered
into and in no way assists in the provision of health
services in this state.
We do not need assistance in health services and we
do not need the policy debate; there is plenty of
opportunity for that on this side of the Parliament.
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However, we strongly oppose and will continue to
negate the slurs and innuendos that these two
honourable members in particular are spreading
right across the whole of the health system.
We have referred to an instance of what happened
to the Ballarat Base Hospital when the honourable
member for Albert Park, being very flexible with the
facts, referred to the Ballarat hospital but then said,
'Oh no, it is the Bendigo hospital'. Again that was
totally wrong and was totally refuted, but damage
was done to that outstanding institution.
Now we are seeing it in the ambulance service, with
a much improved situation. We now have a
desperate attack by the honourable member for
Albert Park, not only last night in the house, but on
every occasion he can, suggesting that there has
been cronyism, that deals have been done, that there
has been some form of corruption in the system of
appointing people to provide ambulance services.
I say again that the processes have been properly
carried out, that there is no conflict of interest within
the ambulance service and that the management of
the Metropolitan Ambulance Service is there to
provide a better system to improve the service that
was so neglected under the previous Labor
government.

The only people who ran the ambulance service
during the past 10 years of Labor government were
the union officials, who used to park their vehicles
down in Collins Street and say, 'We are not leaving
here until we get what we want!'. That is why the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service got millions of
dollars thrown to it and saw its service get less and
less and poorer and poorer because the millions of
dollars were going into work practices, overtime
payments and cronyism and corruption within the
union movement.
I will remind the house of an experience I had only once. It gave me a real insight into the cronyism
between ministers, decision-makers and unions in
the health system during the 10 years of Labor rule.
When we were nearing coming into government I
accepted an invitation from the Victorian Trades
Hall Council to speak with representatives of its
health union officials. I took the Honourable Geoff
Craige from another place with me. We went to the
Trades Hall Council in Carlton one Friday morning.
We waited downstairs and in due course we were
taken up to the first floor where we met with a
group of about 30 union officials representing the
former HEF No. 1 and the HEF No. 2 unions, the
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MAS, the ANF and the HACSU, as well as Trades
Hall Council representatives. We were there for
nearly an hour and we spoke on a range of subjects.
We realised there were some differences in the ways
in which the incoming government would do
business with the Trades Hall Council and the union
movement.
After we had finished I went downstairs in the lift
with the people who had escorted me upstairs. The
then Minister for Health, Mrs Lyster, and her
advisers had been waiting downstairs for
apprOximately 15 minutes or half an hour. She was
sitting there at her regular time at the Trades Hall
Council. That was the way she got her monthly
riding instructions. The union officials did not go to
the department's offices to tell her what to do or to
suggest how she might do things; she sat and waited
until the unions were ready to see her - until they
had finished with me. She then went upstairs and,
no doubt, she was put through much higher hoops
than I was put through that Friday morning.
An honourable member interjected.

Mrs TEHAN - She probably could jump much
higher than me. It gave me some idea of how the
health system worked in this state during the 10
years of Labor government. It also gave me some
idea why the health system was in a mess and why
unions could tell hospitals what they could put on
the menus in the staff cafeterias, when they could
have nurses come and go, how many cleaners were
to be used in every ward and how many unionists it
took to change a light globe!
We have changed the culture of the health system
and given management the opportunity of
managing. We have improved services remarkably
in this state. We treated 61 000 more patients in the
Victorian public hospital system last year. We are
providing services right across the state that are far
superior to anything provided before. We now have
a situation where management can improve the
management of the Metropolitan Ambulance
Service. We will introduce computer-aided dispatch
and automatic vehicle location (CAD/ AVL) systems
by the end of the year. Between 1987 and 1989 the
Labor government provided $7 million while
seeking to provide computer-aided dispatch within

the Metropolitan Ambulance Service, but the unions
did not like it. They were frightened they would lose
control of their control room. They were frightened
of being accountable for the location of their vehicles
at anyone time. They would not cooperate. The
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ambulance service lost $7 million and it did not get a
computer-aided dispatch system.

take away the sense of service prevalent in our
public hospital system.

You cannot nm a transport system as sophisticated
as the Metropolitan Ambulance Service unless you
use modem technology like the computer-aided
dispatch system that is currently being provided to
the service by Intergraph. The whole of Australia is
watching the work being done in Melbourne.
Contracts from every other state in Australia,
around the Pacific rim and even from Europe are
likely to be the result for Intergraph when they show
how effectively the new computer dispatch system
will be.

The opposition cannot continue to say that country
hospitals will close. It cannot continue to say that
people are lying on trolleys. It cannot continue to say
that contracts are being given to mates. It cannot
keep saying contracts are made without due process
when there is no evidence. It is time to stop making
accusations. I ask the honourable member for Albert
Park to apologise to the people providing those
services and to consider what he is doing to the
service. He should lift his game and give us some
facts and some proper debate. For heaven's sake,
stop being loose with the truth. That is the only
reputation the honourable member currently has.

The opposition has used its time in this place and
the media to indict the service by suggesting that
there has been a lack of due process, independence
and fairness, aonyism and jobs for the boys. It is
about time the Leader of the Opposition and the
honourable member for Albert Park put up or shut
up! They have made allegations since the day they
came into this place and it is time they provided the
evidence for those allegations.
The past two days have been useful, because the
public is now calling their bluff. You cannot be
flexible with the facts and loose with the truth as the
honourable member for Albert Park has been during
the past 12 months. Sooner or later the public or
media will say, as Mary Delahunty said last night,
'Where are the facts? Where is your evidence? When
are you going to support your allegations?' The
public is tired of mud being thrown, of innuendos
and allegations being made against people who are
trying to make livings by providing a service. They
will no longer take broad statements such as 'people
are dying while waiting for ambulances'. People are
not dying while waiting for ambulances; lives are
being saved by the ambulance service. It is
considerably better now that the managers are
managing the service and the unions are not telling
the minister what to do, when to do it and how to do
it!
The honourable member for Albert Park continues
to make unfounded allegations. They are printed
only in the Sunday Age, because the rest of the media
has some standards. It wants to know where the
infonnation is coming from and where the facts are.
Show us your evidence. Bring us the names, the
dates, the times, the places, the money and the
allegations. Stop slandering people in this state. Stop
demeaning the health services and stop using broad
lines that do nothing to add to the debate but only

Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - I have to say
that if we have a Minister for Health who believes
the Metropolitan Ambulance Service is going well
we are in strife. Certainly the people of Victoria do
not believe that. The minister and, in particular, the
manager in charge of the ambulance service, Mr Jack
Firman, have done a lousy job. Mr Firman has
busted up the service. He has taken over an
ambulance service that had a high reputation.
Or Graeme Sloman, one of the leading heart
specialists in this state, set up the MICA system and
said it was one of the leaders in the world. What
does he say about the changes introduced by
Mr Firman under the minister's leadership? He said
it was a disaster. The minister referred to private
ambulances and claimed there was a level of
improvement in the service. It is not the opposition
that is complaining about private ambulances, and it
is not me.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr THW AITES - It is not the opposition; the
people complaining are the doctors and the
hospitals and the nurses, who have to deal with the
terrible problems that have been caused by the
private ambulances.

I start by referring to a letter written to the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service by the emergency
nurses association, whose members have to deal
with the problems being caused by Mrs Tehan's
private ambulance service. The association says the
incidence of emergency patients being transported
inappropriately as non-emergency patients is
becoming commonplace.
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Mrs Tehan - Shut up or put up. Where are the
names and dates that support yow allegation of last
night?
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ask the minister to produce to the house the transfer
of shares which allegedly shows that Mr Wood - Mrs Tehan interjected.

Mr THW AITES - Just wait, you will hear. The

only things not on the move in Victoria are the
ambulances. Despite these private ambulances
supposedly being so good, according to reports
coming from a nwnber of doctors and nurses at
Melbourne hospitals seriously ill patients have not
been given critical treatment because private
ambulance operators have failed to follow
emergency procedwes. The letter refers to the case
of a 53-year-old woman with a history of heart
failwe who was transferred to Royal Melbourne
Hospital by private ambulance but who was not
given appropriate attention. Her condition was not
monitored as well as it should have been - and
some eight or nine other cases are referred to.
At the time the minister said she would hold an
inquiry. That inquiry was conducted by the manager
of non~mergency transport in the ambulance
service.
Mr Cole interjected.
Mr THWAITES - That objective inquiry was
conducted by Mr Bill Wood, a man who, among
other things, had been a shareholder in - -

Government members interjecting.
Mr THWAITES - I am now making the
allegation, if you will just listen.
Mr Bildstien interjected.
Mr THWAITES - You want the allegation yet
you keep interfering. Now listen.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Debate can progress in
an orderly way only if members respect the forms of
the house. I ask that interjections cease.
Mr THWAITES - The independent officer who
carried out the inquiry was Mr Bill Wood, a person
who had been a shareholder and director of one of
the very companies that is conducting a private
ambulance service, Clinictrans. This gentleman
apparently resigned as a director about the same
, time as he was appointed the manager of
non~mergency transport. I think the minister told
the house that he had resigned prior to doing that. I

Mr THWAITES -If these people are so clean, I
ask the minister - Mrs Tehan interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will cease
interjecting.
Mr THWAITES - I ask the minister to produce
the certifica te showing the transfer of shares from
Mr Wood to Mr Cormick, which he claims took
place before he took over as manager of
non~ergency transport. Mr Speaker, we do not
need to see the certificate to realise that in this case
there was a clear conflict of interest. At the very time
he was carrying out his supposed independent
investigation into private ambulance services,
Mr Wood had on his title a mortgage benefiting
Clinictrans. If you have a mortgage on yow title, we
all know that you risk potential loss if the loan is not
paid. A search of the title shows that it is still there:
Mr Wood still appears to have a mortgage benefiting
Clinictrans.
Mr Cole interjected.
Mr THW AITES -If members opposite cannot
see that that is a conflict of interest, we have a long
way to go in this state. Perhaps the government will
come back and introduce and pass some sort of
retrospective validating legislation saying it is okay
to have mortgages over titles.
Mrs Tehan interjected.
Mr THW AITES - Of course they have! The
minister says most people have mortgages. Of
course they do. A mortgage is probably the biggest
financial liability you can have. I have a mortgage,
and I presume the minister has a mortgage. Having
a mortgage on your property affects your behaviour;
it certainly affects mine. At the end of every month
the first thing I do is make sure my bank mortgage
repayment is paid. To me that is the most important
thing, as it is for most Australians, because it secures
my house. I would have thought that if Mr Wood
has a mortgage benefiting one of those private
companies, it constitutes a pecuniary interest. Does
the minister acknowledge that?
Mrs Tehan interjected.
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Mr THWAITES - I am glad the minister
acknowledges it because she seems to have a higher
or more sophisticated level of ethics than the
manager of the Metropolitan Ambulance Service because the manager of the ambulance service did
not care at all. His attitude to Mr Wood's having a
clear conflict of interest was that he did not care
whether Mr Wood spent the money on the races.
That is the sort of attitude the manager of the
ambulance service brought to the issue.
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opposition. What did the Auditor-General say about
this. The minister nods her head; I presume the
Auditor-General is someone she takes no account of,
either. The tendering process that led to Leeds
Media being awarded a $20 million sta te
government advertiSing contract has been
questioned by the Auditor-General.
Mr Baragwanath has found that the Department of
Premier and Cabinet breached public advertising
regulations in awarding the contract to Leeds Media.
This is what the Auditor-General said!

Mc Cole interjected.

Mrs Tehan interjected.
Mc THWAITES - He is a bookmaker. I return to
the fundamental point, which is that there is a
thread of cronyism that runs through not just the
ambulance deals but all the dealings of this
government. It is a government of cronies, by
cronies, for cronies, which we have seen from day
one.

We saw it in the first week of the Kennett
government when Lyncroft Advertising got the
contract to appoint advisers to the Premier and
others. The Premier saw his mate, the boss of
Lyncroft Advertising, at a function and said, 'Do
you want a job?' He said, 'Sure'. The Premier then
said, 'Have it'. It was a complete breach of the
tender rules - no tendering whatsoever - and you
say put up or shut up! The fact is that he was a crony.
Mrs Tehan interjected.
Mr THWAITES - Lyncroft Advertising,
December 1992, no tendering, a breach of the
Treasury regulations - no. 1.
Mrs Tehan interjected.
Mr THWAITES - This is an extraordinary
situation. The minister seems to be suggesting that
because everyone knows Lyncroft Advertising, that
company does not have to comply with the rules.
That is the same thing as saying that because
everyone has a mortgage it is okay to have a conflict
of interest!
Mr Cole interjected.
MrTHWAITES - This minister has an insatiable
appetite for corruption. One case or two cases are
not enough. She wants more, so we will keep going.
We will talk about Leeds Media and
CommWlication Services Pty Ltd. It is all very well
to say this is just mere allegation, this is just the

The SPEAKER - Order! The minister and the
honourable member for Albert Park will assist the
debate greatly if the minister refrains from
interjecting and the honourable member for Albert
Park addresses the Chair, ignores interjections and
refrains from cross-examining the minister.
Mr THWAITES - I emphasise for the minister's
benefit that this is not being said by the opposition;
this is what the Auditor-General had to say in his
report, which I would have thought a minister of the
Crown would take some notice of.
Audit found that the procedures in this instance were
not in compliance with regulations. That contracts
entered into by the board on behalf of the government
ought to be advertised publicly and all conditions
determined by the tender board.

That is a very important point. The Auditor-General
was saying that to be a fair process it is not enough
to say you are tendering; you have to have an open
process that goes to the State Tender Board. That is
not the process the Minister for Health has adopted
in the ambulance area. As far as I am aware - the
minister may be able to confirm it at a later datethe tender board played no role in the awarding of
the private ambulance contracts, and that is the very
problem the Auditor-General pointed out in his
report.
The government has adopted a modus operandi for
handing out contracts to its mates. This is the modus
operandi: you make it clear around the commWlity
that the contract is rigged; everyone knows who will
get the contract; you then set up a process to ensure
that your favoured mate gets the job; and finally,
you exclude the tender board. This government has
just let a multimillion dollar contract in the
ambulance area, hasn't it, minister?
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The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the honourable
member for Albert Park that he may not fire
interrogatories across the table.
Mr THW AlTES - This government has just let a
multimillion dollar contract for the ambulance
communications room to a company called
lntergraph. There was no submission to the tender
board. That is why another mate of the government
got the job. This was another set-up job, just as the
contract for Clinictrans for the private ambulance
contract was a set-up job.
Mr Jenkins interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Ballarat West is interjecting out of his
seat and is disorderly.
Mr THWAlTES - I suggest to the minister that if
she believes these contracts are being handled
appropriately, she should put them to the tender
board. Let us see an independent board go through
the process of assessing the contracts. The other
thing the government does is set up its own mates to
handle the tender process. The tendering process for
the private ambulance contracts was handled by a
company called Henderson Consultants, and that in
itself is a company that is very close to Mr Firman. It
is not independent of the ambulance service and not
independent of the minister at all. You know that.
You are worried about what is happening down
there. That is why the government has appointed
someone to review the management of the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service. It appointed
Mr Stone, whose apparent contribution to health in
Victoria is to have said recently, 'Mr Kennett was
doing a good job. I know that we must be on the
way back because Victorians are drinking more beer,
and beer is a good indicator of the health of the
economy'.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr THWAlTES - That seems to be the criterion
on which the government appoints people to review
the management of a service. The minister has
appointed Mr Stone to conduct a management
review. What are we reviewing? We are reviewing
the very management that the minister put in place
only 18 months ago. If the minister had any real
confidence in the management of the ambulance
service, which has operated for a mere 18 months, I
should have thought she would not have to turn
around and appoint the healthy Mr Stone to review
the management. What a waste of time and money.
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The minister knows she has a big problem with the
ambulance service. She knows there is something
fishy going on down there. She knows people like
Mr Bill Wood should not be managing private
ambulance contracts when they have an admitted
pecuniary interest in one of the companies being
managed.
The minister today admitted that Mr Wood had a
pecuniary interest. Any lawyer would know that
Anyone with even a modicum of the concept of
pecuniary interest would know that if you have a
mortgage on your house you have every interest,
perhaps the very best interest, in ensuring that that
company does well. Yet Mr Wood is the very man
who handed out the contracts. He decided how
much work Clinictrans would get. He decided how
his mortgage would be affected simply by handing
out more jobs to his own company.
I can only say that the minister must have some
doubts about the propriety of all this because she
moved him from that position just before Parliament
resumed. She did that because she did not want this
issue raised in the spring sittings of Parliament. That
is what is being said in the ambulance service. They
are saying Mr Wood was removed because
Mrs Tehan knew it was an embarrassment. It was an
embarrassment to have a person in charge of the
private ambulance service who had a pecuniary
interest in the ambulances which he was meant to
regulate.
That is the type of cronyism we see in this
government. We have a situation where there is no
proper tender process - no process at all that led to
Mr Wood getting the contract. It did not go to the
tender board and, as far as I am aware, it did not go
to any independent review. That job was handed out
last November by Mr Firman, and the minister
knows it.
Now the ambulance service says it has set up this
new process. It has set up a process where it brings
in outside consultants to advise on who should get
the job. Of course the existing contract holders have
a run-up start. How can any new ambulance
company compete with the advantages held by
Clinictrans, which has been operating for some five
or six months under the guidance of its former
director and shareholder? How can anyone else
compete with that? How can an outsider come in,
set up a new company and compete with the
existing companies? It was all a set-up job. If you
wanted to set up a job for your mates, you couldn't
do it any better.
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Mrs Tehan interjected.
Mr THW AITES - I am afraid, Minister, they are
saying this in the industry. Businesses - not people
who are our supporters, either - that might have
considered putting in tenders did not because they
knew it was a rigged tender.

It was exactly the same with the advertising
contracts. Prior to coming into this place I had no
great contact with the advertising industry, but my
telephone has run hot now for two years with all the
big advertising companies in Melbourne saying that
what this government did under the Minister for
Finance was crooked. They said everyone knew
Paul Leeds was going to get that job. It was the talk
of the town. Of course he was going to get it because
he was Peter Bennett's mate.
The result is that the Auditor-General has criticised
what occurred. It is not the opposition saying that; it
is the Auditor-General. Yet the government still
says, 'Give us your evidence'. What more can we do?

Mrs Tehan - You have not offered one more
thing!
Mr THWAITES - This is the minister with an
insatiable appetite for more scandal. I am sure her
appetite will be satisfied by this government because
it seems to have an inability to do things properly.

I return to the Leeds Media case. Apart from the
criticism by the Auditor-General, the other result is
that other businesses say it is not worth bidding for
work for the government because they are not part
of the circle of cronies, so the cost to the government
goes up. The cost of doing business for this
government is higher because the competition is not
there. Businesses that might otherwise have put in a
bid believe it is not worth it. We see this over and
over again.
We see insider trading in the casino bid where one
of the bidders had knowledge that was not shared
with the other bidders and was used to enable it to
increase its bid, which led to what was eventually a
benefit for the casino in Victoria. We all know that
the grand prix will lead to an increase in gambling
throughput in that casino.
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$200 million in gambling revenue will go through
the casino. That of course leads to a benefit - Mr I. W. Smith - To the government?
MrTHWAITES - Yes, it does; but it also leads
to a benefit to the casino, to the company that is
owned and controlled by Mr Ron Walker, who is the
owner and controller of the Liberal Party and the
person who guarantees the debts of the Liberal
Party, for goodness sake.
Mr I. W. Smith interjected.
Mr THW AITES - What we oppose, to make it
clear, is the dodgy process where another business
doesn't have an equal opportunity to bid with the
business running on the inside knowledge.
Really, we are painted as opposing business. You try
and paint us as an opposition which opposes
business. Quite the contrary. What we are doing is
supporting business. Because what business wants is
a fair go. It wants certainty; it wants an equal
chance. But that's what it can't get under this
government, because under this government you
only get a fair go if you are part of a small circle of
cronies.
I have referred to Mr Wood at the ambulance
service, I have referred to Mr Leeds and of course, in
the case of the casino, to Mr Ron Walker. The other
company that has also benefited as a result of the
various dealings of the government in advertising is
DDB Needham. We know that that company's work
never went near the tender board. Some $1 million
of advertising was handed out by this government.
When that occurred, of course, another company
missed out. Chiat-Day-Mojo had an existing contract
for a lower price. It is a company, so far as I am
aware, of the highest reputation. It was prepared to
do the work for less than DDB Needham, but
because DDB Needham had carried out the Guilty
Party advertising, it got the job.
What this means is that Chiat-Day-Mojo is not going
to bid for work for this government any more
because it is not one of the cronies or one of the
group. That means that this government will miss
the opportunity to get a competitive tender next
time.

Mr I. W. Smith - How do you know that?
Mr THWAITES - Studies have been done. I am
sure the minister is aware of them. Price Waterhouse
has conducted studies to show that an additional

The honourable member for Polwarth came into the
debate and flung around a lot of irrelevant
statements. A few need to be answered. The first
relates to his own hospital at Lismore. The minister
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apparently was sick; he couldn't make it. And he has
the temerity to turn around and criticise the former
leader of this party, Mrs Kimer, for feigning illness. I
would have thought he would know something
about that! His comments were even more
extraordinary when he then criticised Mrs Kirner in
relation to superannuation, because I would have
thought for someone who has himself double
dipped fairly successfully that is an odd criticism to
make!
Coming back to the point he made relating to the
Lismore hospital, he tried to claim that 60 per cent of
the problem at that hospital was attributable to the
commonwealth government. That is just a
downright lie, because the commonwealth
government has contributed in full to the
CAM/SAM funding of that hospital and it is the
state that has withdrawn the top-up payment.
Mr I. W. Smith interjected.
Mr TIIWAlTES - This man is meant to be the
Minister for Finance. He is meant to have some
understanding. As he would know, the
commonwealth government took over the obligation
of the state, which had previously been paid by the
state at a rate of $170. In the Medicare agreement the
state was fully compensated for that and it is the
state which has made a saving of $80 for every one
of those nursing home patients, who apparently this
minister is now going to throw out of the place they
have lived in and which has been their home and try
to find a place for them somewhere in the district,
many kilometres away. lbat demonstrates the sort
of care the minister has for his area!
He made statements about the supposed
inaccessibility of the Leader of the Opposition. I
would have thought he should listen to his own
constituents.
Mr I. W. Smith interjected.
Mr TIIWAlTES - I would have thought that this
local member had some obligation to consult with
and talk to his constituents. lbat is not what he is
doing. I have spoken to them on numerous
occasions. They have made quite clear what they
think of their local member and what their attitude
to him is going to be at the next election!
The previous contribution was that of the
honourable member for Momington, who made
comments about the appointment of relatives to
various positions. I would have thought they were
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odd statements for the honourable member for
Momington to make, given that I understand his
daughter is an employee of the Premier. I
understand it was that same person who signed a
memo of 24 October seeking information from all
Uberal Party members about boards and
committees and staff of government departments,
authorities and bodies and asking them to report
back to the Uberal secretariat. That of course led to
the hit list the Minister for Finance apparently drew
up in that period in 1991, but apparently lost
somewhere between then and coming to
government.
Mr I. W. Smith - That was a fantasy, your
fantasy.
Mr THWAITES - The minister says it is fantasy.
In 1991 you were quite prepared to say there was a
hit list. In 1991 you were boasting that there was a

hit list.
Mr I. W. Smith - I wasn't. I have never said
there was a hit list.
Mr THWAITES - People have been targeted
and lost their jobs; they have been kicked out. When
I asked the minister for that under freedom of
information legislation, I was told it didn't exist.

Mr I. W. Smith interjected.
Mr TIIWAITES - Where is it?
Mr I. W. Smith -It never has existed.
Mr THWAlTES - Apparently the reports the
minister gave at the time about the making of the list
and targeting those who were apparently Labor
sympathisers were not right - it does not exist!

Mr I. W. Smith - You just put 2 and 2 together
andmade22!
Mr THWAITES - At the end of the day it comes
down to this: this government is prepared to do
anything to look after the people who looked after it
prior to the last election. Its members are prepared
to do it, and they have done it.

What they have done is to set up bodgie tenders.
They have set up jobs which have not even gone to
the tender board.
Mr Pescott - Substantiate it.
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Mr THW AITES - Where have you been? I have
mentioned Leeds, DDB Needham, ambulance
contracts. These people don't seem to even listen to
the facts!
Mr PESCOlT (Minister for Industry Services) Mr Speaker, I rise to join the debate having in the
past 20 minutes or so listened to some of the most
amazing rubbish from the honourable member for
Albert Park, who at one stage was talking in great
detail about several contracts for ambulance services
which he said had not been to the tender board.
I find that absolute gall. If he had listened at
question time today, he would have heard me
explaining that one particular company, which had
worked for the Labor Party in two campaigns,
received two contracts worth $500 OOO-plus each,
and it didn't even go to tender. So we have had in
this state during the term of the last government
countless occasions when the Labor government
used a system of aonyism.
Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr PESCOlT - So we have a party in
opposition which assumes that that is what happens
in government. It is on that basis that they have been
led to assume that every government does it
As we have said to the opposition in recent days,
come forward with the evidence. We put evidence
forward when you were in government! The
opposition should provide evidence to prove that
we have been doing all that it alleges.
This morning the Leader of the Opposition was at
radio station 3AW talking to Neil Mitchell. When
pressed by Neil Mitchell to actually back up some of
the allegations he has made, he changed tack and
referred continually to a supposed climate of
aonyism in this state. That showed that the Leader
of the Opposition realised he did not have any
evidence. When challenged, he backed down and
talked about a climate of aonyism. What gall the
opposition has, coming in here and talking about
this government's supposed aonyism without
having the tiniest skerrick of evidence.

The files of the ministry I now head contain a
number of examples of friends of the former
government being given special deals. If I asked my
staff to spend more time looking, I am sure they
would find many more than I know about The fact
is that because members of this opposition were
involved in those deals they cannot get the notion
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out of their heads; they think that is the way all
governments behave.
In 1986 a consultancy was give to Mr Barry
Donovan, who had been closely associated with the
Labor Party. If you examine the documents that
supposedly show why that man should have been
given the job, you will see they say that Barry
Donovan Media Ltd would provide high-level
planning and development of a media program to
publicise the activities of the then Department of
Labour.
That man was given a consultancy of $48 000 for one
year, but there is no evidence that the consultancy
enhanced the objectives of the department one iota.
He was given a contract because he was a close
friend of the Labor Party. It was said that because he
came from the Premier's department he would have
a very good knowledge of the former Department of
Labour and its programs. He had that knowledge
because of his association with the Premier of the
day. He was put in charge of a program to publicise
a government campaign involving the Department
of Labour. But there is no evidence in the files to
suggest that the work he did achieved that goal.
Another example occurred in January 1991 when the
then Department of Labour awarded a contract for
$12 million to the firm Thomson White Australia
Pty Ltd to address the public awareness of
workplace fatality and injury. I am still trying to
discover why it was that that company received a
contract for $1.2 million when four other people
gave quotations for about $620 000 each. During the
reign of the former Labor government contracts
were let to people who had close associations with
those running the government As I outlined during
question time today, in the particular case of Seali,
McCabe and Sloves Pty Ltd - Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr PESCOTT - I shall take up that interjection.

The SPEAKER -Order! The honourable
member for Albert Park enjoyed considerable
protection from the Chair. I ask him to reciprocate,
and I also ask the honourable member for
Melbourne not to interject.
Mr PESCOTT - The opposition does not like
hearing about this particular, which concerns a
company that had worked on a political campaign
for the Labor Party and was then given contracts.
Was that something new? The then Minister for
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Labour, Steve Crabb, took the file on this particular
project with him to his next ministry. The file ceased
to be a departmental file and became a personal,
political file. It was of no relevance to his new
portfolio of police and emergency services.
When members of the then opposition looked for the
particular documents under FOI, we were directed
to the police and emergency services department
Unfortunately, we did not have enough time before
the 1992 election to get those documents. Now we
cannot find the file. If a completely independent
organisation had been running a publicity campaign
for the government of the day, we would have said,
'I suppose the file has been inadvertently lost'. But a
politician, the minister of the day, deliberately took
the file with him from that department to his new
ministry. Why? He was protecting himself and
ensuring no-one would see the details of a contract
let to an organisation which became bankrupt after
its last job, which was presumably described in the
files to which I referred.
Despite that, the opposition has the gall to come in
here and throw around accusations of cronyism and
talk about a climate of cronyism. The opposition
says, 'You raised it'. We provided the opportunity
for the Leader of the Opposition to apologise or give
us some evidence. What sort of evidence did he
provide? He gave us a list of people who happen to
work for the government - and that was all! It
seems that as soon as they work for the government,
they are called cronies.
I conclude my short contribution by saying that the
opposition should do exactly what the media
commentators and members of the government are
saying: stop talking about it, give us evidence and
ensure that Victorians can have confidence in the
fact that at some time in the future they will have an
opposition that is worthy of the name.

Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I shall quickly
respond to the comments of the Minister for
Industry Services. Essentially the minister has done
what the government has done for the past two days
of this debate. He has not defended the
government's case and has not talked about what
we would have expected the government to talk
about, that is, the system it has in place to prevent
aonyism and to ensure that there will not be
preferential treatment of business people and people
who helped the Liberal Party in its campaign to
govern. There has been no mention of the system the
coalition had 10 years to prepare when in opposition.
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Essentially the government has attempted by way of
subterfuge to divert attention from the government's
performance over the past two years by talking
about past Labor governments. The Minister for
Industry Services has said nothing other than what
previous government speakers have said on the
government's case; he has done nothing to assure
the Victorian people that a system is in place to
prevent cronyism and corruption of government.
It is worth reflecting on the original motion moved
by the government - not by the opposition. It
states, in part:
That this house demands that the leader of the state
opposition publicly withdraw his totally
WlSubstantiated claims of cronyism, personal benefit of
particular individuals, including his assertion of clear
cases where processes have not been followed or have
been rorted for the benefit of particular individuals ...

One would have thought that, in defence of that
motion, the processes of government would have
been mentioned. We have heard not one word on
the processes of government, on the independence
of the public service and how that has been
maintained, on the resourcing of the Parliament as a
watchdog of the public service and how that role has
been enhanced, or on the independence of the
judiciary and the protection of those who have been
appointed to it. Instead we have had a slanging
match and, at best, an attempt by the government to
say, We are not saying we are good but we are no
worse than any other government'. That is a poor
attempt, and one that has not worked.
The government should talk about a system of
checks and balances, a system founded on
independent advice from an independent public
service and a system open to scrutiny by the
Parliament, the judiciary and the Victorian public. It
is as though the government, in defence of itself,
suggests to this house and to the Victorian public
that, at best, it is as bad as any other government.
What a poor, miserable defence. It provides little
comfort to honourable members in this place and to
the Victorian business community, which I would
have thought would want to receive an assurance
from the government that it has been treated fairly
and openly, with business having access to the
tender arrangements the government puts in place
from time to time. Business has not received such an
assurance; there has not even been an attempt to
give such an assurance.
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To some extent I sympathise with the government
and the claims it has upon it. The government, on
getting to power after 10 years in opposition, clearly
had certain people whom it had to deal with,
including - as mentioned by the honourable
member for Albert Park and others - the
advertising agencies that mounted the Liberals'
campaign on return to government, the business
community, business conbibutors to the Liberal
Party who gave donations and support, and the foot
soldiers of the liberal Party.
Once in government, any government, whether
Labor or liberal, will always have such people
seeking access to it and seeking preferential
treatment, for example, in job appointments that
ministers might be able to influence but should not
influence if the proper processes of government are
followed.
.
One would think that in preparing for government,
after 10 years in opposition the coalition would have
prepared a strategy to stop this happening. If so,
where is the case? We have not yet heard from the
government what system it has in place, and we
know why we have not heard. Not only is there no
system in place, but those protections that we
enjoyed in this place, in public and in the business
community and that have been established and
reinforced by former tabor governments, have been
systematically dismantled by the government.
The Premier and the ministers of the government
could make their job easier and could have avoided
allegations of cronyism and favouritism if they had
established proper checks and balances that are
definable and understandable, if they had reinforced
the independence of the public service, if they had a
separate and well-resourced Parliament and
judiciary - in short, if they had surrounded
themselves with safeguards and standards for
propriety. One would have expected that would
have been the first role of government, the first thing
the government would have attempted in its first
two years: instead we find a public service operating
in a climate of fear - fear for people's future as
public servants, fear of victimisation, fear of a state
government operating one of the most politicised
public service agencies in political history.

I had several years in public service at a senior level,
and I can tell the house that the people I associated
with in my time in the public service who are still
working under this government are working in a
climate of fear. They are working in a system where
there is the potential for victimisation. They are
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working in a climate which leads to their not being
prepared to give the government the advice it needs,
advice given without fear or favour, without fear of
reprisals, without fear of victimisation and without
fear of jobs being placed in jeopardy or roles being
taken away.
Instead of there being a system that reinforces the
independence of the public service, the system
centralises the public service into large corporate
agencies with established chief executives on
packages of around $200 000 who are accountable
not necessarily to their minister but to the Secretary
to the Department of the Premier and Cabinet; they
are accountable to the Premier, who appoints the
department heads.
That is not the system of ministerial responsibility
that was inherited. It is a refined and changed
system that the government has adopted to control
the processes of government It means that ministers
are not able to exercise the principle of ministerial
responsibility, and chief executives are living in fear
of their own positions being taken away. TItat fear
translates right down the agency in which those
people work.
This has been seen in operation most recently and
dramatically in the Department of Business and
Employment. The permanent head, George
Brouwer, is now on undefined leave. It is undefined
whether this is leave or a permanent arrangement by
which the permanent head will not return. We may
ask why the permanent head is on leave.

It is clear that the permanent head has had a
distinguished career in the commonwealth public
service, as Secretary to the Department of the
Premier and Cabinet and overseas as an ambassador
and advocate for the government He was doing
what he has always done, that is, making sure that
the wishes of the government were carried out and in fact the wishes of his minister were carried
out. That is the crime for which the permanent head
of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet has
been removed. He has been removed because he
was undertaking the wishes of his minister, but they
were not the wishes of the Premier.
This is a clear example of who runs the government;
it is neither the ministers nor the department heads
who run the departments but the Premier. He has
control through the head of the Department of the
Premier and Cabinet, Mr Ken Baxter, who has
control over every other chief executive in the state.
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In any honest assessment one cannot say that this is
a system which encourages advice without fear or
favour to this government - and the government is
poorer because of it, that is the joke. The joke is that
the government is not getting the advice that will
protect it so it will have a long and sustained term in
government. I know from working in the public
service that government members will get the advice
that they think will please the minister. If you are
living in fear of losing your job, being victimised or
sidelined, you will not give advice to your minister
that he may not like; you will give advice that you
think he will like, and in so doing will reflect the
minister's own views.

We have seen that in the past two years. The
government has received very bad advice which
effectively has been its own advice served back to it.
If it wants a proper public service that will protect
Victoria's interests and the interests of ministers, it
must ensure that the independence of the public
service is returned.
The other problem with the public service reforms
undertaken by the government is that they are not
contemporary. The structure is essentially
hierarchical and is not replicated in the private
sector in Victoria or in Australia. The climate in
which most of the successful private enterprise
companies are operating in Australia is a climate
that has a flat, level structure with autonomy and
responsibility given down to the lowest level.
In the public sector in Victoria we have seen the
exact opposite. We have seen that the lower levels of
the public service do not have autonomy, authority,
or the ability to control their own workplace and
therefore to give proper work performance and
achieve proper outcomes. We have a hierarchical
structure based on a contract system which the
government is yet to implement properly but
through which it is attempting to intimidate public
servants.

There is also an important distinction between the
private and public sectors. That is independence;
independence which offers the public service the
ability to give proper briefs and proper advice to its
ministers through its pennanent heads. The contract
system which the government has employed which is not only for senior public servants, which is
an arguable case, but which will extend to the whole
public service - militates against this
independence. It works on a system that annual or
biannual contracts mean that public servants are
always in fear of losing their jobs if they do not do
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what they think their ministers would like them to
do. There has been a very simple outcome. It has
had poor advice and poor advice means poor
government.
The other attack on the system which would prevent
cronyism and which I hoped the government would
talk about is the attack on the resourcing of this
place and the accountability of the Parliament to the
people. As I mentioned in my inaugural speech, we
have one of the worst-resourced systems of staffing
members of Parliament of any state or territory
govenunentofAustralia.Youcannothaveeffective
watchdogs in the system; you cannot have this place
scrutinising the government and therefore aVOiding
cronyism and protections for this government
without well-resourced MPs. Every other check and
balance in the system has been attacked. The only
place in which there can be proper scrutiny under
this government is a properly resourced Parliament,
and we are not seeing that. Instead we are seeing
members of Parliament being given a minimal
budget, a minimal allowance and staff and having
no research capacity.
The system is designed to constrain members of
Parliament in questioning the operation of
government. In addition to the constraining of the
public servants, the system means that we are not
getting effective government in Victoria. We are also
seeing - and reference has been made to it
already - that the other safeguard in the system, the
Freedom of Information Act which was established
by the previous Labor government, has become
prohibitive in its cost. A system of change has been
designed to make it difficult for both members of
Parliament and ordinary citizens to get access to the
activities of the government. Restrictions have also
been placed on those things to which the Freedom of
Information Act applies.
We are seeing a circle of secrecy, which has been
well described by honourable members on my side
of the house. It is a precondition for cronyism and a
precondition which this government has been
unable to defend. I reiterate that the government
should tell us why the system in which it has
undertaken to achieve reforms over the past two
years - and one of the key achievements the
government touts is the introduction of the Public
Sector Management Act and the reform of the public
sector - is a better system than the one we have
had. We have heard no argument from the
government about why the system it has brought in
is better, offers more safeguards, better advice and a
more independent and scrutinised public sector. We
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have not heard one scintilla of evidence for that
situation. Instead we have heard subterfuge from
the government on how bad it was in the past in
order to protect its own situation. To say that at best
we are no worse than any other corrupt government
in any other state in Australia is not good enough.
We would like to hear from the government - and
maybe we will hear this from future speakers what system is in place to prevent cronyism in the
future and why the system the government has been
at pains to reform over the past two years is better
than the one that was there and better than the one
that has been established in every western
democracy, particularly in the Westminster system
that we have inherited.
Mr CO LE (Melbourne) - I rise to oppose the
motion and to say what a great speech the
honourable member for Williamstown just delivered
on the whole issue and how hopeless the speech was
of the speaker before him, the Minister for Industry
Services.
I heard the Minister for Health talk about how good
the ambulance service is and the tender process. We
came to the conclusion that in future the only tender
that will ever be applied in the health system is the
tender that you will have to put in to get an
ambulance to attend at your home if you are sick. It
seems that everything else is done on the old
proverbial nod and a wink.
The thing that I liked the most about the expose of
the Minister for Health, which I made a point about
coming up and listening to because of my great
interest in the ambulance service, is the manner in
which she thinks everything is fine and that there
are no problems. She has obviously got into some
sort of health bunker, pretending that it will be all
right and that if she repeats little chants and mantras
often enough she will believe it as well as everybody
else.
The fact is that if ever we can point to clear
unequivocal corruption, it is in the ambulance
service, as the shadow Minister for Health and the
honourable member for Albert Park were able to
show so clearly and unequivocally. Mr Woods, the
person who was sent in to look at the private
contract arrangements and what was going wrong
and to monitor them, had what we would call in
legal terms an equitable interest in the very
company that he was supposed to be monitoring
and scrutinising. If that is not corruption and
cronyism on the part of Mr Firman and company I
do not know what is.
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More to the point, of course, is what the Minister for
Health so pathetically analysed about the health
system: you set up a tender process, but it is all right
for former ambulance officers, people who know the
system, to tender for the work. I suppose there is an
argument for that, but if it is structured in such a
way that the only people who will be allowed in will
be those people with the expertise in the first place,
there is a very strong argument to say that it is not
only moderately but totally corrupt if they are the
only people who effectively can tender, and more to
the point, if they are given government resources
and ambulances to fulfil that private tender.
The Minister for Health has gone down a certain
path in ambulance services. She is bent ideolOgically.
We have seen corruption and ideological madness in
the introduction of private transport tenders in what
she called the non-core service.
Therefore, the core service is the emergency service
that comes into play when people's lives are
threatened. The Minister for Health should go down
and have a good look, because it is not as simple as
saying, 'This is transport and this is an emergency'.
We heard about the young lad who was badly hurt
in a bicycle accident. Although it was not an
emergency case it went to transport. There was only
one problem: there was no transport available
because it has been privatised and it does only
transport services. The core service of the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service is so depleted and
so limited it cannot carry out the core function in the
manner necessary to service people in need.
Of course, we are seeing people dying and equally

as difficult is the fact that people suffering are not
attended to quickly because the ambulance service is
so depleted. In days gone by the transport service
would have been used but now that is not possible.
The Minister for Health stood up during the debate
saying, 'Give us the evidence'. She then defended
what she had done, or had attempted to do, in
health. It was a pathetic and unfortunate attempt to
justify the unjustifiable. She did not mention
anything about case mix, which we now know is
case-mixed-up funding. It is a complete mix-up and
a complete mess.
Confidence in the health system has diminished
during the past two years to the extent that it is
almost in crisis. The minister blithely and glibly
went through the issues as she attacked the
honourable member for Albert Park for making
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so-called innuendos. But when we come forward
with clear and unequivocal evidence - at the very
least - and extreme examples of conflict of interest
and financial interest in the service by a person who
is supposed to be monitoring it on behalf of the
government, the minister says that it is not good
enough and that she wants more evidence. She does
not want more evidence, she wants another
example. When we come up with another example
she asks for another, and so it goes on.
The facts are clearly on the table in the case of the
ambulance service; she has got it wrong. There is
corruption and, worse still, because of the ongoing
nature of the problem people are going to die. The
service is not up to par any more because of the way
in which the minister has taken it apart.
She is hell bent on destroying the union. She is doing
a Thatcher on it because the union ambulance
officers are bad and she believes they should be
destroyed. Privatising one section of the service is
the best way to do that. People are now standing up
and saying that the service is falling apart. Doctors
and nurses are saying that the health system is in
disarray.
When we look at these issues we find two levels to
be concerned about. Yes, the government is corrupt
and there is nothing it will not do to protect its
mates. Secondly, and more importantly, it is
ideologically committed to a particular right-wing
philosophy that it will destroy the service. It will
argue efficiencies and we will hear the Treasurer talk
about the economics and how good it is that the
books have balanced and we have a surplus, but the
price will be high.
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not face up to reality and the need to do something
about the institutional problems. The real problem it
that the government is not prepared to put the
necessary amount of money into ensuring proper
psychiatric services and support for those people
who are deinstitutionalised.
Although I am straying from the topiC, it is fair to
say that the Minister for Health virtually made a
ministerial statement on everything to do with
health and how she has not done that bad after all!
We have been talking about cronyism. It is not that
long ago that we were in government. The Minister
for Small Business, who is at the table, made the odd
speech about it and possibly the honourable
member for Ripon made a speech about it. Certainly
the then Leader of the Opposition made
innumerable speeches about it. In fact, not a day
went by when our government was not accused of
cronyism. During the first year, last year and all the
years in between comments and allegations were
made about relatives, friends, mates and so forth. It
is not unusual that these comments are made. There
are times, even today, when we can accept that there
are members of the Liberal Party, people who are
probably fellow travellers and supporters of the
Liberal Party, people who are not averse to the
Liberal Party and people who are not Liberal Party
members but who look as though they should be.
We have heard more severe allegations of cronyism
with respect to something like the Rumour Tank.
The Rumour Tank comprises people who get
together with the Premier at the Melbourne Club
and other places to talk about these things.
Mr Finn interjected.

Although we are talking about a serious matter to
do with cronyism, other issues have not been
adequately addressed in the past by the Treasurer
and by the Minister for Health. The point was made
by the Leader of the Opposition not so long ago, for
which I believe he was turfed out of Parliament - it
might have been a different comment - that if the
government agreed to an $8 million contract over
two or three years for Tabcorp what about the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service? Worse still, what
about the amount of money that has been put into
psychiatric services?
We have major institutional problems within the
Victoria Police Force. We all know about it; I will not
go into it at great length because it is unfair on the
police to comment too much. The government is
walking away from institutional problems. It will

Mr COLE - I am sure they talk about many
rumours. I am sure the honourable member for
Tullamarine never gets a mention. I do not want to
take the bait from the honourable member for
Tullamarine, but there are members of the Rumour
Tank who would not be talking to you if you were
not a member of the Liberal Party. When talking
about locking up - I will not go any further because
we might prejudice people's positions -we will not
worry about the extreme criminality that may be
part of the Rumour Tank. We will look at the basics
of the Rumour Tank and cronyism that is dearly
part of it. That is where it is all happening. That is
where the Premier goes along to get his instructions,
give his instructions, and say what he can achieve.
That is where they give Ronnie Walker the grand
prix, the casino and anything else that happens to be
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going at the time. The type of arrangement we have
in Victoria is lamentable, to put it mildly, and most
important of all it is not denied.
Or Napthine interjected.
Mr COtE - There we have a good point. It was
better when it was at the Trades Hall. There were
arguments about people who should be gaoled and
about cronyism because we were attached to the
trade union movement; that was a big thing. You
would think we were sitting in a room with a
hammer and sickle.

Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.04 p.m.
Mr COtE - Prior to the suspension of the sitting
I was getting wound up about the Rumour Tank
and its profound influence on this government. It
came as a bit of a shock to the opposition that there
was such a thing as the Rumour Tank and that it
was so structured. I understood there were no such
things as think-tanks for Tories, and we had heard
about leopard tanks and centurion tanks, but we
found the existence of a rumour tank, or a septic
tank, a bit amazing.
It was interesting that this expose of mateship and

cronyism found its way into that well-known
left-wing journal, the Herald Sun! That newspaper
outlined extensively how the meetings are held and
how the Premier is always there. He was there as
Leader of the Opposition, probably only in a
consultative role at first. Now his is very much an
informative role, talking about what they want to
happen in this state. When the Leader of the
Opposition stands up and says cronyism is going on,
you have only to look to the existence of the Rumour
Tank, the meetings of which I am sure most
members in the chamber are probably not invited.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr COtE - Yes, the Rumour Tank faction
consists mostly of the Premier, as I understand it! At
the very least that gives some credence to the
concept that cronyism is alive and well in the state of
Victoria as far as the Uberal Party is concerned. The
Rumour Tank concept has obviously been
developed by business groups as the method - -

Mrs Henderson interjected.
Mr COtE - Nobody has denied that the Rumour
Tank exists. It exists all right, and the Premier is a
regular attendee. That is where he gets his riding
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instructions. If that is not evidence of cronyism, I do
not know what is. We know full well what goes on
at the Rumour Tank!
Let us return to some more pertinent issues to do
with the term 'Put up or shut up'. When I heard the
Premier's plaintive cry on the radio the other day,
that the opposition leader should put up or shut up,
I thought it was a replay of the bad times of Jeff
Kennetl I recall only too well late last year and early
this year the Premier was going around saying 'Put
up or shut up' on the topic of KNF - which is
exactly what happened.
Who could forget the Premier's protestations of
innocence and the allegations he made about the
Leader of the Opposition, some of which were quite
frankly of the more unsavoury kind. I think he even
questioned his - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr COtE - True, at one stage he even
questioned his sexuality, asking who he was
involved with. I do not think they were true! It was
just the Premier, in his own inimitable style, going
too far to try to prove a point. But he came out
looking like someone who had very little
understanding of right and wrong.
His subsequent claims that he was innocent were
proved to be wrong when he was caught using his
government car for private and business purposes.
His response was that it was not corrupt, it was not
wrong, because it was about creating wealth. It was
about creating wealth for him; but that did not
matter because it was still wealth creation. That was
the KNF saga.
More importantly, when his partners in that ill-fated
jumper making business turned on him, his
response was that he had done nothing wrong. He
vehemently denied having meetings here and using
offices here to conduct the business. When it was
discovered that he was and he had to admit doing
so, he could not see anything wrong with it. What
was his response to transgressing the principles
designed to avoid conflicts of interest, showing total
contempt for the concept that one should not mix
public and private interests, particularly when the
cost to the taxpayer directly benefits individual
businessmen?
When all that was proved, despite all the rancour
and all his protestations of innocence, the Labor
Party was still prepared to take the matter to the
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Supreme Court to force the Premier to be
cross-examined. He called us vermin because we
were asking people for money to take him to the
Supreme Court. In the end - An honourable member interjected.

Mr CO LE - We will keep it, that's fine. Just keep
silent and wait. The Premier was prepared to spend
taxpayer's money to defend his own case - in what
was a private matter.
But after the Premier said the opposition should put
up or shut up about its allegations concerning KNF,
he did one of the most disgusting things. By a
corrupt action he invoked section 61A of the
constitution to save his bacon. He was in more
trouble than the early settlers. You all knew it over
there. That is why you came in behind him although my infonnation is that there was some
reluctance from quite a few of you because you
knew it was the wrong thing to do. The Premier
should have faced the court in the action over KNF.
That is corruption.
Mr Leigh interjected.
Mr CO LE - Are you saying it is the same?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr J. F; McGrath) Order! Debate across the table is disorderly,
particularly when one of the members is out of his
place. I invite the honourable member for
Melbourne to continue without assistance.
Mr CO LE - It is dear that invoking section 61A
of the constitution was the high-water mark of the
government's attempt to quell any opposition or
scrutiny. It was the first time it was done in such a
blatant fashion to protect a private individual's
position and, as the honourable member for
MOrnington knows, it was corrupt.
This has set the scene that the government has
created. What the government has done, and what it
is prepared to do to protect its no. 1 mate, is to say,
'We know you were doing terrible things using
public funds with your private business. You got
caught The opposition put up and shut up and was
prepared to go off to the Supreme Court, so we had
to invoke the constitution to stop it'. Quite frankly,
all their protestations of innocence over cronyism
and all their allegations about proof go out the
window. When the opposition did put up, all the
government did was invoke a section of the
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constitution to protect the Premier. That has set the
scene but other things have also set the scene.
When the Treasurer of the Liberal Party,
Mr Ron Walker, receives so much benefit out of this
government we have to again ask the question: has
the line been crossed between public and private
gain? Does the mere fact that a business person who
is running Hudson Conway mean that he is
impervious to criticism, especially if he is Treasurer
of the Liberal Party? I believe the opposition is
within its rights and doing its job effectively when it
says cronyism of the type which has seen Ron
Walker, Hudson Conwayand Crown Casino receive
preferential treatment demonstrates that there is
something wrong that borders on corruption, and, if
it is not corrupt, more to the point it clearly supports
the cronies, mates and treasurer of the Liberal Party.
We can go further. It has also been reported that
Mr Walker has underwritten the Liberal Party's
overdraft - the one it had to run up to lose the last
federal election - and bank debts. He has become
the de facto owner of the Liberal Party. Although the
Liberal Party is not much of an asset, it cannot be
denied that a man who is not subject to any scrutiny
by this government, a man who, with the Premier, is
a member of the Rumour Tank, a man who walks as
one with the Premier, a man who has received
substantial business gain from this government, is
also the de facto owner of the Liberal Party.
Mr Leigh - Come on!
Mr COLE - I have not heard anyone deny that
he has not underwritten the quite substantial debts
of the Liberal Party. We have also heard from m
Sheraton.
Mr Stockdale interjected.
Mr COLE - You tell us the businesses that go
and speak to you. We can talk about ITT Sheraton
and what that company has to say. m Sheraton
contacted us in good faith to complain about the
treatment it received at the hands of this
government. The company contacted us in good
faith. What more can we say?

Mr Stockdale interjected.
Mr COLE -If the Treasurer wants to go outside
and say that m Sheraton is acting in bad faith or in
a manner that is corrupt, that is his right. We say the
company contacted us and prOVided us with details
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of what occurred, and that has not been refuted by
the Treasurer or by anyone else.
Mr Stockdale - Absolute rubbish.
Mr COLE - The person who would gain most
from this whole matter is none other than Ron
Walker, the de facto owner and treasurer of the
Liberal Party.
We can move to other matters. When we put up
allegations about Crown Casino and Ron Walker
and said something was wrong the government
said, 'We are not going to tell you about it; we are
not going to provide the information'. The Treasurer
will say that m Sheraton is speaking nonsense or
rubbish; but the government will not provide the
information to refute that principle publicly because
you, Mr Treasurer, will not be accountable. When it
comes to the question - Mr Leigh interjected.
Mr COLE - When we talk about absolute
cronyism-The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair is
becoming impatient with the honourable member
for Mordialloc. Across-the-table interjections are
disorderly. I ask him to desist.
Mr CO LE - A sum of $2 million a year is to be
paid to Mr Ross Wilson, the head of Tabcorp. We
know that is a staggering, unacceptable and obscene
sum which should never have been paid. It was
coupled with a process involving a few mates from
Elders who put up their mate to ensure that he got
the job. That is what it was all about. And boy, did
he ever get the job of a lifetime, with an annual
salary of $2 million!
Mr Wilson did not go through the due process. The
amount of money involved makes it look, if not
corrupt, certainly illicit, inappropriate and wrong.
Even the Treasurer has admitted that he did the
wrong thing in agreeing to that amount of money.

The opposition has no doubt about the fact that
what has occurred is wrong. It is a most flagrant
violation of the process and one that the community
will condemn. No greater stigma at the present time,
other than basic things like ambulance services and
the health and education systems being in an
atrocious state, hangs over this government than the
scent of cronyism surrounding the Rumour Tank,
Ronnie Walker and self-justification for actions that
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half the time they do not even realise are wrong. By
using section 61A of the constitution, the
government took action to protect the Premier in a
manner never seen before. That was clearly corrupt.
We have also seen one of the most disgusting attacks
by any Premier on the National Crime Authority.
His motivation is best known to himself, but we
have a few ideas what it is all about. When a bomb
blew up a member of the NCA in Adelaide the
Premier said the NCA has been going in too hard
against people. One must say that the Premier's
statements were less than desirable and perhaps
even disgraceful. They were disgraceful because the
NCA is obviously investigating even more of the
Liberal mates. There are a few in the barrel that the
Premier does not want hit. So the best thing the
Premier can do is attack the proseCutor, as he has
done in the case of Mr Bongiomo, and as the
government has done so often when its friends are
challenged by the legal system. That is what the
opposition calls corruption and cronyism. That is
what Mr Fitzgerald called it in the Queensland royal
commission.
That is what this government is about. Apart from
its ideological obscenity in destroying decent
ambulance services and the like, it takes on its mates
and gives them jobs and preferential treatment. The
greater the likelihood of their being members of the
Liberal Party, the greater is the probability they will
receive a net benefit out of this government.
The opposition believes when it put up and shut up
on KNF, the Premier should have gone to court. He
did not. The government used this house to protect
the Premier. The opposition did what it had to do.
Now it again hears the plaintive cries of put up or
shut up. We put up again over the ambulance
service. The government said, 'Put up evidence'. The
government will continue doing what it wants to do.
What happened with the Premier was corrupt. If
there is any better evidence of it, I do not know what
it is. The opposition believes the Leader of the House
who moved the motion is the one who should be
censored, not the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr ELDER (Ripon) - I shall speak on the claims
by the Leader of the Opposition. At this stage, after
two days of debate and after sitting half the night,
we have not heard of any clear cases where
processes have not been followed; we have not
heard anything of substance put forward by the
opposition where there has been cronyism; and we
have not heard any evidence that businessmen who
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have dealings with the government will be put in
gaol.
This is a character assassination by the Leader of the
Opposition. The poor old Leader of the Opposition,
Wlable to get any media attention, unable to get his
name up in lights, has embarked on a crusade of
making outrageous statements which he cannot
substantiate. He has got the headlines. The people of
Victoria are saying: put up or shut up. He has not
been able to provide one scintilla of evidence to
support the claims he has made.

The lowly form of character assassination by the
Leader of the Opposition is souring him with the
Victorian public. He is going about making
accusations of guilt by association. All honourable
members will know that what this lowly Leader of
the Opposition is saying is that you are guilty of
some act or crime just because you have something
to do with a person on the other side of the house.
All honourable members know that you are not
guilty. The Leader of the Opposition is saying that
we are all guilty if we have friends. The members of
the former government know that they also had
dealings with the businessmen of Melbourne
because in government you are entitled, and it is
incumbent on you, to deal with the people of
Victoria who actually provide jobs. The people who
are building factories or office blocks are the ones
who are prOViding jobs. The role of all governments
is to deal without fear or favour with business
people. The opposition has accused Ron Walker of
being a friend of the government. He may well be,
just as Mr Redlich was a friend of the government.
What they have not proved, what they have not
substantiated is that he has got some financial gain
by subverting the process, by getting something
unfairly from the government.
As the Premier said this morning, it was Joan Kirner,
a former ALP premier of Victoria, who appointed
Mr Ron Walker to the major events committee. It
was Joan Kirner who set up the processes for people
who are interested in building and operating a
casino in Victoria. It was her committee that actually
selected Mr Ron Walker.
If you want to look at cronyism, if you want to look
at clear cases where processes have not been
followed and to see where people should be in gaol,
all you have to do is look at some of the actions of
the former Labor government. If we consider the
employment contract of Or Richard Whiting, a
former friend or mate of Maureen Lyster, when she
was Minister for Health. we see that he was paid a
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daily rate of $540. At the time of his employment Or
Whiting was the regional geriatrician for the western
suburbs. The normal process for establishing
consultancies is that they go to tender, but for Or
Whiting - this mate, this crony of the ALP - no
tender was advertised because he was the sole
person invited to tender, based on the specialised
purpose of the consultancy, which was that he is a
mate of the ALP and a mate of the former Minister
for Health, Maureen Lyster.
The special purpose was to advise the Minister for
Health on critical health issues. It is difficult to see
why Or Whiting, a geriatrician, would be the only
practitioner in Victoria with such specialised skills.
All honourable members know there are hundreds
of people out there with specialised skills! During
his first six-monthly contract he was paid at the rate
of approximately $135 000 per annum, that is 240
days at $540 per day.
However, surprise, surprise! On 19 August 1992, his
last contract stipulated he be paid the same daily
rate but his services were required for seven days
per week. For the 45 days leading to the 3 October
election Or Whiting received $24 300. His contract
terminated on the Monday after the election. He was
collecting $540 per day. He was being paid on
election day, and have a guess where he was? He
was handing out how-t~vote cards for the Victorian
ALP! That's cronyism! That's fraud! That's
dishonesty! The former government paid Victorian
taxpayers' money to a mate of Maureen Lyster so
that he could hand out how-t~vote cards for her on
election day! That is the sort of despicable act the
former government performed.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ELDER - You have come with no evidence.
We are throwing a few examples on the table for
you to look at. We are saving the good ones for later.
That is cronyism, deceit, fraud and self-interest and
that is how some of the members of the former
Labor government behaved! Your Leader of the
Opposition, the empty suit, has come up with a
number of proposals whereby people associated
with the Victorian liberal government, that is,
prominent businessmen in the pursuit of business in
Victoria, have been libelled and smeared by the
empty suit

Let's look at what you did with some of your former
defeated ALP members. Let's look at Judy Dixon, a
former ALP member of Parliament. Joan Kirner
appointed her Chairman of the Community Council
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Against Violence, which was set up just to give her a
job.

they had no interest in those specialties before they
came here.

Let's look at Michael Amold, a former honourable
member for Templestowe Province who lost his
seat - was thrown out by the electors. It seems the
best way for anyone in the ALP to get a job is to be
thrown out of Parliament. He lost his seat and was
appointed by the former Cain government on a
consultancy fee of $600 a day to review the Mines
Act! What happened when that consultancy ran out?
They thought they would give him a bigger and
better job! They promoted him to a judicial position
where he continued to receive sums of money paid
by the Victorian taxpayer.

Let's look at Miss Julia Gillard, who has been touted
as one of the 35 per cent faction, the new faction that
is evolving within the Victorian ALP. She was
rewarded by the former government, becoming
Chairperson of the Chiropractors and Osteopaths
Registration Board. It may have been only a little
job, but she was paid to do it. A crony and a mate of
the ALP was paid to do it! It is amazing how they
keep sticking their heads up. They were given jobs
so they could campaign for Parliament for
12 months, and if they lost their seats they had jobs
to help them ease their way back into mainstream
society. Peter Redlich has been mentioned before in
this house. He was appointed to the position of
Chairman of the TAB as well as to numerous other
positions. What was his expertise? He was a solicitor
for the ALP who was paid for services rendered.

Another former ALP member of Parliament,
Mr Lawrie McArthur, represented Nunawading
Province. We all know about Nunawading, don't
we? We will go into that later! He was beaten and
then appointed to the Egg Marketing Board. What
he did was lose his seat, so they found him another
job.
Let's look at Carole Marple, the honourable member
for Altona, who was found a job in government.
Ms Marple interjected.

Mr ELDER - No-one on this side has said she
did not deserve to get the position. What I am saying
is if we follow the line of argument of the
opposition, she is guilty by association. She is a
member of the ALP and has a job, so she is guilty by
association. Because of cronyism she became a
member of the Land Protection Advisory
Committee. She got a nice little niche.

Ms Marple interjected.
Mr ELDER - I am looking after you! They have
pushed you off the end of Geelong; they have given
you the rissole!

Mr Lou Hill, the former member for Warrandyte, is
quite a nice chap, as honourable members know. He
was appointed by the Cain government as a
magistrate for services rendered to the Victorian
ALP, not because he was competent to take the job.
He was a former member, so they rewarded him.
That is cronyism; that is mateshipi that is the lowest
form of operation by the former Labor government
whereby they have given their mates jobs. Before
they came to Parliament these people were not
working in the areas in which they were given jobs;

Let us also look at others in the ALP, other mates
who were given jobs. Peter Gordon worked for the
former transport minister, Peter Spyker, and was
given a $95 000 payout. He was offered
redeployment but would not take it. He was given a
payout by the former minister because of a lover's
tiff in his office. They wanted to off-load him, so he
took off to Queensland.
What about Ann Morrow, the close personal friend
and confidant of the former Premier, Joan Kimer?
Ann Morrow resigned her job to take up a position
in Canberra. The former government would not
accept her resignation. It wanted to give her a
$100 000 payout -at the expense of the Victorian
taxpayers - to get rid of her. She was told, 'Don't
resign, we will give you $100 000 for looking after
our interests; then you can go to Canberra'. She took
the $100 000 and bolted.
The government put on a party for Ann Morrow.
The Department of the Premier and Cabinet was
paid about $2000 by the Department of Education to
put on a party to see Ann Morrow go to Canberra.
She was given $100 000 and then a party! Who
picked up the tab? The poor,long-suffering
Victorian taxpayers. That is how the former
government did business. That is cronyismi that is
mateship and deception. But the ALP calls it
financial rewards for its members.
The list goes on. Let us look at some of the
consultancies in the education department although I want to save the good ones for a rainy
day! I will just let a few tricks out of the bag to keep
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everybody interested. Joe Helper was an ALP
candidate for the federal seat of Bendigo. The former
government created a position in the office of the
absentee senator, the senator who is always overseas
on foreign affairs missions. They never see him! The
ALP candidate got a job that was funded by the
Victorian taxpayer. Joe Helper runs around
campaigning full-time for the ALP. That is called
financial reward. He is not delivering any services to
the Victorian taxpayers; he is the Labor spokesman
in Bendigo!
I will let the honourable member for Williamstown
off today cause he is not a bad bloke. We know how
Uncle Neillooked after him! What about Michael
Salvaris?
Ms Marple interjected.
Mr ELDER - He may have been a good bloke,
but he had mates to look after him. He was with the
fonner Premier following the Nunawading Province
how-to-vote disclosure. On 23 February 1986 he was
appointed to the education department as a policy
consultant, where he remained until March 1991.
During those five years he provided consultancy
advice to the education department -and didn't
they need plenty of it! The government was not
getting good advice, only advice from its
broken-down mates. His salary was more than
$300 000, and when you add on other costs, it would
have amounted to more than $400 000.
What about Kim Carr, the number-cruncher from
the tomato faction, or the Socialist Left? We all know
about Mr Carr.
Ms Marple interjected.
Mr ELDER - You're in the wrong faction; you
don't know about him. But you can get into him as
well, if you like!

Mr Carr was a teacher at what was then Glenroy
Secondary School until February 1988, after
which - surprise, surprise - he was seconded to
the then Department of Conservation, Forests and
Lands as a policy consultant, dealing with
federal-state financial relations. Not bad for a
teacher from Glenroy tech! The Premier at the time
was Joan Kirner.

In early 1989 Mr Carr was appointed as a project
officer in the portfolio coordination division of the
education department to -listen to this - 'enhance
industrial relations communications between the
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officers of the chief general manager, the chief
executive' - Ms Morrow -'and the minister'.
Perhaps Joan Kirner was the minister at the time.
Mr Carr, the teacher from Glenroy tech, with all the
skills that were needed, was paid at the AM8level
salary for his work - about $55 000 a year, or about
$18000 a year above his teaching salary! He wasn't
doing too badly! He was a crony of this mob
opposite!
Mr Carr retired in February 1990 to contest the
federal election. They come up and they contest
elections; and if they get done, they come back! If
they get into politics, they are always given jobs although some are sweating at the moment given
that we are in power.
Mr Carr was unsuccessful, so in April 1990 he was
reappointed to a newly created position in the
portfolio coordination division, again at the AM8
level! In July Mr Carr was seconded to the then
Department of Planning and Housing, when I think
the honourable member for Northcote, Mr Sheehan,
was minister. He was accompanied by another mate,
Ca role Fabian, an AM4, who presumably was to
continue as an administrative assistant to Mr Carr.
The salary was transferred, as were other items such
as a desk, filing cabinet and a Wang laser printer.
How was it paid for? Where is the equipment today?

With the change in government Mr Carr saw the
writing on the wall. He did the right thing and took
the voluntary separation package in December 1992.
Apart from a break of a few months in 1990 to
contest the federal election, he seems to have been
employed by the former government as a policy
analyst, consultant and industrial relations adviser
from early 1988 to December 1992 -4.5 years at
$65 000 a year, at a cost of $329178 to the poor old
Victorian taxpayer.
Let us look at fonner union employees. They would
be able to give great advice to the education
department, wouldn't they! They were appointed to
the department by the former government,
presumably on the basis that their specialised
knowledge was not available in the ministry or
department. Their specialised knowledge consisted
of being members of the Victorian ALP! Mr Peter
Crocker was one - a former president of the then
Technical Teachers Union of Victoria. Ms Jan Dillow
is a former President of the Technical Teachers
Union of Victoria. I see members on the opposition
benches nodding their heads; they know. They
probably had a Williamstown or North Carlton
branch meeting last week.
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Mr Vic Zbar was formerly of the Victorian Affiliated
Teachers Federation of Victoria. Mr Bill Hannan was
formerly of the Victorian Secondary Teachers
Association. Mr Graham Marshall was formerly of
the Victorian Secondary Teachers Association.
Mr Gerry Tickell was formerly of the Technical
Teachers Union of Victoria and President of the
Australian Teachers Union.

All of this mob had the special expertise that the
Victorian government wanted; it wanted them
because they were members of the ALP. That was
their expertise. It was buying them off on a
preselection basis. All these people brought over
from the unions, with the exception of Mr Crock er,
were appointed to AM8 classified positions, and the
remaining officers all received senior executive
appointments at $60 000 and upwards.
Using 1988 as a base year we see that the salaries
paid to these union hacks, these cronies, these mates
of the Victorian ALP between 1988 and 1992 would
have amounted to approximately $1.8 million, or
$2.4 million with one-third salary oncosts. These are
the mates, the cronies who got jobs as a result of
their association with the Victorian ALP.
I am trying to show that these people got jobs for no
reason other than that they were cronies, members
of the Victorian ALP. In many of these instances
appointment processes were thwarted because the
ALP found a loophole in the Victorian Public Service
Act. To appoint their ALP cronies they would create
a new job in the Victorian public service and get one
of their mates from outside the public service
appointed to such positions on a casual basis. They
would then advertise these positions after a
six-month period. These people would apply for the
positions because they were entitled to do so and
would then get the jobs. If the appointment went to
appeal to the Public Service Board the ALP could
argue that this was a new job and that the person
had been acting in it for six months and was entitled
to keep it. In about 90 per cent of these appeals the
ALP cronies got their jobs. That is cronyism; it is the
corrupt side of the former government.
Let us look at some of the consultancy fees. I will
chuck in a few of the smaller ones because I am
running out of time and I want to hold on to some of
the good ones for another day.

Let us look at Tumbull Fox Phillips. Between 1989
and 1992 the firm was paid $157286 for consultancy
work on disbict prOvision, education of the deaf and
a whole lot of other minor matters. The prindpal
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consultant appears to have been Ms Sheila
O'Sullivan - opposition members are all nodding
their heads; they know her - who had an hourly
charge rate of $150, or $1200 per day. Reliable advice
suggests that Ms O'Sullivan was and still is well
connected to the Victorian ALP. Once again, she was
appointed on merit; the merit that she was
appointed on was the fact that she was a member of
the Victorian ALP. She had a very strong and
particular friendship with Mrs Kirner.
Let us look at David McCrae, who attacked the
current government. David McCrae is also - you
guessed - a consultant. David McCrae was
employed by the former government as a consultant
on a number of occasions. Mr McCrae, this
consultant, is a former teacher and - guess what a union official of the Victorian Secondary Teachers
Association. He was paid $41 595 for these
consultancies, many of which did not amount to
anything. The consultancies went on and on.
I just found the figure for Ann Morrow's send-off,
including the $100 000. On November 1991 an
amount paid to the Department of the Premier and
Cabinet representing half the cost of catering for a
farewell function for Ms Morrow - only half - was
$1238. It must have been a hell of a shindig. Why
didn't we get an invitation? I could take up half an
hour listing all the shindigs and functions the ALP
had for its mates, but I do not want to bore you
today.
There is no doubt that the Victorian ALP turned
looking after its mates into an art form, yet the
opposition and the empty suit from the other side
have the audacity to accuse anyone who has had any
association with the current Victorian government of
being a mate. Some may be and some may not.
The opposition suggests that Mr Ron Walker has
benefited from this government. If I were he I would
be crook on the Victorian government because the
former ALP government entered into a deal on the
Gas and Fuel Corporation building and the coalition,
on coming to government, threw it out. If I were
Mr Walker I would be cranky with the government
for throwing it out. The deal done with the ALP
government was certainly of great benefit to him.
Today I have set out to show that in two days of
debate the Leader of the Opposition and all his
yes-men on the back benches, except for the two in
dunce corner, have not put up one scintilla of
evidence and have not proven their allegations in
any way. All they are doing, through innuendo and
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character assassination, is trying to tarnish the
reputation of the businessmen in Victoria who are
providing jobs and wealth for this state. That is a
despicable act by any leader of any government or
opposition in this country.
There is no doubt that the Premier was correct when
he said that the Leader of the Opposition has kneed
every Victorian taxpayer in the crotch with his
statements over the past two weeks. Good advice for
the Leader of the OppOSition is that if he wants to
get a headline he should come up with some good
policy position, something the government can pick
up on and run with, something about which the
government can say, 'That is good advice; that is
good and constructive for Victoria'. That is what we
want, but the Leader of the Opposition sells us
down the gurgler time and again.
We saw what he did with the Victorian TAB float
and we have seen how he has tarnished the image of
businessmen in this state. He is saying to
prospective investors in Victoria, 'Don't go there
because it is a corrupt state', but he has not prOVided
any evidence. It is now time for him to put up or
shut up or be damned as a Leader of the Opposition
whose only claim to fame is that he tried to sell this
sta te down the gurgler.
If one wants to look at cronyism, mateship,

corruption and deception at its best, one need only
look at the states where ALP governments were
fonnerly in power - Western Australia and South
Australia. The actions of Labor governments in these
states have certainly proven that any ALP
government is corrupt. In the fullness of time
everything will be revealed about Mr Richardson
and the New South Wales Right. Already there are
copies of Mrs Halfpenny's statement to the National
Crime Authority floating around. In the fullness of
time all this evidence will come together, and the
people of Australia will not vote for the corrupt
government that the ALP has provided federally
and in a number of Australian states over recent
years.
Mr CARLI (Coburg) - I speak against the
motion censuring the Leader of the Opposition and
jOin the debate on cronyism, but first I want to make
a few remarks about the speech by the honourable
member for Ripon. He basically read out a list of
individuals who he claims are members of the Labor
Party. I know a number of those people listed not to
be members of the Labor Party.
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It is a disgrace that these people who have worked
in the public service are being hounded out in what

is essentially a witch-hunt that reflects the
authoritarian tendency of the government. TItis
cronyism is exactly what the opposition is trying to
reveal. Basically we are seeing a dismantling of the
processes of government and of checks and balances
on government. The idea that people in the public
service who have been members of the Labor Party
and even those who have not been members of the
Labor Party can be identified as cronies and
hounded out of the public service is a demonstration
of the authoritarian tendency of the government.
Mr Elder interjected.
Mr CARLI - The comment of the honourable
member for Ripon was that these people brought in
special expertise. That is what they were brought in
for; the public service employed people with
expertise. It is important to say that we cannot allow
wild accusations to be made based simply on
people's political memberships. This state has laws
that protect people in terms of their political beliefs,
race, ethnicity and gender.
We heard the honourable member for Ripon speak
for 30 minutes undennining the entire basis of
antidiscrimination legislation. The suggestion that
they were members or potential members of the
Labor Party was enough to render them able to have
been the products of cronyism. That is essentially
what occurred with McCarthyism in the United
States of America in the 19SOs.1t is a very poor
argument put by the government. It has made these
wild accusations against public servants and many
former publiC servants who have been hounded out
from the first day of government.
I take up the issue of processes, accountability,
transparency of decision-making, openness and
checks and balances -those elements that will
ensure that we do not have cronyism and do not end
up in corruption; the very issues identified by the
Fitzgerald report, the very issues that the Leader of
the Opposition has highlighted in his speech, and
the very things that have been trespassed upon by
this government.
When we talk about this issue of cronyism it is
important that we look at how it is coming about
and why we are seeing the dismantling of the
judiciary, for example - those very agencies which
are there to protect individuals and their rights. Why
were there attacks on the judiciary? Why was the
Industrial Relations TribWlaI dismantled? Why were
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there attacks on the Administrative Appeals
Tribtmal? It is all to do with the attacks on openness
and accountability.
One of the areas I will focus on is the planning area,
in which we have seen decision-making done on
what could best be described as a double standard
by the government
The first case I refer to is an example of Viccode 2.
We are told that under Viccode 2 by right
developers can develop medium-density units
throughout the metropolitan area, but we have seen
the government prepared to intervene in certain
cases and not in others. For example, two Viccode 2
proposals in the Premier's electorate have received
special treatment.
In the case of the proposed development of the
former Wattle Park Secondary College, a 145-unit
proposal was put by a subsidiary of Hudson
Conway, which was approved by Box Hill council.
The Premier intervened to stop that development
after approaches were made by constituents.
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We also find that the Glen Iris branch of the Liberal
Party has also sought interventions in Viccode 2 and
has asked and got the Minister for Planning to
review the entire Viccode 2 proposals. Now we have
a Viccode 2 review.
An Honourable Member - You know that's
wrong, Carli; it's nonsense!

Mr CARLI - No; we have this Glen Iris branch
of the Uberal Party. The question is: who are the
members of the Glen Iris branch of the Liberal Party
and why do they have so much power in terms of
the planning processes in Victoria? Are they open to
FOI?

Can we see their minutes to see on what basis they
have become such an important factor in the
planning process? How does one become a member
of the Glen Iris branch of the Uberal Party, so we
can actually be part of the planning process?
An Honourable Member - What nonsense!

Mr CARLI - I have an article here from the
The issue is a very simple one. Are we to imagine
that the only time we can intervene in the planning
process is when the Premier is approached? Is that
the basis of planning in this state, that the processes
do not exist or are not followed through? We know
that the intervention in the case of those Viccode 2
proposals was done on a private basis. If we allow
all planning to go through the local member, clearly
we open up the opportunities for cronyism. It is very
important that there is a distance between the
executive government and the judiciary in the
government

TIle second case involves residents in Estella Street,
Glen Iris, with Liberal Party connections who
intervened and sought a meeting with the Premier
and the Minister for Planning after the application
was lodged with the AAT. That proposal was called
in by the minister, basically by a decision of the Glen
Iris branch of the Liberal Party. Members of that
branch of the Liberal Party have been incredibly
interventionist in planning issues in this state. They
were the ones who made the fuss about Estella
Street; they were the ones who moved the motions
and who asked the minister to intervene. Again we
see a situation where due processes were not
followed, an intervention was made by the minister
and the proposal was called in - all on behalf of a
Liberal Party branch.

Progress Press of 7 June 1994 which says that the Glen
Iris branch has first of all opposed Viccode 2 and has
opposed various developments, including Estella
Street, and that the branch had tailored its motions
following a half-hour meeting with the honourable
member for Burwood, the Premier, Jeff Kennett and
a dinner meeting with the Minister for Planning in
April. From that they basically stopped the
development in Estella Street and from that they got
their review of Viccode 2. That is a very powerful
body. The question is: where is the accountability?
Where is the transparency of deciSion-making? How
do we, as citizens of this state, become part of the
planning process and get our chance to see how
those decisions are made?

From the newspaper article it seems that decisions
are made by the combination of a half-hour meeting
and a dinner meeting with both the Premier and the
Minister for Planning. That seems to be no fair basis
for making planning decisions. Planning decisions
and the planning process have to be above reproach;
they have to follow clear rules, and there is a review
body, which is the AAT.

It seems to me that an unprecedented number of
planning applications are called in by the minister again a lack of accountability and review - and that
an extraordinary number of amendments to
planning schemes are never exhibited. Since the
government came into office 260 planning
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amendments have not been exhibited. The question
is: where are the accountability and the
transparency? Why do we have a situation like this
case in which the Glen Iris branch of the Liberal
Party acts and manages to get decisions overturned
in terms of a planning appeals process? How do
they get a review of the Viccode 2 processes, when
the rest of us have tried unsuccessfully to obtain
similar opportunities and rights? The rest of us have
used the processes and mechanisms that exist and
have been stonewalled. The issue is very clear; it is
an issue about checks and balances and
accountability.
At the moment we have a fairly loose situation and a
loose and unclear concept. The processes are not
entrenched. As the Leader of the Opposition
indicated, that sort of process or lack of process, that
sort of adhockery, that waiting for the Glen Iris
branch of the Liberal Party to have its meeting so we
know where to go next in the planning process - Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) -On a point of
order, Mr Deputy Speaker, the honourable member
for Coburg has gone on several times about the Glen
Iris branch of the liberal Party having the power to
make decisions on planning issues. He was
particularly referring to Viccode 2. He is in a
position to know, and he should know, that when
the Minister for Planning announced Viccode 2
some time ago - The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! The
honourable member for Monbulk should come to
his point of order. It is not an opportunity to refute
an argument or to raise extraneous issues. Get to the
point of order.
Mr McARTHUR - My point of order relates to
the honourable member misleading the house. I was
simply outlining that the honourable member for
Coburg is in a position to know that the Minister for
Planning stated that there would be a review of
Viccode.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has
already indicated that the point of order should
relate directly to the issue before the house. It is not
an opportunity to refute an argument. There is no
point of order.
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7 July says 'Kennett praised in row'. The article
states:
Opposition to a proposed development on the former
Wattle Park Secondary College site could be
withdrawn after a residents' meeting with the Premier,
Mr Jeff Kennett.
On July 18, Box Hill council granted a planning permit
for the development after deciding it complied with all
planning regulations.

But the Concerned Burwood Citizens' Group lodged an
appeal with the Administrative Appeals Tribunal
against Hudson Conway's plans to build between 130
and 145 units on site.

At that meeting the Premier decided he would
intervene. He basically went in there and took
action, and the proposal was withdrawn. He was
praised by the constituents of Burwood and, in that
sense, he was doing his job as a local member. That
is not my concern. I am concerned about protocol
and processes. The planning pennit process is an
action that no local member and only the Minister
for Planning can take on. The Premier intervened in
an issue in his constituency. But if other members of
this house followed suit essentially they would end
up with many people in their respective
constituencies asking, Will you intervene on this
decision?'.
My point is Simple: things ought to be fair and
equitable for all members of the house. The
processes ought to be fair and equitable for all
people. Just because a person is Premier should not
mean he has the opportunity to intervene in a
planning process when no-one else in the house has
that right.

In terms of the planning processes, we have a
situation where the intermediary structures to
protect the interests of residents have been
dismantled. Local democracy is a major issue.
Democratically elected councillors have been sacked
in many suburbs and commissioners have been
appointed. The commissioners are now making the
decisions on behalf of the people. I have a concern
about the climate that we are creating.

Mr W. O. McGrath interjected.
Mr CARLI (Coburg) - I was trying to indicate
that we have a situation where decisions are made in
the most ad hoc manner. I have an example of the
Premier intervening on the Wattle Park Secondary
College site. A headline in the Box Hill Gazette of

Mr CARU - In Geelong decisions are made by
the commissioners long before the planning permits
are applied for.
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Mr Madellan - They didn't make the decision.
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Mr Madellan interjected.

Mr CARLI - My understanding is that they
made certain decisions before the application was
made. It seems to me that one of the basic, important
things we have in this society is public participation
and involvement. But that is being dismantled. Fees
have been introduced in the AAT which has meant a
dramatic drop in third-party appeals. The situation
favours developers at the expense of the citizens. I
am reminded of an article by Professor Renata Howe
in which she identified the importance of third-party
appeals to keep developers honest That is an
important issue. Third-party appeals are
discouraged because they have become incredibly
expensive for people. There is a real fear that people
will not intervene or act in situations that are in their
interests and in the interests of the community.

Mr CARLI - I will be there. The opposition is
not entitled to information relating to the contract or
even the financial management obligations of the
government for the grand prix. The annual report
will have no obligations; in fact, information on the
contract will be excluded from the annual report.
That means there is the potential for elements of the
contract that involve the transfer or payment of
moneys not to be included in the annual report. It
has the potential to contain rubbery figures.
Although the annual report will be discussed in this
house, it will not contain the true figures because the
expenditure paid out on the basis of the contract will
not be prOVided. The opposition is not entitled to see
the consequences of that particular piece of
legislation.

Mr Madellan - How many times have you
appealed? Never!

I repeat: the legislation demonstrates the secretive
centralised nature of the government. It is basically
opening up the potential for cronyism by making
fast-track decisions, by calling in development
proposals and by making it pro-business while
excluding the rest of the community from those
processes. These are important concerns. They do
not occur in a vacuum. They are occurring at the
same time as the powers of the judiciary are being
undermined. Basically the separation of powers that
is so critical to democracy within the Westminster
system between the executive and the judiciary is
slowly and surely being undermined. The checks
and balances that are necessary in a democratic
society are being undermined.

Mr Hamilton - Just ignore interjections as they
are disorderly.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! The minister
is out of order.
Mr CARLI - I am further concerned that under
new legislation the minister may prepare
amendments to planning schemes that may facilitate
new developments. The minister has done that
Again, pro-business developments, which are
potentially against the interests of residents, will be
fast-tracked.
Mr Madellan interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Minister
for Plarming should desist from interjecting.
Mr CARU - The other decision that
demonstrates centralised pro-development and
anti-participation is the grand prix development in
Albert Park. The grand prix development is typical
of the secret centralised planning system.
Mr Madellan - An armchair aitic!
Mr CARU - The citizens of Albert Park and
people with an interest have been denied
compensation and involvement in the planning
process of a fairly important development
Parliament has not sufficiently scrutinised the terms
of the Australian Grand Prix Bill.

One merely has to point to the various incidents that
have occurred. We have seen the sacking of the
Accident Compensation Tribunal judges, the sacking
of the equal opportunity commissioner and the
sacking of the law reform commissioners.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CARLI - That is all part of the witch-hunt I
identified before. Basically the government has said,
'These people are on Labor's side so they should be
gotten rid of. These institutions are on its side and
support its interests so let's get rid of them'. In
undertaking that process you are actually
undermining some very important tenets of our
society.
Mr Madellan interjected.
Mr CARLI - It is not about arguing that Labor
people should rule, but it is about the separation
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between the government and the judiciary. The
judiciary is there to keep checks and balances on the
excesses of government. The government has to be
scrutinised not only by the opposition but also by
the judiciary. The judiciary is an important element.
The quicker you dismantle or undermine it, the
more you open up opportwlities for cronyism and
the establishment of support networks, friendships
and mateships.
We have seen the sacking of members of the
Administrative Appeals Tnbunal as well as the
potential for the further dismantling of the tribunal.
We have certainly watched the government
attempting to ensure that fewer people use the AAT.
The cost of using the appeals tribunal has increased;
and in many cases involving the government, such
as FOI or planning matters, ordinary members of the
citizenry have found themselves facing Queens
Counsel.
We have watched the sackings of elected local
councillors. Local government is a critical and
important element of our democratic society. It is the
third tier of government. This government has got
rid of local councillors, paying little regard to their
importance and their links with popular democracy
or community participation. In their place the
government has appointed commissioners, who are
really there to do the bidding of the government
rather than representing community interests.
We have witnessed attacks on the Director of Public
Prosecutions, which have been strongly criticised by
the media. 'The director has lost much of his
authority. He is under attack because he is seen as
someone who is not close enough to the
government The right of appeal to the Supreme
Court under the constitution has increasingly been
removed. That is particularly important in the case
of the Australian Grand Prix Bill, which takes away
the common law rights of individuals.
We have seen the virtual dismantling of the
Freedom of Information Act The opposition is
finding it increasingly difficult to get its hands on
and scrutinise important documents. That is what
the Leader of the Opposition has asked of the
government the provision of certain documents to
enable the opposition to scrutinise them and make
assessments based on what they contain. That is no
more than the coalition asked when it was in
opposition. We have a government that claims to
have a commitment to openness and accountability
but does not practise being open and accountable.
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We now find ourselves in a situation where we are
forced to debate a motion on cronyism. There has
been a lot of mud slinging on both sides, and we
have missed the substantive parts of the issue. The
opposition believes there has been a change in the
political climate in Victoria, which is not working to
the state's betterment. Cronyism has increased, and
with it the possibility -and I emphasise 'the
possibility' - of corruption. That is of enormous
concern.
In other states we have seen the ramifications of
weakening the accountability of the political process
and aVOiding the scrutiny of the judiciary, one of
which is the encouragement of corruption. The
report" of the Fitzgerald royal commission has given
us a lot of guidelines on how governments should
act and the sorts of precautions that should be taken
to guarantee accountability and transparency and
ensure that we can all have faith in the democratic
process.

I want to emphasise that the opposition does not
accept this censure motion, which is a rather cheap
shot at the Leader of the Opposition. The opposition
believes its concerns are legitimate. Members of the
opposition would appreciate the government's
taking our concerns into consideration. We have
witnessed the fairly systematic dismantling of many
of the institutions that have acted as intermediaries
between the community and the government.
That has occurred at every level beginning with
local government and affecting various tribunals,
the law reform commissioners and the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal. The government
has attempted to limit the use of what is left of those
bodies. I again repeat the criticism I made of the
honourable member for Ripon. Many accusations
are being made against people throughout the
public service who are seen as Labor plants. The
mentality that says those people need to be weeded
out is in itself an attack on our democratic
institutions. Those people are there because they are
competent and seek and have sought to do their jobs
in the best possible manner. In many cases they have
been hunted out, moved sideways or forced out of
the service.
We must take note of the conclusions reached by the
Fitzgerald royal commission. There is a need to
reinforce the doctrine of the separation of powers so
that Parliament's powers to make laws are separate
from the executive's powers and from the powers of
the judiciary to administer those laws. Although the
doctrine of the separation of powers is fundamental
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to the Westminster system, it is very fragile and
prone to being affronted by the actions of the
government. Those actions have created the climate
that we are now identifying. We are saying that that
has to stop; otherwise, we will end up in a
Queensland situation, suffering the effects not only
of cronyism but also of full-scale corruption, when
people's actions are governed by the vested interests
of friends and mates' networks.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 52
Ashley,Mr
Bildstien, Mr
Brown,Mr
Clark,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Davis,Mr
Dean,Or
Doyle,Mr
Elder,Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn,Mr
Gude,Mr
Hayward,Mr
Heffeman, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Hyams,Mr
Jenkins,Mr
John,Mr
Kilgour,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton, Mr
McArthur, Mr
McGill, Mrs (Ttller)
McGrath, Mr J.F.
McGrath, Mr W.D.

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
Rowe,Mr
Smith, Mr E.R.
Spry, Mr
Steggall,Mr
Stockda1e, Mr
Tanner,Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor,Mr
Treasure, Mr
Turner,Mr
Wade,Mrs
Weidernan, Mr
Wells, Mr (Ttller)

Noes, 22
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker,Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks, Mr (Teller)
Brumby,Mr
Carli, Mr (Ttller)
Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis,Mr
Garbutt,Ms
Haermeyer, Mr

Motion agreed to.

Hamilton,Mr
Leighton, Mr
Loney,Mr
Marp1e,Ms
Miklenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Sandon,Mr
Seitz,Mr
Sercombe, Mr
Thomson,Mr
Wilson,Mrs
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APPROPRIATION (1994-95, No. 1) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 4 October; motion of
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer).
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - Last night's
performance by the Labor Party, when it had the
opportunity of speaking on this important
appropriation bill, was nothing short of disgraceful.
The Leader of the Opposition, who is supposed to be
the spokesman on Treasury matters, squibbed the
occasion and simply put on his night watchman, the
honourable member for Footscray. Although the
honourable member did a sterling job as a night
watchman, he failed to raise the issues that the
house expected from the opposition on such an
important bill.
Over the past few months the opposition has
focused on the subject of finance and Treasury
matters. When the opposition did not take the
appropriation bill seriously last night it revealed
how insincere the opposition is in dealing with
important matters in the house.
Today the house debated a government motion that
censured the Leader of the Opposition for the
outrageous accusations he has made against leading
Melbourne businessmen. Tonight the Channel 9
news service provided an assessment of the debate
over the past two days. It said the Leader of the
Opposition was not able to substantiate his claims in
any way whatsoever. As he could not substantiate
his allegations, he will not be given much credibility
when he makes claims on issues affecting the state in
the future.
In the past two days we have seen an attempt on the
part of the opposition members to filibuster. They
have not come forward with any substantiation of
the accusations made about the Melbourne
businessmen that the Leader of the Opposition
would have investigated and would have sent to
gaol. They have pulled up a few names but these are
public servants, these prominent people who are in
the public eye.

Every time the Leader of the Opposition has been on
television since then, what has he done? He has
backed off. He has not been able to substantiate his
claims. The important aspect of business before the
Parliament tonight - the Treasury of this state has not been addressed at all by the opposition. Last
night was the big opportunity for the Leader of the

APPROPRIA nON (1994-95, No. 1) BILL
Wednesday. 5 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

Opposition as the shadow Treasurer. He did not
even come into the house!
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performing. It has come back with an editorial that
is almost sensational because it shows a turning
point in the fortunes of the opposition. It says:

Mr Haermeyer interjected.
Mr E. R. SMITH - How do you know? You
weren't supposed to be here!
The SPEAKER - Order! I warn the honourable
members on the opposition benches, especially those
at the table, that they should remain silent. I know
that the honourable member for Van Yean's nuptials
are near, but I ask him to control himself.
Mr E. R. SMITH - The honourable member for
Yan Yean should not know because if he knows it
means he must have been creeping around the
house.

In a serious vein, the way the finances of this state
have been turned around in the past two years has
been, as the Financial Review said, almost a miracle.
You would think that the opposition would be
wanting to come up with positive ways of assisting
to get the state back to the position it should be in.
All we get is constant carping. We are not getting the
proper and expected response from an opposition.
We are not getting what we have seen in the past
when oppositions were able to assist in the running
of the state. Since they have been in opposition they
have done nothing to try to help this state. What
they have tried to do is to hinder. In fact, as some of
the newspapers have said, they have tried to spoil.
It is interesting to note that on Saturday, 6 August
the Age, one of the newspapers that has not been as
kind to this government as you would expect, had
an editorial on which the opposition really should be
basing its future directions. It is headed 'Labor fouls
the nest'. It says that the opposition has attempted
economic assassination over the Tabcorp float, that
the Premier's anger is justified and that his
description of them is accurate. The editorial sums
up what has happened to this state from the
opposition's viewpoint in the last two years. It goes
on to say that:
Labor's spoiling tactics are grossly irresponsible and
ill-timed.

Some of those points have been made in the past
two days by members of the government, but the
newspaper that has been supportive of the Labor
Party almost all the way through has suddenly
turned, having suddenly realised just what has
happened and how the opposition is not

They will damage state and national interests (and
reboWld on the opposition's reputation) rather than
woWld the Kennett government or sink the float.

What it is saying is that the spoiling tactics the
opposition has tried are not being accepted by the
community. The Victorian community sees what
they are up to and is saying, 'All right, we might not
like what is being dished out by the government, but
at the same time we are prepared to stick by the
government because the opposition is doing nothing
at all'. The Age editorial continues:
The irony is that the Kimer government crafted the
policy of auctioning exclusive, long-term gambling
franchises to which the Brwnby opposition now takes
exception. When the policy was refined by the Kennett
government, Labor expressed a philosophical objection
to asset sales but offered no coherent alternative policy.

In the past two years no policies have been put up
by the opposition. They have not come up with any
constructive policy during that time. In fact all we
have is carping criticism of what the government is
up to.
The editorial goes on:
Labor has resorted to guerilla tactics, culminating in a
shock attack on the Tabcorp float a few days before the
offer to retail investors closed.

In other words, what they did then was nothing
short of disgraceful. The fact that within two days of
the Tabcorp float being closed off this opposition
saw fit to come back with spoiling tactics has cost
the state somewhere in the vicinity of
$135 million - that is, the spoiling tactics have cost
Victorians $135 million. The editorial goes on to say:
More seriously, the opposition has sent a deplorable
signal to foreign investors that this state is not a
politically stable environment for long-term investment
which Australia desperately needs.

In other words, the spoiling tactics we have seen
over the past two years have culminated in even the
Age, which has been very supportive of the Labor
Party, turning its back on the Labor Party. It
continues:

APPROPRIA TION (1994-95, No. 1) BILL

620

ASSEMBLY

Are Mr Brumby and his colleagues malicious or naive,
or both? They concede that they have no firm policy on
how the gambling industry should be structured and
operated.

I would go one step further and say they have no
firm policies on anything to do with government in
this state. According to the Age:
They have behaved like a destructively militant
union - blind or indifferent to broader economic and
community interests - rather than a responsible
alternative government.
By undermining public faith in a privatised Tabcorp
and subverting investment confidence in Victoria,
Labor has also damaged its bid to be trusted again as a
reliable economic manager.
In other words, in October 1992 when Labor was
tipped out, the people of Victoria saw that the
economic mess that they had got the state into was
so bad that it ensured that at the coming election
they managed to get only 27 seats whereas they had
fonnerly held 46 seats and the coalition went from
42 to 61 seats. That was how the people of Victoria
paid back the Guilty Party.
Right now, midtenn in this government, that is the
sort of editorial pasting the opposition is getting.
They have done nothing to enhance their position
because they have no policies. Some years ago, when
the Cain government was in power, we were putting
forward our policies and trying to have them
debated, but not one policy has come from of the
opposition. How can it justify the spoiling tactics of
the past two days? They have been nothing but
disgraceful! It is lucky that the businessmen of
Victoria have not overreacted to the accusations of
the opposition. If they had been slightly lily-livered
they would have taken away their investments.
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state system were concerned, we should be
introducing younger teachers into our schools to
replace a few -and she emphasised 'few' -who
were more interested in keeping their own sinecures
and furthering their own interests than in the
success of the children.
She said some are too tired, inflexible or are too far
advanced in age to introduce new ideas or were too
involved in their own activities to introduce
innovative measures to improve the young minds
under their control. She said they are not open to
change.
The article from the UK Mail states:
Bad teachers must be purged if standards are to rise.
This article is about Britain's new education
watchdog.
Mr Woodhead takes over this week as Her Majesty's

new Chief Inspector of Schools and head of OFSTED the Office for Standards in Education - which controls
and oversees the inspection system.
Mr Woodhead says that up to 30 per cent of VI<
teachers are:
... hopelessly incompetent, staff are blighting the
chances in life of millions of students.

The figure in Victoria is nowhere near that because
about 95 per cent of our teachers are dedicated and
good teachers. However, having sought the opinions
of education leaders within the state, it is well
recognised that within the state system about 5 per
cent of teachers are not doing the right things by the
kids. There should be either a re-education program
for them or they should be removed from the system.
The article further states:

I turn to an article that I had sent to me from the
UK Mail of 5-11 September of this year in which a
very high profile subject in the community is
discussed. A very interesting story has the heading
'Sack the teachers who fail the children', and it is one
that could be closely allied to the way in which the
fortunes of the Victorian education system have
gone.
Before advising the house of points in the UK Mail

article, to prove up the story I infonn the house that
I had a visit from the principal of a school just
outside my electorate about assistance she required
for her school. She said that so far as teachers in the

... Mc Woodhead does not mince his words, blaming
the low expectations, complacency and 'entrenched
educational dogma' of many teachers for bringing
anarchy to the classroom.

Mr Woodhead is quoted as saying:
We must face up to the minority of teachers who are,
quite simply, incompetent and not shirk the difficulties
involved in their dismissal.
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The article also states:
His comments signal a new get-tough attitude from the
man whose job it is to report to ministers - and the

nation's parents - about how schools are performing.
He believes firmly it is not enough simply to pass laws
and reform teacher training. The whole 'culture' within
schools must be changed.

The government is doing that in Victoria; we are
attempting to change the culture. About 8000
teachers have gone out on voluntary redundancy
packages. No-one has been sacked. I imagine that
about 4000 of those who departed were not wanted
and the department would have been fighting to
keep the others. We must ensure that the 5 per cent
in our system about whom I spoke change their
attitudes so their job is about children, not about
themselves.
The article further quotes Mr Woodhead:
It is one thing, however, for Parliament to pass a law,
another for that law actually to change what happens
in the classroom.
U the teaching profession is unable or unwilling to
implement change, then standards of teaching are not
going to rise. Thus far, many teachers have themselves
resistant to change.

Real change for the better will, however, be achieved
only when the profession as a whole is prepared to
look dispassionately at current expectations and
practices.
It is, too often, entrenched educational dogma which
blocks the raising of standards.

Then he mentions the 30 per cent figure. We must
urgently act to consult with the minister about the
plans. Members who have been following the
education debate during the past two years will
know that the government has established a Board
of Studies and a schools review office whose charter
is to report on the objectives and monitor
performances.
One way to monitor performance will be through
the institution of statewide testing for two years at
primary school level, probably years 3 and 5, while
at the same time making teachers accountable. Most
teachers - 95 per cent - want to be accountable,
but it is the attitude among the 5 per cent who put
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themselves and not the kids first that is causing the
downgrading.

It is interesting that the UK Milil conducted a fairly
comprehensive survey, as a result of which it states:
Children are losing their respect for authority, a survey
reveals this week.
More than 90 per cent of secondary school pupils do
not trust the police, while more than 80 per cent feel the
same way about their teachers and doctors.
Their role models are 1V soap opera actors, children's
presenters and pop stars.
The findings point to the decline and fall of the
'deferential' society, say the child study specialists
Strategic Marketing and Research Consultants.
Their analysis of the views of 1000 youngsters, aged 8
to 17, found that more than 8 out of 10 have 1V in their
bedroom.
The researchers say the lack of respect for authority is
linked to the fact that up to 20 per cent see only
unemployment and poor prospects when they leave
school
But other experts suggest that the destructive new
attitude is due to the demise of the traditional
'Mr Chips' style of teaching.
They blame the rise of progressive and permissive
ideas in schools, pointing out that the militant
strike-and-boycott action by many teachers have
combined to lessen the respect shown to the profession.
But they insist that such respect is not a right - it must
beeamed.

Obviously that figure will not be repeated in
Victoria, but it will be reflected in the trends in
Victoria -and that is one reason the government
has taken steps to halt any move in that direction. I
would say the figure in Victoria would not be nearly
as high as 90 per cent but it would be significant.
The behaviour of unions will be mirrored in Victoria
by unions such as the VSfA. We must take on board
the fact that surveys such as this are occurring, that
teachers such as the head of the inspectorate of
schools in the UK are prepared to take the tough
measures to weed out those teachers in the system
who are not pulling their weight.
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H they are not pulling their weight, there is no place
for them. As the principal who came to see me said,
those people who are not prepared to put children's
interests first should be weeded out and younger
teachers - many of them are being training but few
are getting jobs - Honourable members interjecting.
Mr E. R. SMITH - That is because we do not
have the facilities. Opposition members seem to
forget that Victoria has just been through what could
have been a near bankruptcy because of the
irresponsible actions of members of the previous
government and the irresponsible way in which the
economy was being conducted. Today we have an
economy that has been turned around but, at the
same time, before we can start to put fat on the body
corporate of education we need to have the money
to be able to do so. I agree that more could be done
for education. I was a teacher, admittedly only for a
couple of years back in the 1950s - Ms Marple interjected.
Mr E. R. SMITH - Some of your members claim
to be former teachers but, for example, the former
Premier taught for only one year. At least I taught
for three years.
Ms Marple interjected.

Mr E. R. SMITH - Were you a teacher?
Ms Marple interjected.

Mr E. R. SMITH - So you were a teacher; you
have done everything. You ought to be listening
because in the past the school system was going
down. One thing I find quite reprehensible in the
history of schools is male teachers coming to school,
giving orders to children and expecting to be given
respect when sometimes they could be mistaken for
assistant gardeners. They wear trainers and
pullovers with the elbows out of them. The only
acceptable dress to my way of thinking is a shirt and
tie, perhaps with a jacket. H teachers are going to set
an example to children, they have to dress
accordingly.

Again, I am not criticising male teachers but simply
saying that these people do exist in schools. There is
no provision at the moment to stop this type of dress
and to take action to remedy it There is a way of
gaining the respect of children and that is part of it.
The behaviour of teachers is awfully important but I
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stress, as I did at the beginning of my speech, that
we are talking about the 5 per cent who have the
wrong attitude, the 5 per cent who are not taking
their jobs seriously. This is one of the issues that
have to be corrected.
In the short time I have left I want to talk about a
serious problem emerging at the moment that has
been brought to my attention by the senior sergeant
in charge of the cm at Glen Waverley, Senior
Sergeant Barry White. He has recently investigated
up to 20 bombing incidents, including letter bombs
sent through the mail. He said that since August
alone in the golf district, which takes in Glen
Waverley, Box Hill, Nunawading and Kew, there
have been 20 incidents involving property damage
and one incident involving injury to a person. This
area does not include Toorak, where a young chap
recently had a letter bomb sent to him in the post,
causing serious injury.

Bombing is a growing problem. The senior sergeant
puts it down to the fact that people are getting
information from computer bulletin boards where
instructions on the making and use of home-made
explosives and incendiary devices are outlined. He
has also let me know that he has made contact with
the commonwealth bomb squad and to date it has
recorded up to 110 incidents of bomb misuse
Australia-wide. There could be many more, but
because of recording problems between the states
the squad has not yet been able to collate these
figures.
This problem is getting serious. To operate computer
bulletin boards all a person requires is a modem and
a telephone with an ISD facility. Then one can hook
into some of these computer subscriber services if
one belongs to a computer club and can obtain this
type of information.

I have discussed. the matter with the
Attorney-General because according to Senior
Sergeant White it should be an offence to enter
bomb-making information into computer bulletin
boards and to possess this information. This will be
terribly hard to enforce because it involves many
jurisdictions in, for example, the commonwealth and
the United States.
In the short time remaining I would like to let
honourable members know the titles of some of the
files that contain this information. Those who are
computer literate will probably get an idea of the
size of these reports. The first one, called The
Terrorist Handbook, has 188 032 bytes. The next,
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Terrorists Guide to Explosive, has 19 580 bytes. The list
of titles covers four pages. I will run through a
couple more that will send waves of shock and
horror through honourable members: Car Sabotage,

Employment is a fundamental yardstick for me and
for many other people, and in this regard the
government is not a success; it is a failure.

Slow Death, 20 Ways to Disrupt Assemblies, Death the
Sick Way, Kill Thy Neighbour, Milk Crate Bomb, Atomic
Bomb 11210 Parts I, 2, 3, Anarchy HRndboolc 2, Projects
for Bared Anarchists and How to Blow-up a Car. One

The other yardstick that ought to be mentioned at
the outset is that of whether people want to live in
Victoria. That seems to me to be one measure of how
well a community is travelling, and in Victoria
people are travelling out. They are travelling north
and west. Western Australia, Queensland and New
South Wales are doing well because people believe
that there are no opportunities in Victoria. They do
not see an appropriate future for themselves and
their children. They are concerned about the
cutbacks to education, health and transport. They
are also concerned about the type of atmosphere that
has developed around Victoria, which is oppressive
and authoritarian.

beauty details anarchist phone pranks.
This information is readily available to young
people and this is why in the golf district - the
Waverley area - 20 bomb incidents have occurred
in the past six weeks. I have spoken to the
Attorney-General. She is exceedingly concerned
about this but we do not know quite which way we
will have to go. We will have to get a campaign
going, perhaps in the media. This matter has to be
tackled quickly because it is getting out of hand.
Young people know they can get this information.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.
Mr THOMSON (pascoe Vale) - The budget
debate falls at the halfway mark in the government's
term of office. Therefore it is appropriate that we
start thinking about how the government and the
community are going and considering the
appropriate yardsticks. For me and for many other
people in the Labor Party, the most important
yardstick is employment, because fundamentally
jobs create opportunities for people by increasing
the prosperity of communities.

The latest unemployment figures show that Victoria
has the worst employment position of any state in
the nation. While unemployment around the nation
generally has remained constant at 9.5 per cent, at
one end of the spectrum there is Western Australia
with 8 per cent unemployment and at the other is
Victoria with unemployment rising from 10.2 per
cent to 11 per cent That reflects the fact that Victoria
has the worst unemployment performance and is
holding up national economic recovery.
It is of great concern to the opposition that the
government has not been serious about jobs. Since it
came to office it has slashed jobs in the public sector.
In the private sector it reneged on the Jobbank
election promise on which it was elected. TIlat was
one of the key election promises made by the
government before coming to office, but the
government has reneged on that so the private
sector has not been able to take advantage of the
Jobbank program and opportunities.

Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER - Order! The time has arrived for
me to give consideration to the adjournment of the
house.

Confident Living program
Mrs WILSON {Dandenong North) - I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, and in his absence I ask the
Minister for Planning, who is at the table, to convey
my comments to him. The matter relates to the
Victoria Police program called Confident living,
which is aimed primarily at older members of our
community.
This program was introduced by the previous
government and was an attempt to ensure that older
people were advised how to protect themselves as
well as they could as well as checking that their
physical environment and their homes were as safe
and secure as possible. With very few exceptions
this program does not appear to have had the high
profile that it previously had and until recently I
thought it had been withdrawn.
However, I bring to the attention of the minister an
article which appeared in the Oakleigh-Springvale
Times of 28 September which indicates that the
program is still in existence, but it appears to be very
much underresourced. The article is headed 'Crook
deal for a friendly cop' and it refers to a
policewoman named Senior Constable June Plant,
who is located at the Oakleigh police station, and the
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enormous difficulties that she is experiencing in
obtaining transport to allow her to carry out her
very important job of contacting and reassuring
elderly people in the Oakleigh area.
It appears that the frustration at the Oakleigh police
station reached a very high level because the station
contacted the local council and asked if it could
provide a suitable vehicle, but unfortunately the
council was unable to accede to that request because
many of its officers use their own vehicles for
council work.

Mr MacLellan interjected.

Mrs WILSON - I am quoting the council
minutes. This is an extremely important program for
elderly people. It is even more important given the
number of assaults on the elderly that we have read
of recently. People in that age category often feel
vulnerable and afraid. The Confident Living
program would be one way of attempting to
counteract those feelings. I say to the minister that if
we are to have these types of programs, they
certainly need to be resourced properly. I
understand the minister - The SPEAKER. - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.
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his company for bringing this subject to my
attention.

The noise schedule of the regulations under the
Environment Protection Act with regard to
residential noise states that section 48A(5) of the
Environment Protection Act defines noise as being
unreasonable, if certain items of equipment are
audible in a habitable room of a neighbour's house
outside of prescribed hours.
The Borough of Queenscliffe recently proclaimed a
by-law which restricted the hours, causing
considerable concern - Or Napthine interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Portland is disorderly and out of his
place.
Mr SPRY - The EPA schedule further provides
that the building industry can operate from Monday
to Friday between the hours of 7.00 a.m. and 8.00
p.m. and on weekends and public holidays between
the hours of 9.00 a.m. and 8.00 p.m. The reduction in
hours means that in Queenscliff builders cannot start
work on weekdays until 8.00 a.m., on Saturdays
until 9.00 a.m. and on public holidays and Sundays
until 10.00 a.m.

Borough of Queenscliffe: noise by-laws
Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - I raise for the attention of
the Minister for Small Business a matter concerning
a by-law that has been introduced out my way
which is restricting the hours that builders and
tradesmen can operate within a particular area on
the Bellarine Peninsula.

The matter was raised with me by Mr Chris
O'Dowd, who is a partner and director of the firm
O'Dowd Design and Construction. The firm, which
operates out of Point Lonsdale on the Bellarine
Peninsula, is very well respected. It builds about 15
to 20 houses a year and employs on and off up to
about 100 subbies. Subbies, for the uninitiated,
means subcontractors.
Just to give the house a bit of background, I note that
the firm operates throughout the Bellarine Peninsula
and beyond. Mr Bill Reynolds is its consultant
architect and it has the distinction of having won
something like 10 or 15lflA awards throughout its
10 or 15 years in existence, with about 12 major
awards among those. I commend Chris O'Dowd and

I know that Queenscliff is at present a quiet little
place, but this imposition on tradesmen is
unreasonable. Can the minister look into this issue
with a view to persuading the Borough of
Queenscliffe to review its by-law restrictions so that
local builders and tradespeople can compete on a
level playing field?

Shearing sheds: working conditions
Ms MARPLE (Altona) - I raise for the attention
oftheNUnis~forAgriculhrreamatterthat

concerns working conditions in shearing sheds
which are detrimental to the health and safety of the
workers and the owners of the sheds.
I would like to know what the minis~ intends to do
to counter the impact of the government policy
which is breaking down awards for employment
and is resulting in a drop in standards in the
health - and therefore safety - of the workers and
farmers.
The shearers in this country and state have been
leaders in setting standards through the
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development of awards. Now they have developed
a code of practice for the shearing industry. This was
done with shearers and farmers, the former Wool
Corporation and the brokers, Elders. H this code
were to be put into place not only would the health
of the shearers and the farmers benefit but it would
assist the development of quality management
which the wool industry must embrace to ensure its
survival into the next century.
A previous speaker, the honourable member for
Ripon, suggested that if we brought forward
something of interest the government would take it
up for the benefit of Victoria. Now this is it. I am
asking the minister to take this seriously.
I suggest that the minister and the government
could assist and support the farmers, shearers and
communities who wish to work in using this code of
practice and ensuring that the occupational health
and safety standards in sheds are improved.

In recent times unfortunately chemicals such as
Clout have been used in the confined area of a
shearing shed at the same time as shearing was
going on, and there are old shearing sheds that are
greatly in need of improvement.
Unfortunately shearers have brought this matter to
the attention of farmers and have been told things
like they were facing the sack and that those were
the conditions in the shed and they would have to
put up with them or move on.
This is not good enough. I ask the minister to show a
commitment to improving occupational health and
safety in Victorian shearing sheds by giving support
to farmers and shearers who wish to work together
on the code of practice to make sure that these sorts
of things do not happen in the future. It is a
challenge, and I wonder if the government will be
able to take it up. Today we were asked to come
forward with some practical ideas. Here is one; let
us see if the minister can take it up. That is the
challenge.

Johne's disease
Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (Benambra) - I direct the
attention of the Minister for Agriculture to the
restrictions placed on cattle sold into New South
Wales from Victoria and Tasmania. As from
1 October, restrictions were placed on the sale of all
cattle, either from saleyards or privately, for
consignment to New South Wales. There is a need to
identify the cattle that come from properties that are

free of Johne's disease. It is a matter of tracing where
the cattle come from, where they are bred and where
they have been.
Because the north-east of Victoria is virtually free of
Johne's disease it is ironic that all cattle consigned to
New South Wales must have permits for tracing
purposes. Because the cattle consigned to New
South Wales will require certificates the Victorian
Department of Agriculture will have to trace those
cattle to ensure they have come from Johne's
disease-free properties. The fee for doing so will be
$24.
Recently the Wodonga saleyards were credited as
being the major cattle-selling centre of Australia,
only recently overtaking Roma, which had more
cattle going through it than any other centre.
Therefore, the Wodonga saleyards are a major
earner for Victoria. It is essential that the owners of
the cattle sold there are not discriminated against
During the first two weeks in which the restrictions
by the New South Wales government will apply,
some 12 000 cattle will be sold in the Wodonga
saleyards. I believe the need for certification
amounts to nothing less than an effective restrictive
trade practice against Victorian cattle. In fact, the
owner of a major feedlot at Leeton, Rockdale, said he
will not pay the fee applied by the Victorian
Department of Agriculture.

In a normal selling week there would be up to 100
consignments to New South Wales. Yesterday there
were only three consignments. I ask the minister to
examine three issues. Firstly, can the $24 fee be
reviewed or can the service be delivered more
cheaply by the department? Secondly, can we apply
pressure to the New South Wales government so
that feedlots are exempt? Thirdly, can we have a
process of accreditation?

Yarraville: railway gates
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I direct the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport to the
historic railway gates at Yarraville. As part of the
modernisation of the line it is proposed that the
railway gates be replaced by boom gates. However,
besides being of historic significance, the gates are
also an important safety barrier for pedestrians in
the narrow strip shopping centre in Anderson Street
Many pedestrians move to and from the station.
They use the underpass when commuting to
Melbourne, shopping and travelling home.
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Although the local community is not against
progress or the establishment of another gate system
two issues are involved - safety and heritage. The
Yarraville village shopping centre is a
well-preserved shopping centre that rivals the
country towns of Maldon and other centres of
historic significance. It is largely untouched. The
railway gates form an integral part of that
untouched precinct.
The Public Transport Corporation proposes to fill in
the underpass, which provides significant protection
for pedestrians, and replace the existing gates on the
pretext that the mechanism for the new boom gates
would need to be placed in the underpass area.
There is an enormous outcry about the removal of
the underpass, which is understandable in a
community made up of a high percentage of elderly
persons who are conscious about safety.
After examining the gates the Historic Buildings
Council decided to recognise the unique mechanism
that operates the gates - it is one of the few such
mechanisms left in Victoria. The council has placed a
preservation order on the mechanism and the
operating tower. Unfortunately, although that is
comforting the council stopped short of preserving
the gates.

I ask the minister to visit the street precinct, the
pedestrian access and the underpass. I ask him to
meet with interested parties and make a decision
either without reference to or in addition to the
advice he has already received from the Historic
Buildings Council and the Public Transport
Corporation. Essentially the issues concern safety
and heritage value. The traders and the residents are
willing to sacrifice a couple of minutes wait at the
gates, as is currently the case.
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It would appear that because of the changes people
can register their motor cars and small vehicles only
as private vehicles and not commercial vehicles. This
has had a great affect upon those who wish to come
into the City of Melbourne to conduct business with
city stores. I refer to repairers and other service
providers. They can no longer park in bays for
commercial vehicles. They are limited to parking in
the normal parking bays, which are difficult to find.
This detracts from their capacity to do business in
the city and in many other centres such as
Camberwell, Frankston and Geelong. It does not
allow people to carry out their business in the way
in which they have done for many years.
Under the new council agreement new permits are
to be provided for handicapped persons. A blue
permit allows the use of designated disabled
parking bays, while a green permit doubles the
length of stay in ordinary parking bays. It was
reported to me, and in the local press, that this is
causing some distress to people who are not able to
find suitable parking in the City of Frankston and
other areas because they are still parking a long way
from the shopping centres. If they have disorders
such as asthma they find it difficult to get to the
shops.

Mr Mac1ellan - Why don't they go to
Chadstone?
Mr WEIDEMAN - They are still a long way
from the shops. I suggest that the minister, the MAV
and local government should review this action.

Momington Peninsula: tollway

Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston) - I direct the
Minister for Planning, who represents the Minister
for Local Government in another place, to car
parking in municipalities. According to local press,
follOwing recent changes to state laws, the Frankston
council will be issuing two new types of disabled
parking permits. Upon investigation I found that the
change was not as a result of state laws but derived
from a committee of the Mwlidpal Association of
Victoria and Vicroads to standardise parking
procedures across the state.

Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - I ask the Minister
for Planning to direct the attention of the Minister
for Roads and Ports in another place to the proposed
tollwayon the Momington Peninsula. I raise the
matter on behalf of the Committee Against
Peninsula ToIlway (CAPf). The group has raised
with me its concerns about the proposed toIlway. It
is concerned about the impact of the toll on the road,
which has already been paid for by petrol taxes.
They are suffering a double jeopardy; it is unfair
discrimination against residents of the Momington
Peninsula. It imposes a toll and privatises their link
to Melbourne. It would be detrimental to the area
and to the environment The downgrading of
alternative routes will mean that local residents will
be coerced into using the tollway.

Will the minister seek information about the review
and the way it will affect parking in municipal areas.

This matter of real concern is being promoted by an
organisation called the MOmington Peninsula

Municipal car parking

ADJOURNMENT

Wednesday, 5 October 1994

627

ASSEMBLY

Arterial Road Strategy or MOPARS, which sounds
like an automotive spare parts firm. Vicroads is
considering the road strategy and we make no
criticism of that because there needs to be a road
strategy for the peninsula. We would add that there
needs to be a public transport strategy linking the
peninsula to Melbourne. People are entitled to a
choice.
I refer the minister to an article in the Gazette of
30 August this year. Mr Robin, the assistant
executive of the local council, said in response to a
question about the controversial tollway proposal
that it was part of the total package and included a
toll on the road that has already been built. He
added that the tollway depends on state government
policy and not on Vicroads. I am sure all the
residents of the Momington Peninsula would be
relieved to hear that.

The critical point is that the minister announced that
it was his policy to create a proper consultative
process to address the concerns the residents of the
MOmington Peninsula have about an imposition on
them.

Sandringham railway line
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - The matter I
raise for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport was raised with me by a constituent,
Mr Gordon Burch, who has taken a keen interest in
the Victorian transport system and is a member of
the Puffing Billy Society. He is aware of the concerns
of senior members of the local community and the
Combined. Pensioners Association of Victoria
concerning travel on public transport. He is very
pleased with the improvements that have taken
place on the Sandringham line over the past few
years, including the improved level of service - the
interval between trains to and from the dty has been
reduced from 20 minutes to 15 minutes -and the
reduced travel time.
His specific concern relates to the station platform at
Flinders Street which services the Sandringham line.
Presently a number of trains stop at platform 12,
which means that senior dtizens travelling on the
line have to walk from Princes Gate, which is further
than the distance from platforms 2,4, 6 and 8 at
Flinders Street. He believes a cross-over section on
platform 10 would allow Sandringham trains to
proceed to that platform before going around the
loop.

Sandringham has the third highest proportion of
residents over the age of 65 in Victoria. He believes
this initiative would be of great benefit to the
travelling public by assisting them in their train
journeys throughout Victoria.

South Care
Ms GARBUIT (Bundoora) - The matter I raise
on behalf of Mrs Eva Post for the attention of the
Minister for Community Services concerns an
organisation called South Care which is based in
Caulfield. Mrs Post has a disabled daughter who
lives with her and South Care has been supporting
her by driving her daughter to various
appointments with the help of part-time staff. When
I contacted the service I was told that it has been
defunded, although funding was only about $30 000
a year. It had a part-time coordinator and half a
dozen casual workers whose task was to drive
people from a variety of places such as home, adult
training centres and special accommodation centres
and various appointments such as podiatry, hearing
or hydrotherapy treatments.

Over the past year the service has had 77 clients and
has dealt with 11 agendes. I was given the example
of the Oaldeigh Training Support Service and others
which covered a wide region. Over the past year the
service had driven its 77 clients to more than
600 appointments.
My point is that about 80 per cent of the clients will
no longer be able to attend the service because they
do not have access to a car and must be driven.
Some of them have parents who are too old to do it
and other adult training centres and support
services do not have the staff available to take clients
to appointments. Mrs Post tells me that she felt it
was a very important and necessary service and was
very upset to receive a letter saying that it had been
cancelled and that no explanation was provided.
I should like an explanation from the minister so I
can tell those clients and their carers why the service
was defunded when it was meeting an important
need for people who had no other options.

Chain letter
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - In the absence of
the Minister for Fair Trading I raise for the attention
of the Minister for Planning, who is at the table, a
letter I received earlier this week. It is unsigned and
I imagine it is doing the rounds of the general
community. It is headed 'In love all things are

ADJOURNMENT
ASSEMBLY

628

possible'. I thought for a moment that perhaps
someone appreciated the work we are doing here!
The letter says:
This paper has been sent to you for good luck. The
original is in New England. It has been around the

world nine times -

it is a very well-travelled letter, much better
travelled than I am.
The luck has been sent to you! You will receive good
luck within four days of receiving this letter, provided
you in turn send it on. This is no joke. You will receive
good luck in the mail.

Mr Maclellan - Send it to the Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr McARTHUR - He certainly needs a bit of
luck. It continues:
Send no money. Send copies to people you think need
good luck ... It must leave your hands within 90 hours.
An RAF officer received $470 000. Joe Elliot received
$40 000 and lost it because he broke the chain. While in
the Philippines George Welch lost his wife 51 days after
receiving the letter -

the letter does not say whether he considered that
good or bad luck.
However, before her death he received $7 755 000.
Please send 20 copies and see what happens in four
days.

It continues to list a chain of events. People have

died because they did not send on the letter. Some
have lost their cars and some have gained new ones.
If you lose the letter you can retype it and send it on.
It brings you marvellous luck. I think it is a bit of a
giggle but, unfortunately, some people may be
frightened and intimidated by it. Perhaps the
minister could warn the public that it is doing the
rounds and should be ignored and put in the bin,
where it belongs.

Responses
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for
Agriculture) - The honourable member for Altona
raised the safe use of Clout in the shearing shed in
the light of occupational health and safety
considerations. Clout is an organophosphate poison.
She also mentioned a clip preparation program that
has been promoted by Elders.
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For some time now I have been promoting quality
assurance programs not only in the wool industry
but also in all agricultural industries such as the
meat, grain and horticultural industries. That is the
way we must go if we want to make sure we have a
continuity of market opportunities, particularly in
the export arena. I will make this comment about the
use of Clout. People working in shearing sheds need
to be very careful about its use. Because Clout is an
organophosphate it should be used in open
situations - for example, with animals in drafting
or branding races. It has been used to replace the old
arsenical dips to control lice, itch mites and so forth
in sheep. We have abandoned the use of arsenical
dips because of the envirorunental dangers they
pose, particularly in scourers. When the wool is
washed chemicals can find their way into the
environment. Therefore it has been decided to ban
arsenical-based dips, whether in powder or liquid
form.
I shall make sure that when Department of
Agriculture officers speak to farmers groups they
talk to them about the use of Clout. I am sure that
farmers groups are well aware of the need to work
with the shearers. Having served my apprenticeship
shearing in my own shearing shed and in the sheds
of farms in the district - Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - No, I didn't get into the
wide combs but I took them home and tried them
out. They came in a little later. I can shear with the
wide combs, and they are quite good. The wide
comb issue was rather interesting because of the
strikes that took place at the time of the changeover.
Commonsense ultimately prevailed and we moved
from using narrow combs to using wide combs. The
honourable member for Altona gave some credit to
the shearing profession, and rightly so.
The amazing thing about the shearing profession is
that it has had contract work arrangements for years.
They are perfonnance based, and shearers are paid
for what they do. If they shear 100 sheep they get
paid for lOO, and if they shear SO sheep they get paid
for SO. That is the way things should be in the
workplace.
The other marvellous thing about shearers is that
because they are on work-based contracts - -

Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The level of interjection
is far too high.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - In winding up I will say
that if shearers suffer injuries and have to go onto
Workcover, because they receive lower payments
they are very keen to get back into shearing and
back onto the better wage. So once again it shows
that contract work, based on performance, is
ultimately the way to go.

I will talk to my department people about the use of
Clout. I am sure they will talk about it to the various
farming communities and make sure that Clout is
used in a proper and orderly way within the
shearing environment.
The honourable member for Benambra raised a
matter concerning Johne's disease and the need to
comply with a New South Wales government
requirement for a certificate stating that animals are
free of the disease. This is a very difficult issue,
because Johne's disease is a bacteria which an
animal can have from birth and which may not
show up Wlti1 that animal is put Wlder severe stress.
The animal may be 2, 3 or 4 years old before the
disease actually shows itself.
I am concerned that New South Wales has gone
down this path. I recently spoke to the New South
Wales Minister for Primary Industries, Ian Causley,
and asked him why he had put up a tariff barrier, as
the honourable member for Benambra said,
hindering the movement of cattle between Victoria
and New South Wales. I believe it would be much
more sensible to develop a national identification
program that all states could move towards.
Johne's is now a notifiable disease in Victoria. I
would encourage farmers to surrender any cattle
with Johne's disease and have them destroyed so
they can be compensated by the Cattle
Compensation FWld, which pays up to
approximately $2000 per head for dairy cattle that
have to be destroyed. Farmers should try to cull any
animals suffering from the disease. As I said, an
animal health working party investigating the
disease has proposed a national Johne's disease
market assurance program for the cattle industry.
That is up for consideration. Or Robyn Condron,
from the Victorian Institute of Animal Science, has
played the leading role in the development of the
Johne's disease Elisa blood test that has been
adopted by the Commonwealth Serum Laboratories
and is now being utilised overseas. I believe that it is
a proper and sensible way to go. If we can convince
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the other states and territories to move to a national
identification scheme, we will be part of the way to
coming to terms with the problem.
There has been an enormous amoWlt of scientific
research done on Johne's disease in this COWltry over
a long period of time. It is relevant not only to the
cattle industry but also to the sheep, alpaca and goat
industries. It is a major concern in animal industries,
so if we can establish a national identification
scheme there is a chance of introducing an
eradication program. Much more research will need
to be Wldertaken to move to a means of vaccination
that will kill off the bacteria, but I believe that is
some time away. In the immediate future I
encourage not only Victorian farmers but also
farmers and government departments in other states
and territories to move towards a national
identification program which, I believe, will assist
overall trade and help us identify and come to terms
with the problem.
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - The honourable member for
Dandenong North raised a query relating to a police
officer working for the Confident Living program in
the area. I was surprised to hear the member say she
was not aware that the Confident Living program
was as extensive as it is. I am sure the member is
aware that only two weeks ago I annoWlced the
extension of the program, particularly to the ethnic
community.
We now have the Confident Living program
extended on a trial basis in eight ethnic languages.
Honourable members would be aware that many
among the post-war migrant population who came
to Australia some 40 years or more ago, who are
now without children living with them at home,
although living in homes of their own do not have
strong language skills. That is one group that really
needs support. We are focusing on that area, which
is strongly supported by the Premier.
Following the Premier's public commitment only
last week, today the Minister for the Aged in another
place and I met with groups representing aged
members of the community, including the
Combined Pensioners Association of Victoria,
representatives of that association from country
areas, the Council for the Ageing, representatives
from the aged care and disability services divisions
of the Department of Health and Community
Services, managers from local government and the
Red Cross. We discussed a range of measures that
will ensure aged members of the community feel
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more confident in the way they approach life and
ways in which we can better link the services
provided by the Minister for the Aged and the work
the police are doing to separate fiction from fact.
We know that statistically the aged in the
community are not the subject of many assaults and
robberies and that in fact younger members of the
population are more likely to be assaulted. We need
a more balanced approach from the media. A recent
report concerning an aggravated burglary in which
an older member of the community was
wUortunately assaulted gained front-page banner
headlines in one newspaper. Another daily
newspaper carried a similar report of the same
inddent but in the same article also reported on a
similar assault on a 23-year~ld person. We need to
get that balance because the more the media plays
up this issue the greater disservice it does to. older
members of the community, who believe assaults on
elderly people are a common occurrence when they
are not.
The grant I handed over at the SBS studios was well
received by the ethnic community. Following the
meeting today, the Minister for the Aged and I are
looking to further highlight the work the police and
the Aged Care Division of the Department of Health
and Community Services are doing to ensure that
we further develop confident living among aged
members of community and that the efforts being
made are given more publidty.
The incident concerning the availability of a motor
vehicle for a police officer in that area is a matter I
will investigate. When I receive a response from the
police I will further advise the honourable member.
Mr HEFFERNAN (Minister for Small
Business) - The honourable member for Bel1arine
drew to my attention his concerns about the
Borough of Queenscliffe and the regulation it has
recently introduced to control building industry
starting times. I am concerned because the borough
seems to be unaware of the importance today of
being more flexible in allowing industry to operate
at times most suitable to industry itself.
The Environment Protection AuthOrity Act provides
controls on starting times, and those controls ought
surely to act as guidelines for the municipality. A
beach resort such as Queenscliff ought also to take
into consideration the fact that daylight saving will
begin soon and should coindde with the hot
weather we expect at some time during the next six
months. The ability to start early is very important
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for employees in the building industry, particularly
labourers. The borough is effectively saying to the
builders in that area that they will have to work in
lOO-degree heat, they will not be permitted to start
in the cool of morning and knock off at an
appropriate time to dodge the afternoon heat.
I am disappointed in the Borough of Queenscliffe
and will take up the matter on behalf of the
honourable member for Bellarine to see whether
somehow the borough can see its way clear to adopt
a more flexible approach. That is important not only
for production in the area but also for employment
and the general rights of people to run their
businesses without interference.
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) The honourable member for Morwell raised the
issue of the possibility that a tollway will be opened
on the MOrnington Peninsula. I make it clear from
the outset that that is not going to happen. This
proposal was not put forward by the government; it
is a proposal put forward by a group-on the
MOmington Peninsula known locally as the
MOmington Peninsula Arterial Road Group.
Mr Hamilton - I acknowledged that.
Mr BROWN - You did. It is the right of any
group, including local government, to act as an
advocacy body and, if it thinks a project is worth
while, to put it forward and have the government
consider it. The government has considered it. The
Minister for Roads and Ports, whom I represent in
this house, has made it clear that the government
does not propose to introduce a toll, even though it
was in effect local government on the MOmington
Peninsula that put the concept forward.
The government has achieved something that the
Labor government did not achieve over a decade we have completed the freeway on the Mornington
Peninsula. The community on the peninsula has
been waiting for some decades for that to become a
reality.
I want to dispel the claim absolutely. I can
understand the honourable member for Morwell
raising the issue, because MOrnington Peninsula
Labor candidates for the coming state election have
been running this hare around local communities as
a scare campaign. I can only say that, as I have now
absolutely dispelled the rumour in this house - I
have made it as clear as I possibly can that the
Minister for Roads and Ports considered it after it
was put to him and ruled it out - if from today we
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see a headline from Labor Party candidates
anywhere, but particularly on the Mornington
Peninsula, we can stand up truthfully and say that
they are bare-faced liars! It is clear that it will be at
their peril as candidates if they again say locally that
the government is proposing to do that, because it is
not.
The honourable member for Sandringham raised the
concept of a currently disused platform at Flinders
Street station being used to land passengers from his
area closer to a more convenient exit from the
station, which for most people is under the clocks.
The shorter the distance aged people have to walk,
the better.
I have commissioned a study, which is currently
under way, into the way Flinders Street station is
operated to assess whether trains that currently
terminate at Spencer Street station can terminate at
Flinders Street station. If that is possible it will mean
that people from rural Victoria will be able to alight
at Flinders Street rather than on the outskirts of the
CBD.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr BROWN - We are all right in Gippsland,
there is no doubt about that. We are considered by
many to be very fortunate. Even in this time of
drought we in South Gippsland are fortunate to get
the great rain we have been getting in recent weeks.

Trains coming from other areas of the state do not
currently terminate at Flinders Street railway
station. The government is currently evaluating
exhaustively the concept and feasibility of turning
Spencer Street railway station into another city
station but for the majority of trains to pass through
it and terminate at Flinders Street station. If that is
possible it will mean the currently disused platfonns
at Flinders Street would be used by trains coming
from rural and regional Victoria that would then
terminate at Flinders Street station.
Notwithstanding that, I am prepared to have the
people who are conducting this study consider what
has been raised by the honourable member for
Sandringham tonight I will have this ma tter
incorporated as part of the evaluation that is
currently under way.
At the start of the adjournment debate I was
attending to a constituency matter and on that basis
my colleague the Minister for Planning will answer
the matter raised by the honourable member for

631

Williamstown. The minister is as knowledgeable
about the issue as I am as the matter was recently
under his planning jurisdiction.
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - The
honourable member for Frankston raised for the
attention of the Minister for Local Government
parking arrangements for people in the Frankston
area, there being a new system devised by the
Municipal Association of Victoria and others. I will
ask the Minister for Local Government to investigate
the matters raised by the honourable member to
ascertain whether we can get a report on the matter
and perhaps some evaluation of whether the
confusion he speaks of is a reason for not persisting
with such a system and perhaps persuading the
Frankston council to move in a different direction on
that matter.

The honourable member for Bundoora raised a
matter for my colleague the Minister for Community
Services relating to South Care and a woman with a
disabled daughter who is finding transport difficult.
The honourable member said 77 clients were sharing
a state-funded payment of $30 000. The honourable
member may be much better informed than I am,
but I understand Red Cross is a very active
organisation in providing transport services to
people in circumstances such as she described.
I will ask the minister whether Red Cross will be
able to be of assistance to a group that was
previously using South Care services or whether it is
more appropriate to revive some funding towards
those services. I daresay it is one of the judgments
that have to be made when priorities are being set
for funds for distribution to community
organisations.

The honourable member for Monbulk referred to a
chain letter, and I think he really answered the
matter in a sense by the way in which he introduced
it I join with him and, I am sure, with other
honourable members on behalf of the Minister for
Fair Trading in agreeing that chain letters are a
rather unpleasant and at times concerning way of
drawing attention to things. If the honourable
member is in any state of confusion, I suggest that
his electorate office stamp allowance is not the
appropriate means to send on further copies and,
like him, I agree that no honourable member would
be silly enough to do so.
The honourable member for Williamstown basically
invited the house to join him in some criticism of the
Historic Buildings Council for coming to a decision
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with which he did not agree.lhat is the basis on
which he invites my colleague the Minister for
Public Transport to break the law. He invited the
minister to join him in an inspection to second-guess
the technical expertise of the recommendations of
the cOWlci1 and to ignore them.
I Wlderstood there was broad support in Parliament
for the Historic Buildings CoWlci1, but apparently
not from the honourable member for Williamstown,
who appears to need suitable coWlSelling from the
chairperson of the council. I will arrange for her to
be informed of the honourable member's attitude
towards the good work of the council and when she
catches up with him I can assure him he will have a
vastly different appreciation of the work of the
cOWlcil. If he does not, Joan Kimer's park at the end
will probably not be as grand as I, the Historic
Buildings Council and the honourable meml>er for
Williamstown hope it will be. He must understand
how concerned the council is for the heritage aspects
of Williamstown.
It is inappropriate for him just because he does not
like the Historic Buildings Council's
recommendations and decisions to stand up in
Parliament and criticise the council. Its members are
largely volWlteers but they are highly skilled
volunteers. They do the work Wlder legislation
passed by Parliament. It is not as though the fault he
finds is with the work they have done; it is with the
decision they have come to. It is as though he
believes he has heard all the evidence and the
technical arguments and is in a better position to
make a judgment about it The honourable member
is behaving like an interfering planning minister in
disregarding the decisions of the expert body and
pulling things down. Nothing could be further from
an opposition member's heart than to behave like
that.
I suggest to the honourable member that the
Minister for Public Transport should not join him on
that inspection and that the minister honour the
legislation passed by the Parliament and obey, in a
sense, the Public Transport Corporation and honour
the decisions of the Historic Buildings Council in
relation to those railway gates.
There is a solution to the problem but it may not be
one the honourable member will welcome - that is,
close the line. That is the easy part. The money that
has been spent is commonwealth money made
available to the PTC through the Better Cities
program to upgrade the services in those areas. The
honourable member airily says the good citizens
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living near that particular level crossing are
prepared to give up the upgrade, but it is not their
upgrade at all. It is the upgrade for the whole line for the people using the whole service. Again the
honourable member is apparently second-guessing
the arrangements made between the former state
Labor government and its federal counterpart which
allocated funds for that particular rail upgrade.
The honourable member should understand the
consequences that flow from using Parliament as a
forum to belittle the decisions of an expert body
which has a parliamentary responsibility thrust
upon it by an act It hears the evidence and comes to
a decision, and he does not bear the responsibility. I
think it is a cheap shot. I suggest the honourable
member spend a little more time with the good
officers and members of the Historic Buildings
Council so that he will then better understand that it
is not easy making the recommendations that have
to be made.
It is not easy weighing up the competing interests as
to whether there be one hand-operated gate on an
otherwise upgraded railway line. That is what he is
inviting us to do: he is saying there should be one
hand-operated gate retained on that line after
literally millions of dollars have been spent in
upgrading it and fully automating it in every other
respect. lhat was the awkward and uncomfortable
decision that had to be faced by the cOWlcil. He hops
on the bandwagon with a particular local apprOach
to the matter without hearing the evidence or giving
credit to the Historic Buildings Council members
who agonised over that decision.
I might add that the decision before the cOWlcil was
no easy decision. I respect the council's decision in
this instance, and the Minister for Public Transport
should be commended for his willingness to respect
the decision to retain some of the historic elements
of that gate and do the best that can be done with a
major upgrade of the railway line to retain the
essential elements as the council saw them.

One of the essential elements was the retention of
the mechanism from the tower and its wheel, which
was Wlique or original. The honourable member will
appreciate that the gates have been demolished
many times as a result of accidents and are not the
original gates.
That is the situation, and I think the honourable
member might have been gracious enough to bring
that to the attention of the house. Nevertheless, I will
bring his remarks to the attention of the Chairperson
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of the Historic Buildings Council, and I am sure that
when she catches up with him he will be very much
better informed.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house stands
adjourned until next day.

House adjourned 11.00 p.m.
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